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We predict the occurrence of odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlations at normal metal-
superconductor junction. This result is significant because equal spin-triplet correlations are associ-
ated with the presence of dissipation-less pure spin current. Inserting a spin-flipper at the interface of
a normal metal-superconductor junction, excites equal spin triplet correlations.The existence of odd
frequency equal spin-triplet correlations in absence of odd frequency mixed spin-triplet correlations
is the main take home message of this work. It tallies well with the measured local magnetiza-
tion density of states and spin-polarized local density of states at the interface. The importance
of spin-flip scattering to the obtained results is manifest when we compare our normal metal-spin
flipper-superconductor junction to other hybrid junctions where either only spin mixing or both spin
mixing and spin flip scattering are present.

I. INTRODUCTION

The symmetry of the Cooper pair is intrinsic to the nature of superconductivity. From Fermi-Dirac statistics,
Cooper pair wave function or pairing amplitude is anti-symmetric under exchange of all quantum numbers: time (or
frequency), spin, and orbital coordinates. Pairing occurs, in general, between electrons at equal times. This type of
pairing leads to even frequency, spin-singlet, and even parity (ESE) state or even frequency, spin-triplet, and odd
parity (ETO) state where odd or even denotes the orbital part of the Cooper pair wave-function. s and d wave pairing
are examples of ESE pairing, while p wave pairing is an example of ETO symmetry[1]. Pairing, surprisingly, may
also occur at different times too or at finite frequency, first noticed in Ref. [2] in 3He and then predicted to occur
in disordered superconductors[3, 4] also. This finite frequency pairing implies an odd frequency superconductor with
either odd frequency, spin-singlet, and odd parity (OSO) or odd frequency, spin-triplet, and even parity (OTE) pairing.
Odd-frequency superconductivity implies that the two Cooper pair electrons are odd in the relative time coordinate or
frequency. An odd frequency OSO pairing state may exist in a conventional spin-singlet superconductor[5]. Recently,
odd frequency superconductivity has been predicted to occur in a host of different systems[6–10], in addition to driven
systems[11, 12].

Odd-frequency superconducting pairing can also be induced in hybrid systems such as normal-superconductor
junction[13–19], superconductor-ferromagnet junctions[20–38], as well as topological insulators-superconductor junctions[39–
47]. In NS junctions odd frequency pairing arises because spatial parity may be broken at interface leading to transition
from even s-wave to odd p-wave symmetry[48]. Further, odd frequency pairing has been seen in systems with Rashba
spin-orbit coupling[48–50]. Experimentally, odd frequency pairing enables long range superconducting correlations,
seen in ferromagnet-superconductor junctions[51, 52], as also Ref. [53]. Moreover, there is a deep relationship be-
tween odd frequency correlation and topological superconductors which might host Majorana fermions(MF’s)[54–57].
MF’s are particles which are their own antiparticle and have great attraction due to their potential applications
in topological quantum computation[58, 59]. For a MF, the normal propagator (Gree) which describes the propa-
gation of free electrons and the anomalous propagator (Greh) which describes dynamics of Cooper pairs are same,
Gree(ωm) = Greh(ωm)[60], where ωm is Matsubara frequency. Further, since Greh(ωm) = 1/(iωm) for a MF, the pair
amplitude (Greh) for an isolated MF is necessarily odd in frequency[61–63].

This paper predicts that odd frequency equal spin-triplet pairing can be induced in a Normal metal (N)-s-wave
Superconductor (S) junction due to interface spin-flip scattering. To date, most predictions of odd frequency pairing in
NS junctions have been associated with either spin-singlet pairing or mixed spin-triplet pairing, see Refs. [64, 65]. Odd
frequency mixed spin-triplet correlations have been predicted to occur in varied hybrid superconducting junctions, such
as a magnetic interface in an NS junction[64]or a thin ferromagnetic layer at NS interface[65], Kondo-type impurity
embedded in s-wave superconductor[66] and randomly embedded magnetic impurities in an s-wave superconductor[67].
A recent experimental paper on a single embedded magnetic impurity in an s-wave superconductor also sees odd
frequency mixed spin-triplet correlations[68]. In two recent works[64, 65], odd frequency mixed spin-triplet correlations
occur via the spin mixing process. Spin mixing and spin-flip scattering are two different processes. In the spin mixing
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process, an electron experiences spin-dependent phase shifts[37], while in the spin-flip scattering process, an electron
flips its spin[69]. A thin ferromagnetic layer at the NS interface can only generate spin mixing; it can not generate
any spin-flip scattering. However, a spin flipper at the NS interface causes spin-flip scattering, and it can not create
any spin mixing. We will discuss this in more detail in section V. Further, in Refs. [66, 67] odd frequency mixed
spin-triplet correlations arise due to a magnetic impurity, similar to what happens in NFS junction wherein only spin
mixing occurs. However, in our work, spin-flip scattering at the NS interface induces even and odd frequency equal
spin-triplet correlations.

What differentiates this paper from the aforesaid is that we see exclusively odd frequency equal spin-triplet corre-
lations with absence of odd frequency mixed spin triplet correlations, which are not seen in any of these works. Odd
frequency equal spin-triplet correlations have not been predicted as yet in any other work on Normal Metal-s wave
superconductor junction except this. We cannot emphasize more the importance of observing odd frequency equal
spin-triplet correlations in an s-wave superconductor. This result effectively means that we have turned an s-wave
superconductor into a p-wave superconductor via doping a spin flipper at the interface of an NS junction. A hallmark
of a p-wave superconductor is an equal spin-triplet pairing of its Cooper pair. Examples of p-wave superconductors
are Sr2RuO4, which are exotic and difficult to work with but are predicted to host Majorana fermions. However,
inducing spin-triplet p wave pairing in an s-wave superconductor would imply that generating and detecting Majorana
Fermions could become much easier.

We calculate the even and odd frequency spin-singlet and triplet pairing correlations in normal metal and super-
conducting regions using Green’s function method. Locally only, even frequency, spin-singlet, and even parity (ESE),
odd frequency, equal spin-triplet, and even parity correlations(OTE-equal) are finite. While non locally, both even
and odd frequency spin-singlet and equal spin-triplet correlations are non zero. We determine the spin-polarized local
density of states (SPLDOS) and find its relationship with odd frequency pairing. SPLDOS both decays and oscillates
in the presence of spin-flip scattering, and it matches well with the odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlations. Non
locally, we see that both even and odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlations are finite in the presence of spin-flip
scattering.

Finally, we comment on the significance and applications of our results. Spin-triplet correlations have increasingly
been speculated to play a significant role, especially where transport via a ferromagnet is concerned. Since this kind
of transport isn’t affected by the exchange field of the ferromagnet, this kind of correlation can penetrate over long
distances, up to hundreds of nanometers, inside the ferromagnet. But, the question is how to create such equal
spin-triplet states? In our work, we answer this question in a ballistic NS junction by just putting a spin flipper at
the junction interface. Spin flip scattering at junction interface induces equal spin-triplet pairing in such junctions.
Equal spin-triplet correlation supports dissipationless pure spin current, which is generally long-range in nature and is
of great interest in superconducting spintronics[36, 37]. Dissipationless pure spin current reduces power consumption
by several orders of magnitude in ultralow-power computers[70].

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In section II, we first introduce our model and discuss the
theoretical background to our study by writing Hamiltonian, wave functions, and boundary conditions needed to
calculate Green’s functions. Section III discusses the method to calculate the induced superconducting correlations
and SPLDOS from retarded Green’s functions. We analyze our results for pairing correlations in normal metal
and superconducting regions at zero temperature and discuss the relationship between odd frequency pairing and
SPLDOS in section IV. Section V outlines how and why we get uniquely odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlations
with vanishing odd frequency mixed spin-triplet correlations in our chosen normal metal-spin flipper-superconductor
junction. We also compare our system with both NFS and F1F2S junctions wherein either only spin mixing or both
spin-flip and spin mixing occur. Finally, we conclude in section VI. Analytical expressions for Green’s functions and
the effect of finite temperature on correlations are provided in Appendix.

II. SCATTERING AT NORMAL METAL-SPIN FLIPPER-SUPERCONDUCTOR INTERFACE

A. Hamiltonian

We consider a 1D NS junction as shown in Fig. 1, with a spin flipper at the interface (x = 0) and solve the scattering
problem[71]. The Hamiltonian for spin flipper, from Refs. [69, 72–75] is

HSpin flipper = −J0δ(x)~s.~S, (1)

with J0- strength of the exchange coupling, ~s- spin of electron/hole, and ~S- spin of spin flipper. In our work, the
spin flipper is a delta potential magnetic impurity that can be treated similarly to an Anderson impurity. In Eq. (1),
spin flipper Hamiltonian is an effective Heisenberg term that reduces the two-electron problem to a one-electron
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problem[73]. Since our problem is not a time-dependent problem, we solve it using a time-independent Schrödinger
equation modified by BdG Hamiltonian. Thus spin flipper has no dynamics of its own, differentiating our model spin-
flipper from a Kondo-like magnetic impurity[66], which has its dynamics, and it leads to the screening of impurity spins
by metallic electrons below Kondo temperature[76]. One should note that Kondo-like magnetic impurity embedded
in an s-wave superconductor induces odd frequency mixed spin-triplet correlations[66]. In our setup, on the other
hand, the spin flipper generates odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlations.

An electron/hole with spin up/down incident from the metallic(N) region interacts with the spin flipper at the
interface which may result in a mutual spin flip. Electron/hole can be reflected back to N region I with spin up or
down. Electron-like and hole-like quasi-particles with spin up or down are transmitted into the superconducting(S)
region II for energies above the gap. Spin flipper can be thought of as a point like magnetic impurity, see Ref. [69].
Model Hamiltonian in Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) formalism of our system as shown in Fig. 1 is given as

HBdG(x) =

(
HÎ i∆Θ(x)σ̂y

−i∆∗Θ(x)σ̂y −HÎ

)
, (2)

where H = p2/2m? − J0δ(x)~s.~S − EF , ∆ is superconducting gap for s-wave superconductor and Θ is Heaviside step
function. First term in H is kinetic energy of an electron/hole with effective mass m∗, second term describes the

exchange interaction J0 between electron/hole spin (~s) and spin flipper’s spin (~S), Î is identity matrix, σ̂ is the Pauli
spin matrix and EF is Fermi energy. Strength of exchange coupling can be expressed via dimensionless parameter

J = m?J0
kF

, see [69], as the product J0δ(x)~s.~S has dimensions of energy, ~s which represents spin angular momentum

of electron is in units of h̄ and ~S the spin angular momentum of spin-flipper is also in units of h̄, and δ(x) having
dimensions of 1/Length, therefore J0- the exchange interaction has dimensions of Energy − length/h̄2.
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FIG. 1: NS junction with spin flipper (spin S and magnetic moment m′) at x = 0. Scattering of a spin up electron incident is
shown. Normal reflection, Andreev reflection and quasi-particle transmission into superconductor are depicted.
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B. Wavefunctions

If we diagonalize BdG Hamiltonian (Eq. (2)) we will get wavefunctions in different regions of our system for various
types of scattering processes. Wavefunctions for different types of scattering processes are given as-

Ψ1(x) =

{
ϕN1 eikexφSm′ + b11ϕ

N
1 e−ikexφSm′ + b12ϕ

N
2 e−ikexφSm′+1 + a11ϕ

N
3 eikhxφSm′+1 + a12ϕ

N
4 eikhxφSm′ , x < 0,

c11ϕ
S
1 eik

S
e xφSm′ + c12ϕ

S
2 eik

S
e xφSm′+1 + d11ϕ

S
3 e−ik

S
hxφSm′+1 + d12ϕ

S
4 e−ik

S
hxφSm′ , x > 0.

Ψ2(x) =

{
ϕN2 eikexφSm′ + b21ϕ

N
1 e−ikexφSm′−1 + b22ϕ

N
2 e−ikexφSm′ + a21ϕ

N
3 eikhxφSm′ + a22ϕ

N
4 eikhxφSm′−1 , x < 0,

c21ϕ
S
1 eik

S
e xφSm′−1 + c22ϕ

S
2 eik

S
e xφSm′ + d21ϕ

S
3 e−ik

S
hxφSm′ + d22ϕ

S
4 e−ik

S
hxφSm′−1 , x > 0.

Ψ3(x) =

{
ϕN3 e−ikhxφSm′ + a31ϕ

N
1 e−ikexφSm′−1 + a32ϕ

N
2 e−ikexφSm′ + b31ϕ

N
3 eikhxφSm′ + b32ϕ

N
4 eikhxφSm′−1 , x < 0,

c31ϕ
S
1 eik

S
e xφSm′−1 + c32ϕ

S
2 eik

S
e xφSm′ + d31ϕ

S
3 e−ik

S
hxφSm′ + d32ϕ

S
4 e−ik

S
hxφSm′−1 , x > 0.

