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W e study proxin ity e ects in a m ultilayered superconductor/ferrom agnet (S/F) structure w ith
arbitrary relative directions of the m agnetization M . If the m agnetizations of di erent layers are
collinear the superconducting condensate function lnduced in the F layers hasonly a singlet com po—
nent and a triplet one w ith a zero pro fction ofthe totalm agneticm om ent ofthe C ooper pairson the
M direction. In this case the condensate penetrates the F layers over a short length ; determ ined
by the exchange energy J. If the m agnetizations M are not collinear the triplet com ponent has, in
addition to the zero profction, the profctions 1. T he latter com ponent iseven in them om entum ,
odd in theM atsubara frequency and penetrates the F layers over a long distance that increases w ith
decreasing tem perature and does not depend on J ( spin-orbit interaction lim its this length). If
the thickness of the F layers is much larger than ;, the Josephson coupling between neighboring
S Jayers is provided only by the triplet com ponent, so that a new type of superconductivity arises
in the transverse direction of the structure. T he Josephson critical current is positive (negative) for
the case of a positive (negative) chirality of the vector M . W e dem onstrate that this type of the
triplet condensate can be detected also by m easuring the density of states in F /S/F structures.

I. NTRODUCTION

M ultilayered superconductor/ferrom agnet (S=F ) structures are under an intensive study now (for a recent review
see egl). The interest in such system s originates from a possbility to nd new physicalphenom ena aswell from the
hope to construct new devices based on these structures. A lthough a ferrom agnet F attached to a superconductor S
is expected to suppresses the order param eter in S, under certain conditions superconductivity and ferrom agnetian
m ay coexist and exhibit interesting phenom ena.

O ne ofthem isa nonm onotonic dependence of the critical tem perature T, ofthe superconducting transition in S=F
m ultilayered structures on the thickness dr of the ferrom agnetic layers. T heory of this e ect has been developed in
Refs?, and experin ental results have been presented in Refs>.

A nother interesting phenom enon is a state that can be realized h SF S Josephson jinctions. It was shown®
that for som e values of param eters (such as the tem perature T, the thickness dr , the exchange energy J) the lowest
Josephson energy corresponds not to the zero phase di erence ’ , but to / = (negative Josephson critical current
I.). D etailed theoretical studies of this e ect have been presented in m any papers’®. The -state hasbeen observed
experin entally in RefsS.

Later i was discovered that the critical current I. in Jossphson junctions w ith ferrom agnetic layers is not neces—
sarily suppressed by the exchange interaction and it m ay even be enhanced. Such an enhancem ent of I. has been
dem onstrated by the present authorson a sin plem odelofa SF=I=F S jinction, where I stands for a thin insulating
layer'’. Tt was shown orthin S and F layers that at low tem peratures the critical current I, in a SF=I=F S junction
m ay becom e even larger than in the absence ofthe exchange eld (ie. iftheF layersare replaced by N layers, w here
N is a nonm agneticm etal). M ore detailed calculations of I. (for arbitrary S=F interface tranam ittance) for this and
sin ilar Janctions have been perform ed later n Refs!t.

P roperties of superconductors in S/F structures m ay change not only due to the proxim ity e ect but also due
to the Iong-range m agnetic interaction. A sgpontaneous creation of vortices caused by the m agnetic interaction has
been predicted n a S/I/F system (I isan insulating layer)’. Tn m ost papers on S=F structures the case of collinear
(paralel or antiparalle]l) ordentations of the m agnetization M was considered. If the m agnetization vector M is not
constant in space, as In a dom ain wall, or if the ordentations ofM in di erent F layers are not collinear to each other,
a qualitatively new and Interesting e ect occurs. For exam ple, ifa ferrom agnetic w ire is attached to a superconductor,
a dom ain wall in the vichity of the interface can generate a triplet com ponent of the superconducting condensate’?
(@ sin ilar case was analyzed in a later work'3).