Ψ4(x) =

{
ϕN4 e−ikhxφSm′ + a41ϕ

N
1 e−ikexφSm′ + a42ϕ

N
2 e−ikexφSm′+1 + b41ϕ

N
3 eikhxφSm′+1 + b42ϕ

N
4 eikhxφSm′ , x < 0,

c41ϕ
S
1 eik

S
e xφSm′ + c42ϕ

S
2 eik

S
e xφSm′+1 + d41ϕ

S
3 e−ik

S
hxφSm′+1 + d42ϕ

S
4 e−ik

S
hxφSm′ , x > 0.

Ψ5(x) =

{
c51ϕ

N
1 e−ikexφSm′ + c52ϕ

N
2 e−ikexφSm′+1 + d51ϕ

N
3 eikhxφSm′+1 + d52ϕ

N
4 eikhxφSm′ , x < 0,

ϕS1 e−ik
S
e xφSm′ + b51ϕ

S
1 eik

S
e xφSm′ + b52ϕ

S
2 eik

S
e xφSm′+1 + a51ϕ

S
3 e−ik

S
hxφSm′+1 + a52ϕ

S
4 e−ik

S
hxφSm′ , x > 0.

Ψ6(x) =

{
c61ϕ

N
1 e−ikexφSm′−1 + c62ϕ

N
2 e−ikexφSm′ + d61ϕ

N
3 eikhxφSm′ + d62ϕ

N
4 eikhxφSm′−1 , x < 0,

ϕS2 e−ik
S
e xφSm′ + b61ϕ

S
1 eik

S
e xφSm′−1 + b62ϕ

S
2 eik

S
e xφSm′ + a61ϕ

S
3 e−ik

S
hxφSm′ + a62ϕ

S
4 e−ik

S
hxφSm′−1 , x > 0.

Ψ7(x) =

{
c71ϕ

N
1 e−ikexφSm′−1 + c72ϕ

N
2 e−ikexφSm′ + d71ϕ

N
3 eikhxφSm′ + d72ϕ

N
4 eikhxφSm′−1 , x < 0,

ϕS3 eik
S
hxφSm′ + a71ϕ

S
1 eik

S
e xφSm′−1 + a72ϕ

S
2 eik

S
e xφSm′ + b71ϕ

S
3 e−ik

S
hxφSm′ + b72ϕ

S
4 e−ik

S
hxφSm′−1 , x > 0.

Ψ8(x) =

{
c81ϕ

N
1 e−ikexφSm′ + c82ϕ

N
2 e−ikexφSm′+1 + d81ϕ

N
3 eikhxφSm′+1 + d82ϕ

N
4 eikhxφSm′ , x < 0,

ϕS4 eik
S
hxφSm′ + a81ϕ

S
1 eik

S
e xφSm′ + a82ϕ

S
2 eik

S
e xφSm′+1 + b81ϕ

S
3 e−ik

S
hxφSm′+1 + b82ϕ

S
4 e−ik

S
hxφSm′ , x > 0.

(3)

where ϕN1 =

1
0
0
0

, ϕN2 =

0
1
0
0

, ϕN3 =

0
0
1
0

, ϕN4 =

0
0
0
1

, ϕS1 =

u00
v

, ϕS2 =

 0
u
−v
0

, ϕS3 =

 0
−v
u
0

 and ϕS4 =

v00
u

.

Ψ1, Ψ2, Ψ3 and Ψ4 represent scattering processes when spin up electron, spin down electron, spin up hole and spin down
hole are incident from N region, while Ψ5, Ψ6, Ψ7 and Ψ8 represent scattering processes when spin up electron, spin
down electron, spin up hole and spin down hole are incident from S region respectively. bij and aij are normal reflection
amplitudes and Andreev reflection amplitudes respectively, while cij and dij are transmission amplitudes for electron-
like quasi-particles and hole-like quasi-particles respectively. φSm′ represents the eigenspinor for spin flipper with its Sz

operator acting as- Szφ
S
m′ = m′φSm′ , with m′ being spin magnetic moment of the spin flipper. u =

√
1
2 (1 +

√
ω2−∆2

ω )

and v =

√
1
2 (1−

√
ω2−∆2

ω ) are BCS coherence factors. ke,h =
√

2m∗

h̄2 (EF ± ω) are wave-vectors in normal metal, while

kSe,h =
√

2m∗

h̄2 (EF ±
√
ω2 −∆2) are wave-vectors in superconductor. Conjugated processes Ψ̃i required to construct

Green’s functions in next section are obtained by diagonalizing Hamiltonian H∗BdG(−k) instead of HBdG(k). In case

of Normal metal-Spin flipper-Superconductor junction (Fig. 1) we find that ϕ̃i
N(S) = ϕ

N(S)
i and hence Ψ̃i = Ψi,

also resulting in identical scattering amplitude, e.g., b̃i1 = bi1 and so on. In our work in limit of EF >> ∆, ω we

approximate ke,h ≈ kF (1± ω
2EF

) with kF =
√

2m∗EF /h̄
2 and kSe,h ≈ kF ±iκ with κ =

√
∆2 − ω2[kF /(2EF )]. Further,

the superconducting coherence length[77] is given by ξ = h̄/(m∗∆).

1. Boundary condition

Scattering amplitudes are determined by imposing boundary conditions, which at x = 0 are

Ψi(x < 0) = Ψi(x > 0), (4)

and, dΨi(x>0)
dx − dΨi(x<0)

dx = − 2m?J0~s.~S
h̄2 Ψi(x = 0), (5)
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where ~s.~S = szSz + 1
2 (s−S+ + s+S−) is exchange operator in Hamiltonian[69], s± = sx ± isy are raising and

lowering spin operator for electron and S± = Sx ± iSy are raising and lowering spin operator for spin flipper with

sz = h̄
2

(
σz 0
0 −σz

)
, sx = h̄

2

(
0 σx
σx 0

)
, sy = h̄

2

(
0 −iσy
iσy 0

)
, s+ = sx + isy = h̄

2

(
0 σx + σy

σx − σy 0

)
and, s− =

sx − isy = h̄
2

(
0 σx − σy

σx + σy 0

)
. σz =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
, σx =

(
0 1
1 0

)
and, σy =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
are the usual Pauli spin matrices.

Action of exchange operator ~s.~S, from boundary condition at x = 0, gives for wave-function involving spin up electron
spinor,

~s.~SϕN1 φ
S
m′ = szSzϕ

N
1 φ

S
m′ +

1

2
s−S+ϕN1 φ

S
m′ +

1

2
s+S−ϕN1 φ

S
m′ . (6)

Now, s+ϕN1 = 0, since s+ is the spin raising operator for electron and there are no higher spin states for a spin-1/2
electron than up and so the 3rd term in Eq. 6 vanishes, while s−ϕN1 = ϕN2 , the spin lowering operator gives the down
spin state ϕN2 of electron. Further, for spin-up electron szϕ

N
1 = h̄

2ϕ
N
1 , and for spin flipper: Szφ

S
m′ = m′φSm′ . The spin-

raising and spin-lowering operators acting on spin flipper give: S+φSm′ =
√

(S −m′)(S +m′ + 1)φSm′+1 = FφSm′+1

and S−φSm′+1 =
√

(S −m′)(S +m′ + 1)φSm′ = FφSm′ .

Thus, ~s.~SϕN1 φ
S
m′ =

m′

2
ϕN1 φ

S
m′ +

F

2
ϕN2 φ

S
m′+1. (7)

Similarly, action of ~s.~S for wave-function involving spin-down electron spinor is

~s.~SϕN2 φ
S
m′ = −m

′

2
ϕN2 φ

S
m′ +

F ′

2
ϕN1 φ

S
m′−1. (8)

Further, action of exchange operator for wave-function involving spin up hole is

~s.~SϕN3 φ
S
m′ = −m

′

2
ϕN3 φ

S
m′ +

F ′

2
ϕN4 φ

S
m′−1, (9)

and finally action of exchange operator on wavefunction involving spin down hole is

~s.~SϕN4 φ
S
m′ =

m′

2
ϕN4 φ

S
m′ +

F

2
ϕN3 φ

S
m′+1. (10)

In Eqs. (7-10), F =
√

(S −m′)(S +m′ + 1) denotes spin-flip probability of spin flipper when spin up electron or spin

down hole is incident, while F ′ =
√

(S +m′)(S −m′ + 1) denotes spin-flip probability of spin flipper when spin down
electron or spin up hole is incident and ϕN1 , ϕN2 , ϕN3 , ϕN4 are defined in Eq. (3). Using above equations and solving
boundary condition at x = 0 we get 8 equations for each scattering process, see Eq. (3). From each set of these 8
equations we can calculate different scattering amplitudes: bij , aij , cij , dij . In the next section we will use these
scattering amplitudes to compute retarded Green’s function in each region of our system. From retarded Green’s
function we can calculate the induced pairing correlations, e.g., ESE, ETO, OSO, OTE, and SPLDOS in each region
of junction.

III. GREEN’S FUNCTION

Motivation of our work is to see if via effect of spin flip scattering one can induce odd frequency spin triplet pairing
in our setup. For this purpose, we follow Refs. [42, 48] and set up retarded Green’s function Gr(x, x′, ω) with outgoing
boundary conditions in both N and S regions due to interface[78] scattering. Retarded Green’s function then is

Gr(x, x′, ω) =



Ψ1(x)[α11Ψ̃T
5 (x′) + α12Ψ̃T

6 (x′) + α13Ψ̃T
7 (x′) + α14Ψ̃T

8 (x′)]

+Ψ2(x)[α21Ψ̃T
5 (x′) + α22Ψ̃T

6 (x′) + α23Ψ̃T
7 (x′) + α24Ψ̃T

8 (x′)]

+Ψ3(x)[α31Ψ̃T
5 (x′) + α32Ψ̃T

6 (x′) + α33Ψ̃T
7 (x′) + α34Ψ̃T

8 (x′)]

+Ψ4(x)[α41Ψ̃T
5 (x′) + α42Ψ̃T

6 (x′) + α43Ψ̃T
7 (x′) + α44Ψ̃T

8 (x′)] , x > x′

Ψ5(x)[β11Ψ̃T
1 (x′) + β12Ψ̃T

2 (x′) + β13Ψ̃T
3 (x′) + β14Ψ̃T

4 (x′)]

+Ψ6(x)[β21Ψ̃T
1 (x′) + β22Ψ̃T

2 (x′) + β23Ψ̃T
3 (x′) + β24Ψ̃T

4 (x′)]

+Ψ7(x)[β31Ψ̃T
1 (x′) + β32Ψ̃T

2 (x′) + β33Ψ̃T
3 (x′) + β34Ψ̃T

4 (x′)]

+Ψ8(x)[β41Ψ̃T
1 (x′) + β42Ψ̃T

2 (x′) + β43Ψ̃T
3 (x′) + β44Ψ̃T

4 (x′)] , x < x′

(11)
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Coefficients αij and βmn in Eq. (11) are calculated from

[ω −HBdG(x)]Gr(x, x′, ω) = δ(x− x′), (12)

where HBdG(x) =

(
HÎ i∆Θ(x)σ̂y

−i∆∗Θ(x)σ̂y −HÎ

)
, with H = p2/2m?−J0δ(x)~s.~S−EF . Eq. (12) on integration at x = x′

yields,

[Gr(x > x′)]x=x′ = [Gr(x < x′)]x=x′ , and [
d

dx
Gr(x > x′)]x=x′ − [

d

dx
Gr(x < x′)]x=x′ = ητzσ0, (13)

wherein η = 2m∗/h̄2 and τi, σi are Pauli matrices in particle-hole and spin spaces. Green’s functions is a 2×2 matrix
in particle-hole space,

Gr(x, x′, ω) =

[
Gree Greh
Grhe Grhh

]
, (14)

where each component of Gr(x, x′, ω) is a matrix. In presence of spin flip scattering, individual Green’s function
element can be written as

Grαβ(x, x′, ω) =

(
[Grαβ ]↑↑ [Grαβ ]↑↓
[Grαβ ]↓↑ [Grαβ ]↓↓

)
,with α, β ∈ {e, h}. (15)

Analytical expressions of all Green’s functions are provided in Appendix A.