T he existence of the triplet com ponent (TC) has far reaching o%nsequenoes. It is well known that the singlet
com ponent (SC ) penetrates into a ferrom agnet overthe length ;= Dy =J,whereD isthe di usion coe cient in
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F . In contrast, it wasshown thateven ford >> T the TC penetrated F overamuch longerdistance 1 = P D=2 T:
T his Jong-range penetration ofthe TC m ight lead to an increase of the conductance ofthe F w ire if the tem perature
is Iowered below T '3,

In this paper we consider a m ultilayered S=F structure. Each F Jlayer has a constant m agnetization M but the
direction of the M vector varies from Jlayer to layer. W e show that, in this case, the triplet com ponent of the
superconducting condensate is also generated and it penetrates the F layers over the long length  that does not
depend on the large exchange energy J at all.

If the thickness of the F' layers dr ismuch larger than s, then the Jossphson coupling between ad-pcent S layers
and, therefore, superconductivity in the transverse direction is due to the TC . In the vicinity of the S=F interface
the am plitudes of the SC and TC may be com parable but, unlke the TC, the SC survives n F only over the
short distance ; from the S=F interface. In other words, In the m ultilayered F=S structures with a non-collinear
m agnetization orientation, a new type of superconductivity arises. T he non-dissipative current w ithin the layers isdue
to the swave singlet superconductivity, whereas the transversal supercurrent across the layers is due to the swave,
triplet superconductivity.

It is in portant to em phasize (see Refl?) that the TC in this case di ers from the TC realized in the super uid
He® and, r exam ple, in m aterials like SRUO 41*. T he triplet-type superconducting condensate we predict here is
symm etric in m om entum and therefore is nsensitive to non-m agnetic im purities. It is odd in frequency and is called
som etin es odd superconductivity.

This type of the pairing has been proposed by Berezinskii in 1975° as a possble candidate for the m echanism
of super uidity h He®: However, i tumed out that another type of pairing was realized in He®: triplet, odd i
mom entum p (sensitive to ordinary in purities) and even in theM atsubara frequencies $ . Attem ptsto nd conditions
for the existence of the odd superconductivity were undertaken later in severalpapers in connection w ith the pairing
mechanisn 1 high T. superconductorst® (h Refl® a singlt pairing odd i frequency and in the m om entum was
considered). It is also in portant to note that whik the symm etry of the order param eter i Refs. 24116 di ers
from that of the BCS order param eter, in our case is nonzero only in the S layers and is ofthe BCS type. It is
determm ined by the am plitude of the singlet com ponent. Since the triplet and singlet com ponents are connected w hich
each other, the TC a ects in an indirect way.

T herefore the type of superconductivity analyzed in our paper com plem ents the three known types of super—
conductivity: swave and d-wave singlkt superconductivity that occur In ordinary superconductors and in high T.
superconductors respectively, and the p-w ave superconductivity w ith triplet pairing observed In SbRuO 4.

In addition, the new type ofthe triplet superconductivity across the S=F layers show s another interesting property
related to the chirality of the m agnetization M . If the anglk of the m agnetization rotation 2 across the S layer
(see F ig.7) has the sam e sign as the angle of the M rotation across the Sy layer, then the critical Josephson current
I. between S and Sy isposiive. If these angles have di erent signs, then the critical current I. is negative and
state is realized (In this case spontaneous supercurrents arise in the structure). This negative Jossphson coupling,
which is caused by the TC and depends on chirality, di ers from that analyzed in Ref.?. D epending on the chirality
an "e ective" condensate density in the direction perpendicular to the layersm ay be both positive and negative. W e
note that a dependence of the Josephson current on chirality has also been obtained .n Ref’. The authors of Ref’
considered tw o m agnetic superconductors S, w ith spiralm agnetization, separated by a thin Insulating layer I. In the
latter case the TC exists In the bulk superconductors together w ith the SC ( and they cannot be separated) and the
Josephson current depends on the chirality of the spiral structures. Them ain di erence between our system and the
system considered by the authors of Ref® isthat in our case only the longrange TC survives in the F layers w hereas
n the S, IS, junction both the SC and T C exist sin ultaneously. T herefore in the case ofa collinear alignm ent ofM ,
the Josephson coupling (and triplet superconductiviy in the transverse direction) disappears In our system , whereas
i rem ains in the S, IS, system .

A nother possible detection of the TC in the S/F structures m ay be achieved by m easuring the density of states
DoS) n aF/S/F trilayer (see Fig. 1). W e w ill see that the long—<range TC causes a m easurable change of the local
D oS at the outer side ofthe F layerseven ifdr ismuch larger than ;.