A. Pairing amplitudes

Spin symmetry of anomalous Green’s function propagator is calculated from,

Greh(x, x′, ω) = i

3∑
λ=0

frλσλσ2, (16)

where σ0 is the identity matrix, σλ(λ = 1, 2, 3) are Pauli matrices. In Eq. (16), fr0 is spin-singlet (↑↓ − ↓↑), fr1,2 are
equal spin-triplet (↓↓ ± ↑↑) and fr3 is mixed spin triplet (↑↓ + ↓↑) component. Equal spin triplet components ↑↑ and
↓↓ are given by f↑↑ = ifr2 − fr1 and f↓↓ = ifr2 + fr1 , respectively. Also, frλ denotes pairing amplitude or correlation,

while |frλ| =
√

(frλ)(frλ)∗ refers to pairing magnitude. Using Eqs. (14),(15) and Eq. (16) we get pairing amplitudes or
correlations as

fr0 (x, x′, ω) =
[Greh]↑↓ − [Greh]↓↑

2
, fr1 (x, x′, ω) =

[Greh]↓↓ − [Greh]↑↑
2

,

fr2 (x, x′, ω) =
[Greh]↓↓ + [Greh]↑↑

2i
, and fr3 (x, x′, ω) =

[Greh]↑↓ + [Greh]↓↑
2

.

(17)

The even and odd frequency components can be extracted by using

fEλ (x, x′, ω) =
frλ(x, x′, ω) + faλ (x, x′,−ω)

2
, and fOλ (x, x′, ω) =

frλ(x, x′, ω)− faλ (x, x′,−ω)

2
, (18)

where faλ is related to advanced Green’s function, which can be found from retarded Green’s functions using[42]
Ga(x, x′, ω) = [Gr(x′, x, ω)]†. Even and odd frequency components of equal spin triplet correlations can be obtained
from Eq. (18),

fE↑↑ = ifE2 − fE1 , fE↓↓ = ifE2 + fE1 , f
O
↑↑ = ifO2 − fO1 , and fO↓↓ = ifO2 + fO1 . (19)

At finite temperature we go to the Matsubara representation and replace ω with iωn. In this case Eq. (16) can be
written[79] as

∑
ωn>0

Greh(x, x′, iωn) = i

3∑
λ=0

frλσλσ2, (20)

ωn = πkBT (2n+ 1) are Matsubara frequencies and n = 0,±1,±2, ....
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B. Spin polarized local density of states(SPLDOS)

LDOS ν(x, ω) and local magnetization density of state (LMDOS) ~m(x, ω) can be calculated[66] from retarded
Green’s function,

ν(x, ω) = − 1

π
lim
ε→0

Im[Tr{Gree(x, x, ω + iε)}], and m(x, ω) = − 1

π
lim
ε→0

Im[Tr{ ~σλ.Gree(x, x, ω + iε)}]. (21)

From Eq. (21), spin up (σ = +1) and spin-down (σ = −1) components of SPLDOS are calculated as νσ = (ν+σ|m|)/2.

IV. ANALYSIS

Following the procedure mentioned in the previous section, we analyze induced odd/even frequency spin-singlet
and spin-triplet correlations in both N (x < 0) and S (x > 0) regions at zero and finite temperature and also discuss
SPLDOS with particular focus on its relation with odd frequency pairing correlation.

A. N-SF-S junction (Zero temperature)

1. Odd and even frequency spin singlet correlations

Induced odd/even frequency pairing amplitudes or correlations are directly calculated from anomalous particle-
hole component of retarded Green’s function using Eqs. (17), (18) and (19). Detailed derivation is provided in the
Appendix A. For even and odd frequency spin singlet correlations we get,

fE0 (x, x′, ω) =


− iηa122ke

e−ik
M (x+x′) cos[kF (x− x′)], for x < 0 (normal metal region)

ηuv
2i(u2−v2)e

−κ|x−x′|

[
eikF |x−x′|

kSe
+ e−ikF |x−x′|

kSh

]
+ ηuv

2i(u2−v2)e
−κ(x+x′)

[
b51e

ikF (x+x′)

kSe
+ b82e

−ikF (x+x′)

kSh

]
+ η

2i(u2−v2)e
−κ(x+x′) a81 cos[kF (x−x′)](kF +iκ(u2−v2))

(k2F +κ2)
, for x > 0 (superconducting region)

(22)

fO0 (x, x′, ω) =

{
−ηa122ke

e−ik
M (x+x′) sin[kF (x− x′)], for x < 0 (normal metal region)

ηa81(kF (u2−v2)+iκ)
2(u2−v2)(k2F +κ2)

sin[kF (x− x′)]e−κ(x+x′), for x > 0 (superconducting region)
(23)

where kM = ωkF /(2EF ). Both even frequency spin singlet (ESE) and odd frequency spin singlet (OSO) correlations
are interface contributions in normal metal(N) region (x < 0) as is evident, being proportional to Andreev reflection
amplitude a12. In S region (x > 0), ESE correlations have a bulk contribution (first term of Eq. (22) for x > 0), in
addition to interface contribution while OSO correlations have only an interface contribution. Bulk contribution to
ESE correlations in S region (x > 0), from Eq. 22 (independent of interface scattering amplitudes) is

fE0,B =
ηuv

2i(u2 − v2)
e−κ|x−x

′|

[
eikF |x−x

′|

kSe
+
e−ikF |x−x

′|

kSh

]
, (24)

while interface contributions from Eq. (22) which depend on interface scattering amplitudes, are

fE0,I =
ηuv

2i(u2 − v2)
e−κ(x+x′)

[
b51e

ikF (x+x′)

kSe
+
b82e

−ikF (x+x′)

kSh

]
+

η

2i(u2 − v2)
e−κ(x+x′) a81 cos[kF (x− x′)](kF + iκ(u2 − v2))

(k2
F + κ2)

.

(25)
Bulk contribution does not exhibit any local space dependence, as substituting x = x′ in (Eq. (24)) makes them
independent of x. In contrast interface contribution (Eq. (25)) is x dependent. Thus, for x → ∞ bulk contribution
(Eq. (24)) is finite, while interface contribution (Eq. (25)) vanishes. Therefore, local even frequency spin singlet
correlation is finite in bulk. From Eq. (22) we see that ESE correlation in S region depends on both normal reflection
(b51, b82) and Andreev reflection amplitude (a81), while in Eq. (23) OSO correlation in S region is proportional to
Andreev reflection amplitude a81. At x = x′, OSO vanishes, while ESE is finite and becomes maximum.

We plot spin-singlet pairing correlation induced in N and S regions in Fig. 2. In Fig. 2(a) OSO (blue, solid) and ESE
(red, dashed) correlations are finite and show nice periodic oscillations as function of position x in N (x < 0) region,
while in S (x > 0) region both OSO and ESE correlations exhibit an oscillatory decay for case of no spin-flip scattering
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FIG. 2: Absolute values of even and odd frequency spin-singlet correlation induced in N (x < 0) and S (x > 0) regions as a
function of position x for (a) no flip case and (b,c) spin flip case. Parameters are: S = 1/2 (for (a) and (b)), S = 5/2 (for (c)),

F = F ′ = 0 (for (a)), F = F ′ = 1 (for (b)), F = F ′ = 3 (for (c)), J = 1, x′ = 0, ω = 0.1∆, EF = 10∆.

(flip probability F = F ′ = 0, see Eqs. (7), (8)). The decay length 1/κ with κ =
√

∆2 − ω2[kF /(2EF )], and oscillatory
nature of correlations is determined from Fermi-energy EF (through kF , see Eqs. (22), (23) for x > 0). In Fig. 2(b)
for finite spin-flip scattering (flip probability F = F ′ = 1, see Eqs. (7), (8)), we see similar oscillatory behavior, albeit
with lower magnitude than no flip case. The more interesting thing is shown in Fig. 2(b) in the S region, wherein
we see OSO correlation dominates over ESE correlation. For high values of spin-flip scattering (F = F ′ = 3), both
OSO and ESE correlations are suppressed, but their nature does not change, as shown in Fig. 2(c). Further, we
also note that non-local (x 6= x′) spin-singlet correlations are finite regardless of odd or even frequency. In contrast,
local (x = x′) OSO correlations vanish, and ESE correlations are finite. In all the figures, x has been normalized by
superconducting coherence length ξ to make it dimensionless.

2. Odd and even frequency equal spin-triplet correlations

Even and odd frequency, spin-triplet correlation can be of two distinct types, mixed spin-triplet or equal spin triplet.
To distinguish between these two, we denote odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlation as (OTE-equal) while odd
frequency mixed spin-triplet correlation as (OTE-mixed). Similarly, in the case of even frequency, we have ETO-equal
and ETO-mixed correlations. Uniquely, we find that mixed spin-triplet correlation for both odd and even frequency
vanishes (fE3 = fO3 = 0) for our set-up (Fig. 1), while equal spin-triplet correlation for both odd and even frequency

is finite (fE,O↑↑ = −fE,O↓↓ 6= 0).

The reason why mixed spin triplet correlations (both even and odd frequency) vanish, can be traced to the scattering
amplitudes and Green’s functions derived from them in sections II. B and III. If one looks at the Andreev reflection
amplitudes, they satisfy the relations: a31 = −a42 and a32 = −a41. Thus, anomalous electron-hole components
of Green’s functions in N region are related as: [Greh]↑↑ = −[Greh]↓↓ and [Greh]↑↓ = −[Greh]↓↑ (see Appendix A for
detailed calculation). This same relation, for anomalous electron-hole components of Green’s functions holds true in
S(x > 0) region as well. Therefore, from Eq. (17), fr2 = 0 and fr3 = 0, with f↑↑ = −f↓↓. Spin flip scattering at
junction interfaces, induces equal spin triplet correlations only. Interestingly, we find odd frequency equal spin-triplet
correlation (OTE-equal) dominating over even frequency equal spin-triplet correlation (ETO-equal) in the S region,
which can have significant applications in superconducting spintronics.

For the even/odd frequency equal spin triplet correlations, using Eq. (19) we obtain

fE↑↑(x, x
′, ω) = −fE↓↓(x, x′, ω) =

{
−ηa112ke

e−ik
M (x+x′) sin[kF (x− x′)], for x < 0 (normal metal(N) region)

−ηa62(kF (u2−v2)+iκ)
2(u2−v2)(k2F +κ2)

sin[kF (x− x′)]e−κ(x+x′), for x > 0 (superconducting(S) region)
(26)

fO↑↑(x, x
′, ω) = −fO↓↓(x, x′, ω) =


− iηa112ke

e−ik
M (x+x′) cos[kF (x− x′)], for x < 0 (N region)

ηuv
2i(u2−v2)e

−κ(x+x′)

[
b72e

−ikF (x+x′)

kSh
− b61e

ikF (x+x′)

kSe

]
− η

2i(u2−v2)e
−κ(x+x′) a62 cos[kF (x−x′)](kF +iκ(u2−v2))

(k2F +κ2)
, for x > 0 (S region)

(27)

in presence of spin flip scattering, while in absence of spin flip scattering they completely vanish. In absence of spin
flip scattering, both incident quasi particle spin and spin flipper’s spin are in same direction (either up or down) and
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they do not flip their spins after interaction. For S = 1/2, m′ can be m′ = 1/2 (when spin flipper’s spin is in up
direction) or m′ = −1/2 (when spin flipper’s spin is in down direction). When spin up quasiparticle is incident, no-flip
process implies S = m′ (i.e., F = 0) while when spin down quasiparticle is incident S = −m′ (i.e., F ′ = 0) . When
spin up quasiparticle is incident and m′ = 1/2, then there wont be spin flip scattering (F = 0) and from Eq. (7) we
get

~s.~SϕN1 φ
1
2
1
2

=
1

4
ϕN1 φ

1
2
1
2

. (28)

Similarly, when spin down quasiparticle is incident and m′ = −1/2, then there will not be any spin flip scattering
(F ′ = 0) and from Eq. (8) we get

~s.~SϕN2 φ
1
2

− 1
2

=
1

4
ϕN2 φ

1
2

− 1
2

. (29)

From Eqs. (28), (29) we see that in absence of spin-flip scattering ~s.~S operates similarly on spin up and spin down
quasiparticle spinors, and therefore the system becomes spin-inactive. Thus, at NS interface when spin flipper does
not flip its spin, spin-singlet to spin-triplet conversion can not take place, and spin triplet correlations do not arise
in such a situation (see Appendix A for detailed calculation of how spin triplet correlations vanish in absence of spin
flip scattering). From Eqs. (26), (27), we see that both even and odd frequency, equal spin triplet correlations are
interface contributions. We further notice that in S(x > 0) region ETO-equal correlation is proportional to Andreev
reflection amplitude a62, while OTE-equal correlation depends on both normal and Andreev reflection amplitudes. In
N (x < 0) region both even and odd frequency equal spin triplet correlations are proportional to Andreev reflection
amplitude a11. At x = x′, local ETO-equal correlations vanish, i.e., fE↑↑ = −fE↓↓ = 0, but local OTE-equal correlation

is finite, i.e, fO↑↑ = −fO↓↓ 6= 0.