The plan of this paper is as follow s. In the next section we m ake som e prelim Inary rem arks conceming the TC in
S/F structures. W e consider a threedayerF SF structure and calculate the condensate function in this structure. W e
show that the am plitude ofthe T C isproportionalto sin and its long-range part is an odd finction ofthe M atsubara
frequency $ (the SC is an even function of $ ), where is the angle between the z-axis and the m agnetization in
the right (eft) F layers. W e discuss properties ofthe TC and calculate the DO S related to . In Sec. 3 we calculate
the Josephson current between ad-pcent S layers and discuss its dependence on the chirality of the m agnetization
variation in the system . In Sec. 4 we take into acoount soin-orbit interactions and study the e ect of this interaction
on the TC . In the conclusion we discuss the obtained results and possbilities of an experim ental cbservation of the
predicted e ects. The odd triplet superconductivity in F=S structureswas rst predicted by the present authors in
a short paper where the case of sm allangles and ofa perfect F=S interface was considered 17 .



II.THE CONDENSATE FUNCTION IN A F/S/F SANDW ICH

In order to get a better understanding ofthe properties of the superconducting condensate in the presence ofthe fer—
rom agnetic layers, w e consider in this section a sin ple case of a trilayered F /S/F structure (seeF ig.l). G eneralization
to a mulilayered structures is of no di culties and w illbe done In the next section.

In the m ost general case, when the m agnetization vectorsM of the F-layers are non-collinear, the electron G reen
fiinctionsare 4 4 m atrices in the particle-hole spih-spact®. The4 4 m atrix G reen filnctions have been introduced
long ago?? and used 1 otherpapers?! . Later on they were used 1n R ef?? fora description ofm agnetic superconductors
w ith a rotating m agnetization.

A very convenient way for the study of proxim ity e ects is the m ethod of quasiclassical G reen’s functions
E quations for the quasiclassical G reen’s functions have been generalized recently to the case of a non-hom ogeneous
exchange eld (m agnetization) M 2°.

Follow ing the notation of R ef? we represent the quasiclassical G reen fiinctions in the form

n’ 1X g + 0
g= g:so = — ("3)nno dp nws(t) n0s0 ) 7 @)

n®

23{25

w here the subscripts n and s stand for the elem ents in the particle-hole and spin space, respectively, and 5 is the
Paulim atrix. The eld operators ,s arede ned as 15 = s and 35 = ; ( s denotes the opposite to s soin
direction) .

T he elem ents of the m atrix g diagonal in the particle-hole space (ie proportionalto % and %) are related to the
nom alG reen’s fiinction, whilk the o -diagonalelem ents (proportionalto *; and %) determ ine the superconducting
condensate function f£. In the case under consideration the m atrix (1) can be expanded in the Paulim atrices in the

particle-hole space (% isthe uni m atrix):
g=G o+ g+ £; @)

w here the condensate fiinction is given by
f=fin+ £,1% ©))

The functions §; and fi are m atrices In the spin—space. In the case under consideration the m atrices fi can be
represented In the fom

£, ®) = £o &)+ £3&)"3 @)
£l &) = f1 &)™ ®)

This follow s from the equation that determm ines the G reen’s finction (see below ).
Let us discuss brie y properties of the condensate m atrix function f. A ccording to the de nitions of the G reen’s
functions, Eq. (1), the functions f; (x) are related to follow ng correlation functions
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FIG .1l. The F/S/F trilayer. T he m agnetizations vectors in the F layers m ake an angle w ith the z-axis, respectively




The fiinction f3 describes the SC, while the fiinctions f; and f; describe the TC (see for exam pl Ref?’). The
function f; is proportionalto the zero progction of the triplet m agnetic m om ent of the C ooper pairs on the z-axis,
w hereas the fiinction f; corresoonds to the progctions 1.

Tt is In portant that In the absence of an exchange eld J (orm agnetization M ) acting on spins, the SC, ie. the
function f3, exists both in the superconducting and nom al (non-m agnetic) layers. If J is not equal to zero but is
uniform in space and directed along the z-axis, then the part £y ofthe TC arises in the structure.