In Fig. 3 both ETO-equal and OTE-equal correlations are shown as a function of position x for low (F = F ′ = 1,

Fig. 3(a)) and high (F = F ′ = 3, Fig. 3(b)) values of spin flip scattering. We see that in the metallic region fE,O↑↑ or

fE,O↓↓ is finite and exhibits an oscillatory behavior as function of position x and survives infinitely far away in presence

of spin flip scattering. The reason for this kind of behavior can be understood from Eqs. (26), (27) for x < 0, where we

|f↑↑
O |=|f↓↓

O |

|f↑↑
E |=|f↓↓

E |

- 4 - 2 0 2 4 6 8
x / ξ

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

(a)
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O |=|f↓↓
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E |
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0.20
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FIG. 3: Absolute values of even and odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlation induced in N (x < 0) and S (x > 0) regions
as function of position x for spin flip case. Parameters are: S = 1/2 (for (a)), S = 5/2 (for (b)), F = F ′ = 1 (for (a)),

F = F ′ = 3 (for (b)), J = 1, x′ = 0, ω = 0.1∆, EF = 10∆.

see that the equal spin-triplet pairings are proportional to sin[kF (x−x′)] for even frequency and cos[kF (x−x′)] for odd
frequency respectively. However, in the S region, we find that in the presence of spin-flip scattering, both ETO-equal
and OTE-equal correlations exhibit an oscillatory decay, in contrast to what we see for spin-triplet correlations in
the normal metal region (x < 0). One can understand the different results for equal spin-triplet correlations in N
and S regions from Eq. (26) for x > 0, where we see that equal spin-triplet correlation in S region is proportional to

sin[kF (x− x′)]e−κ(x+x′) and therefore shows an oscillatory decay with decay length 1/κ. In contrast, in the N region,
correlations don’t decay. Another interesting thing to note from Fig. 3 is that in a ballistic NS junction, non-local
even and odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlations are finite only in the presence of spin-flip scattering, which is
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a remarkable result of our paper. Further, at x = x′, we notice that ETO-equal correlations vanish, but OTE-equal
correlations are non-zero. In addition, we notice that in the S region, the OTE-equal correlation is larger than the
ETO-equal correlation for low values of spin-flip scattering. In contrast, for high values of spin-flip scattering, the
ETO-equal correlation dominates over the OTE-equal correlation. Finally, we reiterate that both ETO-mixed and
OTE-mixed correlations vanish regardless of spin-flip scattering, i.e., fE3 = fO3 = 0 in our setup.

As an aside, for an NS junction based on 1D nanowires with Rashba spin-orbit coupling [48] and proximity-induced,
s-wave spin-singlet superconductivity, even/odd frequency mixed spin-triplet correlations are induced with vanishing
even/odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlations. Spin-orbit coupling does not generate equal spin-triplet correlations
in NS junctions.

3. Spin polarized local density of states (SPLDOS)

After analyzing spin triplet correlations, we now discuss SPLDOS in both N(x < 0) and S(x > 0) regions and try
to find any relationship with odd frequency pairing. For SPLDOS, from Eq. (21) we obtain

νσ(x, ω) =


1

2π Im

[
iη(1+b11e

−i2kex)
ke

]
+ σ

2π

√√√√Im

[
iηb12e−i2kex

ke

]2

, for x < 0 (normal metal region)

e−2κx ×

[
1

2π Im[ρ1] + σ
2π

√
Im[ρ2]2

]
, for x > 0 (superconducting region)

(30)

where, ρ1 =
iη(2a81kFuv + b51e

i2kF xu2(kF − iκ) + b82e
−i2kF xv2(kF + iκ) + e2κx(kF − i(u2 − v2)κ))

(u2 − v2)(k2
F + κ2)

,

ρ2 =
iη(b72v

2(kF + iκ)e−i2kF x − 2a62kFuv − b61u
2(kF − iκ)ei2kF x)

(u2 − v2)(k2
F + κ2)

.

From Eq. (30) we see that SPLDOS has a bulk as well as interface contribution. Further, there is a decay term e−2κx

in Eq. (30) for x > 0. The first term in Eq. (30) represents LDOS, while the second term represents LMDOS. For
LMDOS, from Eq. (21) we get

m(x, ω) =

{
1
π Im

[
iηb12e

−i2kex

ke

]
x̂, for x < 0 (normal metal region)

1
π Im[ρ2]x̂, for x > 0 (superconducting region)

(31)

From Eq. (31) we see that LMDOS is parallel to x axis. The reason why LMDOS is parallel to x direction, can be
found to the scattering amplitudes and Green’s functions obtained from them in sections II. B and III. If one looks at
the normal reflection amplitudes, they satisfy the relations: b11 = b22 and b12 = b21. Thus, normal electron-electron
components of Green’s functions in N region are related as: [Gree]↑↑ = [Gree]↓↓ and [Gree]↑↓ = [Gree]↓↑ (see Appendix
A for detailed calculation). This same relation, for normal electron-electron components of Green’s functions holds
true in S region as well. Therefore, from Eq. (21), y and z components of LMDOS vanish and LMDOS is parallel to
x axis. In presence of spin-flip scattering, scattering amplitude b12 (normal metal region) and ρ2 (in superconducting
region) are finite in Eq. (30). Thus, spin up and spin down components of SPLDOS are not equal, i.e., ν↑ 6= ν↓. Thus,
in presence of spin-flip scattering LDOS is spin-polarized, although f↑↑ = −f↓↓. However, in absence of spin-flip
scattering both b12 and ρ2 are zero in Eq. (30). Thus, in absence of spin-flip scattering, LDOS is not spin-polarized,
i.e., ν↑ = ν↓ = ν. While, in Ref. [48], the presence of Rashba spin-orbit coupling leads to mixed spin-triplet correlations
and spin-polarized LDOS. In our work, spin-flip scattering leads to equal spin-triplet correlations and spin-polarized
LDOS. However, in Ref. [48], in the absence of spin-orbit coupling, as also in our work in the absence of spin-flip
scattering, LDOS is not spin-polarized. To conclude, while in Ref. 48 spin-orbit coupling is responsible for spin
polarization of LDOS, in our work, spin-flip scattering is responsible for spin polarization of LDOS.

In Figs. 4(a) and 5(a) we plot spin-up and spin-down LDOS as a function of ω at the NS interface (x = 0). We see
that for low values of spin flip scattering (F = F ′ = 1) when fO↑↑ dominates over fE↑↑, there is a peak at ω = 0. But, for

increasing values of spin flip scattering (F = F ′ = 3) when even frequency-equal spin triplet correlation (ETO-equal),
i.e., fE↑↑ is greater than odd frequency equal spin triplet correlation (OTE-equal), i.e., fO↑↑, there is a dip at ω = 0

in Fig. 5(a). In Figs. 4(b) and 5(b) we plot spin polarized LDOS as function of position x in both N(x < 0) and
S(x > 0) regions. We notice that SPLDOS in N region shows nice periodic oscillations, while SPLDOS in S region
(x > 0) exhibits an oscillatory decay due to normal reflection. Next we analyze, possible relation between odd and
even frequency pairing amplitudes with SPLDOS. SPLDOS in N region depends on normal reflection (see Eq. (30)
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FIG. 4: (a) Frequency dependence of SPLDOS at NS interface, (b) spatial dependence of the SPLDOS in N(x < 0) and
S(x > 0) regions. Parameters are: S = 1/2, F = F ′ = 1, J = 1, x = 0 (for (a)), EF = 10∆, ω = 0.1∆ (for (b)).
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FIG. 5: (a) Frequency dependence of SPLDOS at NS interface, (b) spatial dependence of the SPLDOS in N(x < 0) and
S(x > 0) regions. Parameters are: S = 5/2, F = F ′ = 3, J = 1, x = 0 (for (a)), EF = 10∆, ω = 0.1∆ (for (b)).

for x < 0), while even and odd frequency spin singlet as well as spin triplet correlation in N region depends only on
Andreev reflection (see Eqs. (22), (23), (26), (27) for x < 0). In S region, SPLDOS depends on both normal and
Andreev reflection (see Eq. (30) for x > 0), while only even frequency spin singlet correlation and odd frequency equal
spin triplet correlation in S region depend on both normal and Andreev reflection (see Eqs. (22), (27) for x > 0).
In addition, since SPLDOS is local measurement, it is quite natural to analyze only local (x = x′) odd and even
frequency correlations. We see that only ESE and OTE-equal correlations survive, see Eqs. (32) and (33) below,

fE,L0 (x, ω) =


− iηa122ke

e−2ikMx, for x < 0 (normal metal region)

ηuv
2i(u2−v2)

[
1
kSe

+ 1
kSh

]
+ ηuv

2i(u2−v2)e
−2κx

[
b51e

2ikF x

kSe
+ b82e

−2ikF x

kSh

]
+ η

2i(u2−v2)e
−2κx a81(kF +iκ(u2−v2))

(k2F +κ2)
, for x > 0 (superconducting region)

(32)

fO,L↑↑ (x, ω) = −fO,L↓↓ (x, ω) =


− iηa112ke

e−2ikMx, for x < 0 (normal metal region)

e−2κx ×

[
ηuv

2i(u2−v2)

(
b72e

−i2kF x

kSh
− b61e

i2kF x

kSe

)
− η

2i(u2−v2)
a62(kF +iκ(u2−v2))

(k2F +κ2)

]
,

for x > 0 (superconducting region).

(33)

Since OSO and ETO-equal correlations are sine functions as shown in Eqs. (23), (26), they vanish. In Fig. 6, we
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present spatial dependence of local odd and even frequency correlations and spin-up LDOS in the N(x < 0) and
S(x > 0) regions. In the S region (x > 0), both local odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlation and spin-up LDOS
show an exponential decay and nice oscillatory behavior. But, in the N region, x < 0, local odd and even frequency
correlations are independent of position x, while spin-up LDOS exhibits a nice periodic oscillation. Figs. 6(a) and
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FIG. 6: Spatial dependence of the (a) local even frequency correlations, (b) local odd frequency correlations and (c) spin-up
LDOS in N and S regions. Parameters are: S = 1/2, F = F ′ = 1, J = 1, EF = 10∆.

6(b) show that only local OTE-equal correlations show a nice oscillatory decay in the S region similar to spin-up
LDOS. In contrast, local ESE correlations exhibit an oscillatory behavior without decay. Therefore, one is justified
in associating only local odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlation with SPLDOS. By computing SPLDOS, we can
extract the associated coefficients and calculate odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlations in the superconducting
region of our junction. Consequently, a large SPLDOS indicates significant odd frequency equal spin-triplet pairing
whose signature can be seen experimentally. SPLDOS has been used to detect odd frequency correlations, e.g., in
Ref. [66] wherein a Kondo-type magnetic impurity is embedded in a s-wave superconductor. Odd frequency mixed
spin-triplet correlations dominate at the critical value of magnetic impurity strength. The SPLDOS shows the same
spatial and frequency behavior as the odd frequency mixed spin-triplet correlations. Local odd frequency correlations
show the same frequency and spatial dependence as the LMDOS, which can be detected experimentally using spin-
polarized scanning tunneling spectroscopy. The effect of finite temperature on spin-singlet and triplet correlations is
discussed in Appendix B.

V. PROCESSES AT PLAY

In this section, we explain the reasons behind our results. We examine three different situations: (a) when both spin-
flip scattering and spin mixing are present in the system, (b) when only spin mixing is present in the system, and (c)
when only spin-flip scattering is present in the system. Spin mixing and spin-flip scattering are two separate processes.
In the spin mixing process, an electron experiences spin-dependent phase shifts[37], while in the spin-flip scattering
process, an electron flips its spin[69]. For example, when an electron propagates through a ferromagnetic layer,
only spin mixing occurs[80]. On the other hand, when an electron propagates through a ferromagnetic bilayer with
misaligned magnetization, both spin mixing and spin-flip scattering occur[81–83]. However, only spin-flip scattering
occurs when an electron interacts with the spin flipper. We will discuss below the spin structure of the retarded
Green’s functions and induced pairing correlations and SPLDOS for each of these three cases.

A. Retarded Green’s functions and induced pairing correlations

1. Both spin mixing and spin-flip scattering occur

In the case of Superconductor-Ferromagnet-Ferromagnet-Superconductor (S-F1-F2-S) junction or Ferromagnet-
Ferromagnet-Superconductor (F1-F2-S) junction, with misaligned magnetizations, both spin mixing and spin-flip
scattering occur when an electron/hole propagates through the ferromagnetic bilayer. The S-F1-F2-S junction case
has been dealt with elaborately in Ref. [81]. Hereinbelow we show the calculations for F1F2S junction. We consider
an one dimensional Ferromagnet (F1)-Ferromagnet (F2)-Superconductor (S) junction as shown in Fig. 7, where the
magnetization vectors of the two Ferromagnets make an angle θ with each other. In Fig. 7, the scattering of an
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up spin electron incident is shown and normal reflection, Andreev reflection and quasi-particle transmission into
superconductor are represented. The model Hamiltonian in BdG formalism of the system as depicted in Fig. 7 is
given as:

HF,BdG(x) =

(
HF Î i∆Θ(x)σ̂y

−i∆∗Θ(x)σ̂y −HF Î

)
, (34)

where HF = p2/2m? − ~h1.σ̂Θ(−x − a) − ~h2.σ̂[Θ(x + a) + Θ(−x)] − EF . The magnetization vector ( ~h2) of right
ferromagnetic layer (F2) is at an angle θ with z axis in the y − z plane, while that of left ferromagnetic layer (F1)

is fixed along the z axis. Thus, ~h2.σ̂ = h2 sin θσ̂y + h2 cos θσ̂z. If we diagonalize BdG Hamiltonian HF,BdG(x) we
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FIG. 7: Ferromagnet (F1)-Ferromagnet (F2)-Superconductor (S) junction with misaligned magnetizations. The scattering of
a spin up electron incident is shown. Normal reflection, Andreev reflection and quasi-particle transmission into

superconductor are depicted.

will get wavefunctions in different regions of our system for various types of scattering processes. Wavefunctions for
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different types of scattering processes are given as-

Ψ1(x) =


ϕN1 e

iq+↑ (x+a) + a′11ϕ
N
3 e

iq−↑ (x+a) + a′12ϕ
N
4 e

iq−↓ (x+a) + b′11ϕ
N
1 e
−iq+↑ (x+a) + b′12ϕ

N
2 e
−iq+↓ (x+a) , x < −a

c′11ϕ
F
1 e

iq+↑ (x+a) + c′12ϕ
F
2 e

iq+↓ (x+a) + d′11ϕ
F
1 e
−iq+↑ x + d′12ϕ

F
2 e
−iq+↓ x + e′11ϕ

F
3 e

iq−↑ x + e′12ϕ
F
4 e

iq−↓ x

+f ′11ϕ
F
3 e
−iq−↑ (x+a) + f ′12ϕ

F
4 e
−iq−↓ (x+a) , −a < x < 0

g′11ϕ
S
1 e
ikSe x + g′12ϕ

S
2 e
ikSe x + h′11ϕ

S
3 e
−ikShx + h′12ϕ

S
4 e
−ikShx , x > 0

Ψ2(x) =


ϕN2 e

iq+↓ (x+a) + a′21ϕ
N
3 e

iq−↑ (x+a) + a′22ϕ
N
4 e

iq−↓ (x+a) + b′21ϕ
N
1 e
−iq+↑ (x+a) + b′22ϕ

N
2 e
−iq+↓ (x+a) , x < −a

c′21ϕ
F
1 e

iq+↑ (x+a) + c′22ϕ
F
2 e

iq+↓ (x+a) + d′21ϕ
F
1 e
−iq+↑ x + d′22ϕ

F
2 e
−iq+↓ x + e′21ϕ

F
3 e

iq−↑ x + e′22ϕ
F
4 e

iq−↓ x

+f ′21ϕ
F
3 e
−iq−↑ (x+a) + f ′22ϕ

F
4 e
−iq−↓ (x+a) , −a < x < 0

g′21ϕ
S
1 e
ikSe x + g′22ϕ

S
2 e
ikSe x + h′21ϕ

S
3 e
−ikShx + h′22ϕ

S
4 e
−ikShx , x > 0

Ψ3(x) =


ϕN3 e

−iq−↑ (x+a) + a′31ϕ
N
1 e
−iq+↑ (x+a) + a′32ϕ

N
2 e
−iq+↓ (x+a) + b′31ϕ

N
3 e

iq−↑ (x+a) + b′32ϕ
N
4 e

iq−↓ (x+a) , x < −a
c′31ϕ

F
1 e

iq+↑ (x+a) + c′32ϕ
F
2 e

iq+↓ (x+a) + d′31ϕ
F
1 e
−iq+↑ x + d′32ϕ

F
2 e
−iq+↓ x + e′31ϕ

F
3 e

iq−↑ x + e′32ϕ
F
4 e

iq−↓ x

+f ′31ϕ
F
3 e
−iq−↑ (x+a) + f ′32ϕ

F
4 e
−iq−↓ (x+a) , −a < x < 0

g′31ϕ
S
1 e
ikSe x + g′32ϕ

S
2 e
ikSe x + h′31ϕ

S
3 e
−ikShx + h′32ϕ

S
4 e
−ikShx , x > 0

Ψ4(x) =


ϕN4 e

−iq−↓ (x+a) + a′41ϕ
N
1 e
−iq+↑ (x+a) + a′42ϕ

N
2 e
−iq+↓ (x+a) + b′41ϕ

N
3 e

iq−↑ (x+a) + b′42ϕ
N
4 e

iq−↓ (x+a) , x < −a
c′41ϕ

F
1 e

iq+↑ (x+a) + c′42ϕ
F
2 e

iq+↓ (x+a) + d′41ϕ
F
1 e
−iq+↑ x + d′42ϕ

F
2 e
−iq+↓ x + e′41ϕ

F
3 e

iq−↑ x + e′42ϕ
F
4 e

iq−↓ x

+f ′41ϕ
F
3 e
−iq−↑ (x+a) + f ′42ϕ

F
4 e
−iq−↓ (x+a) , −a < x < 0

g′41ϕ
S
1 e
ikSe x + g′42ϕ

S
2 e
ikSe x + h′41ϕ

S
3 e
−ikShx + h′42ϕ

S
4 e
−ikShx , x > 0

Ψ5(x) =


g′51ϕ

N
1 e
−iq+↑ (x+a) + g′52ϕ

N
2 e
−iq+↓ (x+a) + h′51ϕ

N
3 e

iq−↑ (x+a) + h′52ϕ
N
4 e

iq−↓ (x+a) , x < −a
c′51ϕ

F
1 e

iq+↑ (x+a) + c′52ϕ
F
2 e

iq+↓ (x+a) + d′51ϕ
F
1 e
−iq+↑ x + d′52ϕ

F
2 e
−iq+↓ x + e′51ϕ

F
3 e

iq−↑ x + e′52ϕ
F
4 e

iq−↓ x

+f ′51ϕ
F
3 e
−iq−↑ (x+a) + f ′52ϕ

F
4 e
−iq−↓ (x+a) , −a < x < 0

ϕS1 e
−ikSe x + a′51ϕ

S
3 e
−ikShx + a′52ϕ

S
4 e
−ikShx + b′51ϕ

S
1 e
ikSe x + b′52ϕ

S
2 e
ikSe x , x > 0

Ψ6(x) =


g′61ϕ

N
1 e
−iq+↑ (x+a) + g′62ϕ

N
2 e
−iq+↓ (x+a) + h′61ϕ

N
3 e

iq−↑ (x+a) + h′62ϕ
N
4 e

iq−↓ (x+a) , x < −a
c′61ϕ

F
1 e

iq+↑ (x+a) + c′62ϕ
F
2 e

iq+↓ (x+a) + d′61ϕ
F
1 e
−iq+↑ x + d′62ϕ

F
2 e
−iq+↓ x + e′61ϕ

F
3 e

iq−↑ x + e′62ϕ
F
4 e

iq−↓ x

+f ′61ϕ
F
3 e
−iq−↑ (x+a) + f ′62ϕ

F
4 e
−iq−↓ (x+a) , −a < x < 0

ϕS2 e
−ikSe x + a′61ϕ

S
3 e
−ikShx + a′62ϕ

S
4 e
−ikShx + b′61ϕ

S
1 e
ikSe x + b′62ϕ

S
2 e
ikSe x , x > 0

Ψ7(x) =


g′71ϕ

N
1 e
−iq+↑ (x+a) + g′72ϕ

N
2 e
−iq+↓ (x+a) + h′71ϕ

N
3 e

iq−↑ (x+a) + h′72ϕ
N
4 e

iq−↓ (x+a) , x < −a
c′71ϕ

F
1 e

iq+↑ (x+a) + c′72ϕ
F
2 e

iq+↓ (x+a) + d′71ϕ
F
1 e
−iq+↑ x + d′72ϕ

F
2 e
−iq+↓ x + e′71ϕ

F
3 e

iq−↑ x + e′72ϕ
F
4 e

iq−↓ x

+f ′71ϕ
F
3 e
−iq−↑ (x+a) + f ′72ϕ

F
4 e
−iq−↓ (x+a) , −a < x < 0

ϕS3 e
ikShx + a′71ϕ

S
1 e
ikSe x + a′72ϕ

S
2 e
ikSe x + b′71ϕ

S
3 e
−ikShx + b′72ϕ

S
4 e
−ikShx , x > 0

Ψ8(x) =


g′81ϕ

N
1 e
−iq+↑ (x+a) + g′82ϕ

N
2 e
−iq+↓ (x+a) + h′81ϕ

N
3 e

iq−↑ (x+a) + h′82ϕ
N
4 e

iq−↓ (x+a) , x < −a
c′81ϕ

F
1 e

iq+↑ (x+a) + c′82ϕ
F
2 e

iq+↓ (x+a) + d′81ϕ
F
1 e
−iq+↑ x + d′82ϕ

F
2 e
−iq+↓ x + e′81ϕ

F
3 e

iq−↑ x + e′82ϕ
F
4 e

iq−↓ x

+f ′81ϕ
F
3 e
−iq−↑ (x+a) + f ′82ϕ

F
4 e
−iq−↓ (x+a) , −a < x < 0

ϕS4 e
ikShx + a′81ϕ

S
1 e
ikSe x + a′82ϕ

S
2 e
ikSe x + b′81ϕ

S
3 e
−ikShx + b′82ϕ

S
4 e
−ikShx , x > 0

(35)

where ϕF1 =


cos θ2
i sin θ

2
0
0

, ϕF2 =


i sin θ

2

cos θ2
0
0

, ϕF3 =


0
0

cos θ2
−i sin θ

2

, ϕF4 =


0
0

−i sin θ
2

cos θ2

. Ψ1, Ψ2, Ψ3 and Ψ4 represents the

scattering processes when spin up electron, spin down electron, spin up hole and spin down hole are incident from
ferromagnetic region I respectively, while Ψ5, Ψ6, Ψ7 and Ψ8 represents the scattering processes when spin up electron,
spin down electron, spin up hole and spin down hole are incident from superconducting region respectively. b′ij and a′ij
are normal reflection amplitudes and Andreev reflection amplitudes respectively, while g′ij and h′ij are transmission

amplitudes for electron-like quasi-particles and hole-like quasi-particles respectively. q±σ =
√

2m∗

h̄2 (EF ± ω + ρσh)

are the wave-vectors for electron (q+
σ ) and hole (q−σ ) in the Ferromagnet, with ρσ = +1(−1) when- σ =↑ (↓).
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Conjugated processes ψ̃i needed to construct the Green’s functions are determined by diagonalizing the Hamiltonian
H∗F,BdG(−k) instead of HF,BdG(k). In case of Ferromagnet-Ferromagnet-Superconductor junction (Fig. 7) we find

that ϕ̃i
N(S) = ϕ

N(S)
i and ϕ̃i

F = (ϕFi )∗. In the limit of EF >> ∆, ω we approximate q±σ ≈ kF (1 ± ω
2EF

+ ρσ
h

2EF
)

with kF =
√

2m∗EF /h̄
2. Scattering amplitudes are obtained from the boundary conditions. Boundary condition at

x = −a is-

ψi(x < −a) = ψi(−a < x < 0), (36)

and, dψi(−a<x<0)
dx − dψi(x<−a)

dx = 0. (37)

Boundary condition at x = 0 is-

ψi(−a < x < 0) = ψi(x > 0), (38)

and, dψi(x>0)
dx − dψi(−a<x<0)

dx = 0. (39)

Solving the above boundary conditions, we get 16 equations for each type of scattering process as discussed in Eq. (35).
From each set of these 16 equations we can determine the different scattering amplitudes. Using these scattering
amplitudes and following the similar procedure as discussed in section III, we can compute retarded Green’s function
and induced pairing correlations in each region of junction. Detailed calculations are shown in Appendix C. For even
and odd frequency spin singlet correlations, using Eq. (18) we get,

fE0 (x, x′, ω) =
iη

4

[
a′32e

−ikN (x+x′)

q−↑
− a′41e

−ikN
′
(x+x′)

q−↓

]
cos[kF (x− x′)], and

fO0 (x, x′, ω) =
η

4

[
a′32e

−ikN (x+x′)

q−↑
− a′41e

−ikN
′
(x+x′)

q−↓

]
sin[kF (x− x′)],

(40)

where kN = (ω−h1)kF
2EF

and kN
′

= (ω+h1)kF
2EF

. Similarly, for even and odd frequency equal spin triplet correlations, using

Eqs. (18) and (19) we obtain,

fE↑↑(x, x
′, ω) = −ηa

′
31

2q−↑
e−ik

M (x+x′) sin[kL(x− x′)], fO↑↑(x, x′, ω) = − iηa
′
31

2q−↑
e−ik

M (x+x′) cos[kL(x− x′)],

fE↓↓(x, x
′, ω) = −ηa

′
42

2q−↓
e−ik

M (x+x′) sin[kL
′
(x− x′)], and fO↓↓(x, x

′, ω) = − iηa
′
42

2q−↓
e−ik

M (x+x′) cos[kL
′
(x− x′)],

(41)

where kM = ωkF
2EF

, kL = kF (1 + h
2EF

) and kL
′

= kF (1 − h
2EF

). Finally, even and odd frequency mixed spin triplet

correlations, using Eq. (18) we get,

fE3 (x, x′, ω) = −η
4

[
a′32e

−ikN (x+x′)

q−↑
− a′41e

−ikN
′
(x+x′)

q−↓

]
sin[kF (x− x′)], and

fO3 (x, x′, ω) = − iη
4

[
a′32e

−ikN (x+x′)

q−↑
− a′41e

−ikN
′
(x+x′)

q−↓

]
cos[kF (x− x′)].