However, both the functions f3 and f;, decay very fast n the ferrom agnet (over the length ;). The singlt
com ponent decays because a strong m agnetization m akes the spins of a pair be parallel to each other, thus destroying
the condensate. T he triplet com ponent w ith the zero profction of the m agnetic m om ent is also destroyed because it
ism ore energetically favorable for the m agnetic m om ent to be parallel to the m agnetization.

On the other hand, the structure of the m atrix £ (the functions fi) depends on the choice of the z-axis. If the
uniform m agnetization M is directed not along the z-axis (but,say, along the x-axis), tem s like fl 1% inevitably
appear in the condensate finction (see for exam ple, Ref?? where such a term was obtained even at Q = 0, Q is
the wave vector of a spiral m agnetic structure). However, the condensate com ponent corresponding to this tem
penetrates the F layer over the short distance ; only.

T herefore, we can conclude that the presence of tem s lke £ ;1% in the condensate function does not necessarily
m ean that the TC penetrates the F layer over the long distance 1 . Actually, long-range e ects arise only if the
direction of the vector M varies in space. If the m agnetization has di erent directions in neighboring F layers, then
not only fy but also f; arise in the system and both fiinctions penetrate the ferrom agnetic layer over a long distance

T -

In orderto nd the G reen’s function g, we consider the di usive case when the U sadel equation is applicabl. This
equation can be used provided the condition J 1l issatis ed ( isthemomentum relaxation tine). O f course,
this condition can hardly be satis ed for strong ferrom agnets like F e and in this case one should use a m ore general
E ilenberger equation for a quantitative com putation. H ow ever, the U sadel equation m ay give qualitatively reasonable
results even In this case.

T he U sadel equation is a nonlinear equation forthe 4 4 m atrix G reen’s function g and can be w ritten as

D @y @Q@xg) ! [3%0igl+ T f[5"35g]lcos (x)+ [Np™2iglsh &®)g= 1 ;g : (7)

IntheS layerD = Dg,d= 0, = i* ;73 (thephassof ischosen tobe zero). IntheF lyersD =D f, &)=
or the right (eft) layerand = 0.Eq. (7) is com plem ented by the boundary conditions at the S/F interface 28

Qex9); = ©Cx9)s ;i x= & ®)
27 ©@6xg)y = Gigrli x= & ; )
where = = 5,and sy arethe conductivities oftheF and S layers, , = r Rp= s isa coe clent characterizing

the tranam ittance of the S/F interface w ith resistance per unit area Ry,.

If linearized, the U sadel equation can be solved analytically rather easily. T he linearization m ay be justi ed in the
two Iim iting cases: a) T is close to the critical tem perature of the structures T,  (the latter can be di erent from the
critical tem perature of the buk superconductor T.), and b) the resistance ofthe S/F interface Ry, isnot an all. In the
latter case the condensate function in the S layer is weakly disturbed by the F In and the function f3 n Eq. (3)
can be represented In the form

L) = fs+ f3&); KI<ds i 10)

o S
where fg = =iE ;, andE, = !2+ 2.The function f3 aswellas the functions fy,; are assum ed to be an all. In
the F Jayers all the com ponents of the condensate function £ are sm all. The functions §, and §; In Eq. 2) In the
superconductor are given by

§3= "olgs + )t "303 (11)
%o 202 ¢ 12)
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Heregs = son! gs,9s = 3! FE, . From the nom alization condition
g=1 a3)
we obtain expressions relating the functions gp, gz;3 to the functions £3, fo;1

9o = (Es=g5) f3; o3 = (Es=gs5)fo; = (Es=g5)f1 : 14)



Now we lnearize Eq. (7) wih respectto £ = i% ("3 f3+ “ofp) + i~ "1 f1 and obtain

@2, £ Zf=0 as)

n the S layer, and
@QZ, £ 2 f+ i2f4[s; £l cos %[ £1 sh g= 0 (16)
in theF layers. Here % = 2E,=Dg, 5 =23 3#Dr, 2= Jsgn!=Dr and R;B] = AB BA.Thesigns i Eq.