(42)

From Eqs. (41), (42) we see that both even and odd frequency equal and mixed spin-triplet correlations are finite
when spin mixing and spin-flip scattering both are present in the system.

2. Only spin mixing occurs

In Fig. 7, when magnetization vectors of the two Ferromagnets are parallel to each other, i.e., θ = 0, then spin flip
scattering does not occur and only spin mixing occurs in the system due to the exchange field of the Ferromagnets.
Spin-mixing arises also in NS junction with Rashba spin-orbit coupling, see Ref. [48]. In case of spin mixing process
occuring in a FS junction (this is same as a F1F2S junction with aligned magnetization, and with vanishing length
of F2 layer, see Fig. 7), normal and Andreev reflection amplitudes with flip are zero, i.e., b′12 = b′21 = a′31 = a′42 = 0.
Thus, from Eq. (C1) in Appendix C we get [Gree]↑↓ = [Gree]↓↑ = [Greh]↑↑ = [Greh]↓↓ = 0 and from Eq. (41) we get
fE↑↑ = fO↑↑ = fE↓↓ = fO↓↓ = 0. Therefore, when only spin mixing occurs, even and odd frequency equal spin-triplet

correlations vanish, but mixed spin-triplet correlations (fr3 ) are finite (see Eq. (42)).
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3. Only spin flip scattering occurs

In the case of Normal metal (N)-Spin flipper (SF)-Superconductor (S) junction, our chosen system depicted in
Fig. 1, only spin-flip scattering occurs. In section IV.A.2, we have already shown that when only spin-flip scattering
occurs, even and odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlations are finite, but mixed spin-triplet correlations vanish.

In our work, there is a spin flipper at the N-S interface. When an electron/hole with spin up/down is incident

from the metallic region at N-S interface, it interacts with the spin flipper through the exchange potential (J0~s.~S),
which may induce a mutual spin-flip. It results in electron/hole reflection into the N region with spin up or down and
transmission of electron-like and hole-like quasiparticles with spin up or down into the S region for energies above
the gap. Electron/hole does not experience any spin-dependent phase shifts when interacting with the spin flipper.
Thus, there is no spin mixing, and only spin-flip scattering occurs. Spin flip scattering induces only equal spin-triplet
correlations, as shown in Fig. 3.

B. Spin polarized local density of states (SPLDOS) & local magnetization density of states (LMDOS)

1. Both spin mixing and spin flip scattering occur

In case of F1F2S junction with misaligned magnetizations as shown in Fig. 7, both spin mixing and spin flip
scattering are present in the system. LMDOS for F1F2S junction, using Eq. (21) is given by,

m(x, ω) = − 1

π
lim
ε→0

Im[([Gree]↑↓ + [Gree]↓↑)x̂+ i([Gree]↑↓ − [Gree]↓↑)ŷ + ([Gree]↑↑ − [Gree]↓↓)ẑ], (43)

and SPLDOS is given by,

νσ = − 1

2π
lim
ε→0

Im[([Gree]↑↑ + [Gree]↓↓)]

+
σ

2π
lim
ε→0

√
Im[([Gree]↑↓ + [Gree]↓↑)]

2 + Im[i([Gree]↑↓ − [Gree]↓↑)]
2 + Im[([Gree]↑↑ − [Gree]↓↓)]

2,
(44)

where [Gree]↑↑, [Gree]↑↓, [Gree]↓↑, and [Gree]↓↓ are mentioned in Eq. (C1) for left ferromagnetic region. Thus, both
equal (↑↑ or ↓↓) and mixed (↑↓ or ↓↑) spin components of Green’s function are finite and contribute to LMDOS and
SPLDOS.

In Figs. 8(a) and 8(b) we plot even and odd frequency equal and mixed spin-triplet correlations respectively as a
function of position x in the superconducting region (x > 0) for F1F2S junction when magnetization vectors of the
two ferromagnetic layers are misaligned (θ 6= 0). We see that alongwith odd frequency correlations dominating over
even frequency correlations, there is also a peak at ω = 0 for spin-up LDOS (ν↑), while there is a dip at ω = 0 for
spin-down LDOS (ν↓) , see Fig. 8(c).
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FIG. 8: Absolute values of even and odd frequency (a) equal spin-triplet correlations and (b) mixed spin-triplet correlations
induced in superconducting region for F1F2S junction as function of position x when both spin flip scattering and spin mixing

occur, (c) Frequency dependence of SPLDOS at x = 0 for F1F2S junction when both spin flip scattering and spin mixing
occur. Parameters are: h1/EF = h2/EF = 0.8, x′ = 0, ω = 0.1∆ (for (a) and (b)), EF = 10∆, θ = π/2, kF a = π.
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2. Only spin mixing occurs

In case of a NS junction with Rashba spin-orbit coupling or a NFS junction or for a FS junction, spin flip scattering
is absent and only spin mixing occurs. In absence of spin flip scattering, [Gree]↑↓ = [Gree]↓↑ = 0. From the definition of
LMDOS and SPLDOS, see Eq. (21), one can calculate LMDOS and SPLDOS for a NFS junction or FS junction as,

m(x, ω) = − 1

π
lim
ε→0

Im[([Gree]↑↑ − [Gree]↓↓)]ẑ, (45)

and SPLDOS is given by,

νσ = − 1

2π
lim
ε→0

Im[([Gree]↑↑ + [Gree]↓↓)] +
σ

2π
lim
ε→0

√
Im[([Gree]↑↑ − [Gree]↓↓)]

2. (46)

Thus, only equal (↑↑ or ↓↓) spin components of Green’s function are finite and contribute to the LMDOS and SPLDOS.
Since, there is no spin flip scattering, even and odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlations vanish and therefore in

Fig. 9 we plot even and odd frequency mixed spin-triplet correlations and SPLDOS. We see that when odd frequency
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FIG. 9: Absolute values of even and odd frequency mixed spin-triplet correlations induced in superconducting region for FS
junction as function of position x wherein only spin mixing occurs, (c) Frequency dependence of SPLDOS at x = 0 for FS

junction. Parameters are: h/EF = 0.8, x′ = 0, ω = 0.1∆ (for (a)), EF = 10∆.

mixed spin-triplet correlations dominate over even frequency mixed spin-triplet correlations, a peak is seen at ω = 0
for spin-up LDOS (ν↑), while a dip is seen at ω = 0 for spin-down LDOS (ν↓) at FS interface, while LMDOS is
polarized in z−direction.

3. Only spin-flip scattering occurs

In our work in case of a Normal metal-Spin flipper-Superconductor junction we find that, [Gree]↑↑ = [Gree]↓↓ and
[Gree]↑↓ = [Gree]↓↑ both in normal metal and superconducting region. Thus, from Eq. 21, we get,

m(x, ω) = − 2

π
Im[[Gree]↑↓]x̂, and νσ = − 1

π
lim
ε→0

Im[[Gree]↑↑] +
σ

π
lim
ε→0

Im[[Gree]↑↓]. (47)

From Eq. (47) we see that only mixed (↑↓) spin component of the Green’s function contributes to the LMDOS, while
both equal (↑↑) and mixed (↑↓) spin components of the Green’s function contribute to the SPLDOS. The mixed
spin component of the Green’s function, i.e., [Gree]↑↓ is finite only in presence of spin flip scattering. Thus, [Gree]↑↓ is
responsible for the modification of the predicted SPLDOS at N-S interface. At N-S interface (x = 0) for SPLDOS we
find

νσ =
1

2π
Im[%1] +

σ

2π

√
Im[%2]2, (48)
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where, %1 =
iη(2a81kFuv + b51u

2(kF − iκ) + b82v
2(kF + iκ) + (kF − i(u2 − v2)κ))

(u2 − v2)(k2
F + κ2)

,

%2 =
iη(b72v

2(kF + iκ)− 2a62kFuv − b61u
2(kF − iκ))

(u2 − v2)(k2
F + κ2)

.

In Eq. (48), %2 is finite only in the presence of spin-flip scattering and contributes to the modification of SPLDOS at
the NS interface. Further, from Eqs. (27) and (48) we see that both OTE-equal correlations in superconducting region
and %2 depend on normal reflection amplitudes b61, b72 and Andreev reflection amplitude a62. Thus large OTE-equal
correlations in the superconducting region indicate large SPLDOS. Therefore the existence of OTE-equal correlations
matches well with enhanced SPLDOS seen at NS interface.

Thus, in all three cases, LDOS is spin-polarized, or LMDOS is finite. Table I compares OTE-equal and OTE-mixed
correlations with LMDOS and SPLDOS seen in these three cases. We find that both OTE-equal and OTE-mixed
correlations are finite, and LMDOS is polarized in an arbitrary direction when both spin mixing and spin-flip scattering
occur. When only spin mixing occurs, OTE-equal correlations vanish, but OTE-mixed correlations are finite with
LMDOS polarized in z-direction. Finally, when only spin-flip scattering occurs, OTE-equal correlations are finite, but
OTE-mixed correlations vanish with LMDOS polarized in x-direction.

TABLE I: Comparison of OTE-equal, OTE-mixed, LMDOS and SPLDOS between three cases- (a) both spin mixing
and spin flip scattering, (b) only spin mixing and, (c) only spin flip scattering

OTE-
equal

OTE-
mixed

LMDOS SPLDOS

ω = 0 ω ' ±∆

Both spin mixing and spin flip
scattering (F1F2S junction with
misaligned magnetizations)

Finite Finite Polarized in
any arbitrary
direction

Peak in spin-up LDOS and
dip in spin-down LDOS
(Fig. 8(c))

Dip in spin-up LDOS and
peak in spin-down LDOS
(Fig. 8(c))

Only spin mixing (NS junction
with Rashba spin-orbit coupling
or FS junction)

Zero Finite Polarized in
ẑ-direction

Peak in spin-up LDOS ans
dip in spin-down LDOS
(Fig. 9(b))

Dip in spin-up LDOS and
peak in spin-down LDOS
(Fig. 9(b))

Only spin flip scattering (our
case)

Finite Zero Polarized in
x̂-direction

Peak in both spin-up LDOS
and spin-down LDOS for low
values of spin flip scattering
(Fig. 4(a))

Dip in both spin-up LDOS
and spin-down LDOS for low
values of spin flip scattering
(Fig. 4(a))

VI. CONCLUSION & PERSPECTIVE

The setup as envisaged in Fig. 1 can be easily realized in a lab, as NS junctions have been in vogue for more than
40 years[84]. Substituting a magnetic adatom or spin flipper at the NS interface shouldn’t be difficult, especially with
a s-wave superconductor like Lead or Aluminum; it should be perfectly possible.