(16) corresoond to the right and lft layer respectively. T he corresponding linearized boundary conditions for f are

(gs)@xfr = @x fs a7
bJ@fF = fs+ fs)+gSfF 7 (18)

where f4 = 1% %3fs and the signs  correspond to the right and left Jayer. Solutions for Egs. (15-16) can be w ritten
as a sum of exponential functions exp( x), where the ’'s are the eigenvalies ofEgs. (15-16). In the S layer the
equations for f3,fy;; are decoupled and there isonly one eigenvalue = 5. In the F-layersthe equations are coupled
and there are three di erent eigenvaluest’

172 " a9y 19)

p%
3 = 23 FDrF : (20)

W e see from these equations that two com pletely di erent lengths 7 and 1 detemn ine the decay of the condensate
in theF layers. At alltem peratures T < T, the length 1 much exceeds ; and is the sam e the length describing the
decay ofthe standard singlet condensate in a nom alm etal.

W e have assum ed that J T., which is realistic unless the exchange eld is extremely amall. In order to nd
analytical expressions for the functions f; we also assum e that the thicknesses of the S and F layers satisfy the
conditions

r -
dS s = DS=2 TC; dF J . (21)

In this case the solutions for Egs. (15-16) have the form

f3 x) = azcosh( sx) (22)
fo ®) = ag cosh ( sx) (23)
f1 ®) = a;sinh ( sx) ; (24)
In the S layer and
h i
cosh | e @) . (x dg) x dg)
f = ! se’ s s ; 2
1&®) =D o (1 do) + sogn! sin Bie + s e 25)
h i
cosh | X ) % x

fo®x)= tan by p—— !i) ¢ + sgn! cos bie *® S i e &), ©26)
f3(X): b3+e + (% ds)+b3 e (x ds) (27)

In the right F layer. The solutions In the keft F layer can be easily obtained recalling that the function f; x) is odd
and fy;3 (x) are even functions of x. From Egs. (22-27) and the boundary conditionsEgs. (17-18) we nd

~3 tanh sM

= + = fg—— - 5 28
B by (Gs ba ) SM.T +M T, (28)
~{ (-~ ~)sgn!
Bi=ligs+ po rtanh p)= £ s = ; 29)
cosh s(MJrT + M T+)
where = g ds, p = 1dp,~ = =@s+ s )= 1=@t+ pg 1tanh r),~s = s=(s ) and
M =T (~sooth ¢+ ~tanh )+ tan®? C (~stanh s+ ~tanh 5)

:~Stanh s+ ~

:"'Scoth s+ ~



T he solutions presented above are valid if the correction f3 to the condensate function f5 in the S layer is small
(in the F layer f3 iseven smaller ). From Egs. (17-18) one can readily see that the condition

f3(s) 50)=ascosh 5s=D + 5 B 1 30)

should be satis ed. Here j 5sj 1 isinplied. A ctually we have neglected the term f32 in the nom alization condition
(13) assum ing that f2 1 (seeFig. 2).

T he am plitude a3 of the SC depends on m any param eters, such as tem perature (energy),
validity of our approach should be checked for every set of param eters. If we are Interested in them odynam ical
quantities such as the critical tem perature or the Jossphson current, we m ay set ! maxfT; g. W hen calculating
the density of states the situation is di erent because f5 () has a singularity at =  which is rounded o by a
dam ping factor in the quasiparticle spectrum . In this case our approach breaks down near the energy (see
Fig2),when the condition (30) isviolated. It is also clear that our approach is valid provided either the tem perature

is close to the critical tem perature T, ofthe system or iy, isnot too sm all

br €tc. T herefore, the
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FIG .2. D ependence of B} j2 on the energy . The dashed vertical lines show the region in which our approach fails. Here
= (E):OS, J= = 25,dgs= = 04, dr = = 05, , = 05, = =4 and the damping factor = 0:d. W e have de ned

= Ds= ,where istheBCS order param eter.

Now we discuss the properties of the obtained solutions Egs. 2229)). From Egs. (27-28) one can see that the SC
isan even function of ! and decays sharply in the ferrom agnet over the short distance ;. In contrast, thepam plitudes
ofthe TC f; and f; are odd functions of ! and penetrate the ferrom agnet over the longerdistance 1 = Dgp=2 T.
T he Iongrange part of T C detem ined by the am plitudeb; hasthem axinum at = =4.Thisvalueof corresponds
to a perpendicular ordentation of the m agnetizations in the F layers. For a paralkel ( = 0) or antiparallel alignm ent
of the m agnetizations ( = =2) this am plitude decays to zero. In Fig. 3 we plt the spatial dependence of the SC

and the long—range part of the TC . W e see that both am plitudes are com parabl at the S/F interface but the SC
decays faster than the TC .