To conclude, in this work, we have studied the emergence of odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlations at the
interface of a Metal-Superconductor junction with a spin flipper. Using scattering Green’s function approach, we
have analytically calculated even and odd frequency spin-singlet and equal spin-triplet correlations. Interestingly,
we have found that in the presence of spin-flip scattering, mixed spin-triplet pairing vanishes, and only spin-singlet
and equal spin-triplet pairings exist in our setup. In our normal metal-spin flipper-superconductor junction, we have
observed that pairing correlations in the normal metal region show a nice oscillatory behavior at zero temperature.
In contrast, at a finite temperature, they show an oscillatory decay. In superconducting region pairing correlations
exhibit an oscillatory decay at both zero and finite temperatures. At low frequency and small values of spin-flip
scattering, odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlations dominate over even frequency equal spin-triplet correlations
in the superconducting region. It tallies with large values of the spin-polarized local density of states (SPLDOS) found
for the same parameters. We have also compared our obtained results for normal metal-spin flipper-superconductor
junction with results from other hybrid junctions wherein either only spin mixing or both spin mixing and spin-
flip scattering occurs. When only spin mixing occurs, odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlations vanish but odd
frequency mixed spin-triplet correlations are finite. When both spin mixing and spin-flip scattering occur, both odd
frequency equal spin-triplet correlations and odd frequency mixed spin-triplet correlations are finite. However, in the
N −SF −S junction, only spin-flip scattering is present, leading to finite odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlations
with vanishing odd frequency mixed spin-triplet correlations.
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Odd/even frequency equal spin-triplet pairing hasn’t yet been seen in a ballistic normal metal-s wave superconductor
junction; only odd/even frequency mixed spin-triplet correlation has been reported[42, 48]. However, in this paper,
we see evidence of odd/even frequency equal spin-triplet correlation in the presence of spin-flip scattering in a metal-
superconductor junction. Shortly, we will study odd frequency equal spin-triplet pairing in a ferromagnetic Josephson
junction in the presence of a spin-flipper[85]. We have already seen that a ferromagnetic Josephson junction embedded
with a spin-flipper generates anomalous Josephson current, which is accompanied by quantized anomalous phase[86].
We will try to find possible relationships between odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlation and quantized anomalous
phase.
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Appendix A: Analytical expressions for Green’s functions in N-SF-S junction

In this section we present analytical expressions for Green’s functions in both normal metal and superconducting
regions. These Green’s functions are used to calculate induced pairing correlations and SPLDOS in section IV.A of
our main text.

1. Green’s function in normal metal region

Green’s function in normal metal is obtained by plugging the wavefunctions from Eq. (3) for x < 0 into Eq. (11)
with bij and aij found from Eqs. (4), (5). For electron-electron and electron-hole components of Green’s function we
get

[Gree]↑↑ = − iη

2ke
[b11e

−ike(x+x′) + eike|x−x
′|], [Gree]↓↓ = − iη

2ke
[b22e

−ike(x+x′) + eike|x−x
′|],

[Gree]↑↓ = − iη

2ke
b21e

−ike(x+x′), [Gree]↓↑ = − iη

2ke
b12e

−ike(x+x′),

[Greh]↑↑ = − iη

2ke
a31e

−i(kex−khx′), [Greh]↓↓ = − iη

2ke
a42e

−i(kex−khx′),

[Greh]↑↓ = − iη

2ke
a41e

−i(kex−khx′), and [Greh]↓↑ = − iη

2ke
a32e

−i(kex−khx′).

(A1)
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We find that b11 = b22, b12 = b21, a31 = −a42 = a11, a41 = −a32 = a12. Therefore, we have

[Gree]↑↑ = [Gree]↓↓ = − iη

2ke
[b11e

−ike(x+x′) + eike|x−x
′|], [Gree]↑↓ = [Gree]↓↑ = − iη

2ke
b12e

−ike(x+x′),

[Greh]↑↑ = −[Greh]↓↓ = − iη

2ke
a11e

−i(kex−khx′), and [Greh]↑↓ = −[Greh]↓↑ = − iη

2ke
a12e

−i(kex−khx′),

where, b11 = (−F 4J4(u2 − v2)2 − (y2y3(u2 − v2) + J2(1 +m′)2(u2 − v2) + yy3u
2 + yy2v

2 − iJ(1 +m′)(u2 − v2)(y2 − y3

+ y − y1) + (y2u
2 + v2(y3 − y) + u2y)y1)(J2m′2(u2 − v2)− y3u

2y + y3v
2y1 − u2yy1 + v2yy1 − iJm′(u2 − v2)(y3

+ y + y1) + y2(y3(u2 − v2) + iJm′(u2 − v2)− v2y + u2y1))− F 2J2(y2
3 + 2J2m′(1 +m′)(u2 − v2)2 + y2

2

− y2(u2 − v2)2 + iJ(u2 − v2)2(y2 − y3 − y − 2m′y − y1) + 2y3u
2(u2 − v2)y1 + (u2 − v2)2y2

1 + 2y2v
2(4y3u

2

+ (u2 − v2)y1)))/DS ,

b12 = 2iFJy(y2
3u

4 + y2
2u

2v2 + 4y2y3u
2v2 + y2

3u
2v2 + y2

2v
4 + F 2J2(u2 − v2)2 + J2m′(1 +m′)(u2 − v2)2

+ 2(u2 − v2)(y3u
2 + y2v

2)y1 + (u2 − v2)2y2
1 − iJ(u2 − v2)(y3u

2 + v2(y2 − y1) + u2y1))/DS ,

a11 = 2FJ(y2 + y3)uv
√
yy1(J(1 + 2m′)(u2 − v2)− i(y2 + y3 + (u2 − v2)(y + y1)))/DS ,

a12 = 2(y2 + y3)uv
√
yy1(−J2(F 2 − (1 +m′)2)(u2 − v2) + yy3u

2 − iJ(1 +m′)(u2 − v2)(y2 − y3 + y − y1) + y1y3v
2

+ yy1(u2 − v2) + y2(y3(u2 − v2) + v2y + u2y1))/DS ,

y =

√
1 +

ω

EF
, y1 =

√
1− ω

EF
, y2 =

√
1 +

√
ω2 −∆2

EF
, y3 =

√
1−
√
ω2 −∆2

EF
,

DS = F 4J4(u2 − v2)2 + (y2y3(u2 − v2) + J2(1 +m′)2(u2 − v2) + yy3u
2 + yy2v

2 − iJ(1 +m′)(u2 − v2)(y2 − y3

+ y − y1) + (y2u
2 + v2(y3 − y) + u2y)y1)(J2m′2(u2 − v2) + yy3u

2 + y1y3v
2 + yy1(u2 − v2)− iJm′(u2 − v2)

(y3 − y + y1) + y2(y3(u2 − v2) + iJm′(u2 − v2) + v2y + u2y1)) + F 2J2(y2
3 + 2J2m′(1 +m′)(u2 − v2)2

+ y2
2 + 2yy3u

2v2 − 2yy3v
4 + u4y2 − 2u2v2y2 + v4y2 + iJ(u2 − v2)2(y2 − y3 + y − y1) + 2y1y3u

2(u2 − v2)

+ (u2 − v2)2y2
1 + 2y2(4y3u

2v2 + (u2 − v2)(u2y + v2y1))).

(A2)

Spin singlet and spin triplet pairing amplitudes are then calculated using Eq. (17) in the main text, resulting in

fr0 (x, x′, ω) = − iη

2ke
a12e

−i(kex−khx′), fr1 (x, x′, ω) =
iη

2ke
a11e

−i(kex−khx′), fr2 (x, x′, ω) = 0, and fr3 (x, x′, ω) = 0.

(A3)
In absence of spin flip scattering b12 = a11 = 0, therefore from Eq. (A2) we get

[Gree]↑↑ = [Gree]↓↓ = − iη

2ke
[b11e

−ike(x+x′) + eike|x−x
′|], [Gree]↑↓ = [Gree]↓↑ = 0, [Greh]↑↑ = −[Greh]↓↓ = 0,

[Greh]↑↓ = −[Greh]↓↑ = − iη

2ke
a12e

−i(kex−khx′).

(A4)

wherein amplitudes b11 and a12 for no flip process can be obtained by putting F = 0 in Eq. (A2). Spin singlet and
spin triplet pairing amplitudes in absence of spin flip scattering are obtained from Eq. (17) in main text, resulting in

fr0 (x, x′, ω) = − iη

2ke
a12e

−i(kex−khx′), fr1 (x, x′, ω) = 0, fr2 (x, x′, ω) = 0, and fr3 (x, x′, ω) = 0, (A5)
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2. Green’s function in superconducting region

In superconducting region we use same procedure as for normal metal region and finally get electron-electron and
electron-hole components in presence of spin flip scattering as-

[Gree]↑↑ = [Gree]↓↓ =
η

2i(u2 − v2)

[
eik

S
e |x−x

′|u2 + b51e
ikSe (x+x′)u2 + a81e

i(kSe x
′−kShx)uv

kSe

+
a81e

i(kSe x−k
S
hx
′)uv + b82e

−ikSh (x+x′)v2 + v2e−ik
S
h |x−x

′|

kSh

]
,

[Gree]↑↓ = [Gree]↓↑ =
η

2i(u2 − v2)

[
b61e

ikSe (x+x′)u2 + a62e
i(kSe x

′−kShx)uv

kSe
− b72e

−ikSh (x+x′)v2 − a62e
i(kSe x−k

S
hx
′)uv

kSh

]
,

[Greh]↑↑ = −[Greh]↓↓ = − η

2i(u2 − v2)

[
b61e

ikSe (x+x′)uv + a62e
i(kSe x

′−kShx)v2

kSe
+
a62e

i(kSe x−k
S
hx
′)u2 − b72e

−ikSh (x+x′)uv

kSh

]
,

[Greh]↑↓ = −[Greh]↓↑ =
η

2i(u2 − v2)

[
eik

S
e |x−x

′|uv + b51e
ikSe (x+x′)uv + a81e

i(kSe x
′−kShx)v2

kSe

+
a81e

i(kSe x−k
S
hx
′)u2 + b82e

−ikSh (x+x′)uv + e−ik
S
h |x−x

′|uv

kSh

]
,

where, b51 = (−F 4J4(u2 − v2)2 − F 2J2(y2
3 + 2J2m′(1 +m′)(u2 − v2)2 − y2

2 + 2yy3u
2v2 − 2yy3v

4 + y2(u2 − v2)2

+ 2y1y3u
2(u2 − v2) + (u2 − v2)2y2

1 − iJ(u2 − v2)2(y2 + y3 + 2y2m
′ − y + y1))− (y2y3(u2 − v2)

+ J2(1 +m′)2(u2 − v2) + yy3u
2 + yy2v

2 − iJ(1 +m′)(u2 − v2)(y2 − y3 + y − y1) + (y2u
2 + v2(y3 − y)

+ u2y)y1)(J2m′2(u2 − v2) + yy3u
2 + y1y3v

2 + yy1(u2 − v2)− iJm′(u2 − v2)(y3 − y + y1)− y2(y3(u2 − v2)

+ iJm′(u2 − v2) + v2y + u2y1)))/DS ,

b61 = 2iF ′Jy2(u2 − v2)(y2
3 + F ′2J2 + J2m′(m′ − 1)− 2yy3v

2 + v2y2 + 2y1y3u
2 + u2y2

1 − iJ(y3 − v2y + u2y1))/D′S ,

a62 = −2iF ′J
√
y2y3uv(u2 − v2)(2F ′2J2 − 2y2y3 + 2J2m′(m′ − 1) + yy2 − yy3 + y2 + iJ(2y3(m′ − 1) + 2y2m

′

+ y − y1)− y2y1 + y1y3 + y2
1)/D′S ,

b72 = −2iF ′Jy3(u2 − v2)(y2
2 + F ′2J2 + J2m′(m′ − 1) + 2yy2u

2 + u2y2 − 2y1y2v
2 + v2y2

1 + iJ(y2 + u2y − v2y1))/D′S ,

a81 = −2
√
y2y3uv((y + y1)(y2y3(u2 − v2) + J2(1 +m′)2(u2 − v2) + yy3u

2 + yy2v
2 − iJ(1 +m′)(u2 − v2)(y2 − y3

+ y − y1) + y1y2u
2 + y1y3v

2 + yy1(u2 − v2)) + F 2J2(2y2 + 2y3 + (u2 − v2)(y + y1)))/DS ,

b82 = (−F 4J4(u2 − v2)2 − (y2y3(u2 − v2) + J2(1 +m1′)2(u2 − v2) + yy3u
2 + yy2v

2 − iJ(1 +m′)(u2 − v2)(y2 − y3

+ y − y1) + (y2u
2 + v2(y3 − y) + u2y)y1)(J2m′2(u2 − v2)− yy3u

2 + iJm′(u2 − v2)(y3 + y − y1)− y1y3v
2

+ yy1(u2 − v2) + y2(iJm′(u2 − v2) + y3(−u2 + v2) + v2y + u2y1))− F 2J2(−y2
3 + 2J2m′(1 +m′)(u2 − v2)2

+ y2
2 + y2(u2 − v2)2 + iJ(u2 − v2)2(y2 + y3 + 2y3m

′ + y − y1) + (u2 − v2)2y2
1 + 2y2(u2 − v2)(u2y + v2y1)))/DS ,

D′S = F ′4J4(u2 − v2)2 + (y2y3(u2 − v2) + J2m′2(u2 − v2) + yy3u
2 + yy2v

2 − iJm′(u2 − v2)(y2 − y3

+ y − y1) + (y2u
2 + v2(y3 − y) + u2y)y1)(J2(m′ − 1)2(u2 − v2) + yy3u

2 + y1y3v
2 + yy1(u2 − v2)− iJ(m′ − 1)

(u2 − v2)(y3 − y + y1) + y2(y3(u2 − v2) + iJ(m′ − 1)(u2 − v2) + v2y + u2y1)) + F ′2J2(y2
3 + 2J2m′(m′ − 1)

(u2 − v2)2 + y2
2 + 2yy3u

2v2 − 2yy3v
4 + u4y2 − 2u2v2y2 + v4y2 + iJ(u2 − v2)2(y2 − y3 + y − y1)

+ 2y1y3u
2(u2 − v2) + (u2 − v2)2y2

1 + 2y2(4y3u
2v2 + (u2 − v2)(u2y + v2y1))).

(A6)
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From the anomalous electron-hole component of retarded Green’s function we get spin singlet and spin triplet pairing
amplitudes using Eq. (17) as-

fr0 =
ηuv

2i(u2 − v2)

{
e−κ|x−x

′|

[
eikF |x−x

′|

kSe
+
e−ikF |x−x

′|

kSh

]
+ e−κ(x+x′)

[
b51e

ikF (x+x′)

kSe
+
b82e

−ikF (x+x′)

kSh

]

+ a81e
−κ(x+x′)

[
ueikF (x−x′)

vkSh
+
ve−ikF (x−x′)

ukSe

]}
,

fr1 =
ηuv

2i(u2 − v2)

{
e−κ(x+x′)

[
b61e

ikF (x+x′)

kSe
− b72e

−ikF (x+x′)

kSh

]
+ a62e

−κ(x+x′)

[
ueikF (x−x′)

vkSh
+
ve−ikF (x−x′)

ukSe

]}
,

fr2 = 0, fr3 = 0.

(A7)

In absence of spin flip scattering b61 = b72 = a62 = 0, therefore from Eq. (A6) we obtain

[Gree]↑↑ = [Gree]↓↓ =
η

2i(u2 − v2)

[
eik

S
e |x−x

′|u2 + b51e
ikSe (x+x′)u2 + a81e

i(kSe x
′−kShx)uv

kSe

+
a81e

i(kSe x−k
S
hx
′)uv + b82e

−ikSh (x+x′)v2 + v2e−ik
S
h |x−x

′|

kSh

]
,

[Gree]↑↓ = [Gree]↓↑ = 0, [Greh]↑↑ = −[Greh]↓↓ = 0,

[Greh]↑↓ = −[Greh]↓↑ =
η

2i(u2 − v2)

[
eik

S
e |x−x

′|uv + b51e
ikSe (x+x′)uv + a81e

i(kSe x
′−kShx)v2

kSe

+
a81e

i(kSe x−k
S
hx
′)u2 + b82e

−ikSh (x+x′)uv + e−ik
S
h |x−x

′|uv

kSh

]
,

(A8)

expressions for b51, b82 and a81 in absence of spin flip scattering can be found by putting F = 0 in Eq. (A6). Finally,
the spin singlet and spin triplet pairing amplitudes for no flip process are given as from Eq. (17) in main text

fr0 =
ηuv

2i(u2 − v2)

{
e−κ|x−x

′|

[
eikF |x−x

′|

kSe
+
e−ikF |x−x

′|

kSh

]
+ e−κ(x+x′)

[
b51e

ikF (x+x′)

kSe
+
b82e

−ikF (x+x′)

kSh

]

+ a81e
−κ(x+x′)

[
ueikF (x−x′)

vkSh
+
ve−ikF (x−x′)

ukSe

]}
,

while, fr1 = 0, fr2 = 0, fr3 = 0.

(A9)

Appendix B: N-SF-S junction (Finite temperature)

In section IV.A we have discussed spin singlet and triplet correlations at zero temperature. In this section we will
study effect of finite temperature on spin singlet and triplet correlations. To calculate correlations at finite temperature
we use Matsubara representation, replacing ω with iωn in anomalous electron-hole propagator (see Eqs. (16), (20)).
In electron-hole propagator at finite temperature(20), summation is taken over positive frequencies only because all
pairing correlations become odd functions of frequency. From electron-hole propagator at finite temperature (Eq. (20)),
we can compute even/odd frequency spin singlet and spin triplet correlations, see Eqs (22), (23), (26), (27).

1. Odd versus even frequency spin-singlet correlations

At zero temperature, both even and odd frequency spin-singlet correlations in the N region exhibit an oscillatory
behavior and survive infinitely far away. However, at finite temperature (T ), ESE and OSO correlations oscillate as
well as decay in N region since decay length in N region is ξN ∼ 1

T [87, 88].
Even and odd frequency spin singlet correlations at finite temperature are given as-

fE0 (x, x′, T ) =
∑
ωn>0

fE0 (x, x′, ω → iωn), and fO0 (x, x′, T ) =
∑
ωn>0

fO0 (x, x′, ω → iωn) (B1)
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where fE0 (x, x′, ω) and fO0 (x, x′, ω) are given in Eqs. (22), (23). In Fig. 10 we plot spin singlet correlation induced
in N(x < 0) and S(x > 0) regions as a function of position x at finite temperature for both no flip (Fig. 10(a)) and
spin flip (Figs. 10(b,c)) processes. Even and odd frequency spin singlet pairings are finite and show a nice oscillatory
decay as function of position x in the normal region. The reason for this kind of behavior can be understood by
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FIG. 10: The absolute values of the even and odd frequency spin-singlet correlation induced in the N region (x < 0) and S
region (x > 0) as a function of the position x for (a) no flip process and (b) spin flip process. Parameters are: S = 1/2 (for (a)

and (b)), S = 5/2 (for (c)), F = F ′ = 0 (for (a)), F = F ′ = 1 (for (b)), F = F ′ = 3 (for (c)), J = 1, x′ = 0, T/Tc = 0.01,
EF = 10∆.

substituting ω with iωn in Eqs. (22), (23) where ESE correlation is proportional to ek
M′ (x+x′) cos[kF (x − x′)] and

OSO correlation is proportional to ek
M′ (x+x′) sin[kF (x−x′)] in N region (x < 0), with kM

′
= ωnkF /(2EF ). This is in

contrast to what we observe at zero temperature where ESE and OSO correlations exhibit a nice oscillation instead
of oscillatory decay at zero temperature. In S region, we see a nice oscillatory decay similar to zero temperature, only
the magnitudes of pairing correlations may change but qualitatively there is no change when ω → iωn since the factor
κ (=

√
(∆2 − ω2)[kF /(2EF )]) occurring in the superconducting wavefunctions is the function of ω2.

In our figures we normalize the pairing amplitudes to the value of spin singlet pairing amplitude in the bulk
superconductors[89],

fsb = 2
∑
ωn

∆√
ω2
n + ∆2

. (B2)

The temperature dependence of the bulk pair potential ∆ is given as ∆(T ) = ∆(0) tanh(1.74
√
Tc/T − 1), where Tc

is the critical temperature[90].

2. Odd versus even frequency equal spin triplet correlations

Finite temperature, even and odd frequency equal spin triplet correlations (fE↑↑(x, x
′, T ), fO↑↑(x, x

′, T )) are derived

by substituting iωn for ω in Eqs. (26), (27). Thus

fE↑↑(x, x
′, T ) = −fE↓↓(x, x′, T ) =

∑
ωn>0

fE↑↑(x, x
′, ω → iωn) = −

∑
ωn>0

fE↓↓(x, x
′, ω → iωn), (B3)

fO↑↑(x, x
′, T ) = −fO↓↓(x, x′, T ) =

∑
ωn>0

fO↑↑(x, x
′, ω → iωn) = −

∑
ωn>0

fO↓↓(x, x
′, ω → iωn), (B4)

in presence of spin flip scattering. Similar to zero temperature case, in absence of spin flip scattering equal spin triplet
correlations (Eq. (B3), (B4)) vanish.

In Fig. 11 we plot ETO-equal (fE↑↑, f
E
↓↓) and OTE-equal (fO↑↑, f

O
↓↓) correlations as a function of position x for small

(F = F ′ = 1, Fig. 11(a)) and large (F = F ′ = 3, Fig. 11(b)) values of spin flip scattering. We see that equal spin
triplet correlations are finite and exhibit an oscillatory decay in N region. This is in contrast to what we see for equal
spin triplet correlations at zero temperature, see Figs. 3(a), 3(b). The reason for this behavior can be understood by

substituting ω with iωn in Eqs. (26), (27) where ETO-equal correlation is proportional to ek
M′ (x+x′) sin[kF (x − x′)]

and OTE-equal correlation is proportional to ek
M′ (x+x′) cos[kF (x−x′)] in the N region (x < 0). In S region we see the

similar behavior for both ETO-equal (fE↑↑, f
E
↓↓) and OTE-equal (fO↑↑, f

O
↓↓) correlations as seen at zero temperature.
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FIG. 11: Absolute values of even and odd frequency equal spin-triplet correlation induced in N region (x < 0) and S region
(x > 0) as a function of position x for spin flip process. Parameters are: S = 1/2 (for (a)), S = 5/2 (for (b)), F = F ′ = 1 (for

(a)), F = F ′ = 3 (for (b)), J = 1, x′ = 0, T/Tc = 0.01, EF = 10∆.

Finally, we note that both even as well as odd frequency mixed spin triplet correlations vanish regardless of spin flip
scattering, i.e., fE3 (x, x′, T ) = fO3 (x, x′, T ) = 0. This is an unique result of our work since most papers report odd
frequency mixed spin triplet correlations with vanishing odd frequency equal spin triplet correlations[42, 48].

Appendix C: Analytical expressions for Green’s functions in F1-F2-S junction

In Appendixes A and B we have provided analytical expressions for Green’s functions and shown the effect of finite
temperature on spin singlet and triplet correlations in case of N-SF-S junction respectively. In this Appendix we give
analytical expressions for Green’s functions in case of F1-F2-S junction. These Green’s functions are used to compute
induced even/odd frequency spin singlet, spin triplet correlations and, SPLDOS in section V of our main text. In
section V, we have explained how and why our obtained results differ from those obtained previously. In this regard,
we have calculated induced pairing correlations as well as SPLDOS in case of F1-F2-S junction wherein both spin flip
scattering and spin mixing occur. Herein below we show analytical expressions for Green’s functions and how both
equal and mixed spin triplet correlations are finite in left ferromagnetic region.

Green’s function in left ferromagnetic region is obtained by plugging the wavefunctions from Eq. (35) for x < −a
into Eq. (11) with b′ij and a′ij found from Eqs. (36)-(39). For electron-electron and electron-hole components of Green’s
function we get,

[Gree]↑↑ = − iη

2q+
↑

[b′11e
−iq+↑ (x+x′) + eiq

+
↑ |x−x

′|], [Gree]↓↓ = − iη

2q+
↓

[b′22e
−iq+↓ (x+x′) + eiq

+
↓ |x−x

′|],

[Gree]↑↓ = − iη

2q+
↓
b′21e

−i(q+↑ x+q+↓ x
′), [Gree]↓↑ = − iη

2q+
↑
b′12e

−i(q+↓ x+q+↑ x
′),

[Greh]↑↑ = − iη

2q−↑
a′31e

−i(q+↑ x−q
−
↑ x
′), [Greh]↓↓ = − iη

2q−↓
a′42e

−i(q+↓ x−q
−
↓ x
′),

[Greh]↑↓ = − iη

2q−↓
a′41e

−i(q+↑ x−q
−
↓ x
′), and [Greh]↓↑ = − iη

2q−↑
a′32e

−i(q+↓ x−q
−
↑ x
′).

(C1)

Substituting Eq. (C1) in Eq. (17) we get,

fr0 (x, x′, ω) = − iη
4

(
a′41e

−i(q+↑ x−q
−
↓ x
′)

q−↓
− a′32e

−i(q+↓ x−q
−
↑ x
′)

q−↑

)
, fr1 (x, x′, ω) = − iη

4

(
a′42e

−i(q+↓ x−q
−
↓ x
′)

q−↓
− a′31e

−i(q+↑ x−q
−
↑ x
′)

q−↑

)
,

fr2 (x, x′, ω) = −η
4

(
a′31e

−i(q+↑ x−q
−
↑ x
′)

q−↑
+
a′42e

−i(q+↓ x−q
−
↓ x
′)

q−↓

)
, and fr3 (x, x′, ω) = − iη

4

(
a′41e

−i(q+↑ x−q
−
↓ x
′)

q−↓
+
a′32e

−i(q+↓ x−q
−
↑ x
′)

q−↑

)
.

(C2)
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Thus, equal spin triplet correlations f↑↑ and f↓↓ are finite, f↑↑ = ifr2 − fr1 = − iη

2q−↑
a′31e

−i(q+↑ x−q
−
↑ x
′), and f↓↓ =

ifr2 + fr1 = − iη

2q−↓
a′42e

−i(q+↓ x−q
−
↓ x
′) and mixed spin triplet correlations fr3 are also finite.
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