-(ds+dF) -ds ds ds+dF

FIG .3. The spatial dependence 8fﬁn (SC) (dashe% line) and the long-range part ofRe(TC) (solid line). W e have chosen
= 02,J=T¢c = 50, = 005,d&r Tc=Ds = 2,ds Tc=Ds = 04 and = =4. The discontinuity of the TC at the S/F

interface is because the short—range part is not shown in this gure.




T he long-range part of TC leads to interesting observable e ects that w ill be discussed in the next sections. In
Refs1?13 the conductance of a ferrom agnetic w ire attached to a superconductor was calculated. Tt was assum ed that
the F wire had a dom ain wall located at the S/F interface. T his inhom ogeneity of the m agnetization inducesa TC,
w hich leads to an increase of the conductance for tem peratures below T..

A . C ritical tem perature

In this section we discuss brie y the e ect of the TC on the critical tam perature T, of the structure. For the
parallel and antiparallel alignm ent of the m agnetizations the critical tem perature of the m ultilayered structure T,
was calculated in m any papers’’?’. The angle dependence of the critical tem perature in a F/S/F structure was
analyzed in Ref3’. However the ©m of the condensate fiinction presented in Ref3? is not correct because the
authors started from an equation di erent from Eqg. (7). Asa resul, the longrange TC was com pletely lost.

T he equation that determ Ines T, has the form Wwe assum e that dg s, See Refs?)

( )

®
bg =2 =27 - 31)

W e have obtained a solution for®; , Eg. 28)),assum ingthat isconstant in space (this approxim ation corresponds
to the so—called sihglem ode approxin ation used I m any earlier works?). It is established in Ref?? that for some
param eters this approxin ation gives a rough estim ate for T, . A careful analysis of Ref?? show s that T. remains

nie even for values of the param eters , ,, g, Prwhich other approaches predict a zero critical tem perature. W e
w ill not discuss quantitatively the dependence of T, on the angle . N ote however that, as ollow s from Egs. (28) and
(31), the critical tem perature T, dependson and dr even in the case when dg g (df # 0). This dependence
is due to the long-range part of the TC and, In order to determ ine i, one has, generally speaking, to go beyond the
single-m ode approxin ation. N ote, how ever, that this dependence m ay be weak.

B . Localdensity of states

In this section we calculate the change ofthe localD oS in the F layersdue to the TC . &t is clear that, for distances
from the S/F interface larger than 5, only the TC leads to a varation of the localD oS. T hus, if the thickness dr is
much largerthan ; one can detect directly the presence ofthe T C perform ing m easurem ents ofthe D oS at the outer
side of one of the F layers. Any deviation from the nom alvalie would be only due to the TC .

W e calculate the ocalDoS at x = ds + dr . The expression for the nomm alized D oS is (we ignore the di erence in
the D oS for the up and down spin directions. This approxin ation is consistent w ith the quasiclassical assum ption
that J r ,Where p isthe Fem ienergy)

Tr(%%) 8 & ; 32)

|

0
where ( isthe D oS in the nom alstate, thus ~= 1+ (  is a correction due to the proxin ity e ect). As it was

m entioned befre, in the case dr g only the TC (ie. the functions fy (x) and f; X)) contrdbutes to the D oS.From
the nom alization condition Eq. (13) and Eq. (32) we obtain

= —Re ; (33)

where § = P 21 =Dp dr , and B} is the am plitude of the retarded G reen’s function in Egs. (25-26). It is obtained
from by by replacing ! by 1. In Figs. 4, 5 and 6 we pbt the dependence of on fordierent ,dr and y,
respectively. For the range of param eters chosen in these plots the filnction s ( )F has the shape shown i Fig2.
T hus, our approach is valid alm ost for all energies and fails only in a very narrow region closeto = . In order to
avoid singularities in £§ we have taken into account a nite dam ping factor = 0:l in the expression for £ :

e : 34
S S S Turaa (34)



As Pllows from Eqgq. (29) is zero for = 0; =2. The largest change in the DoS is achieved when = =4
(perpendicular ordentation of m agnetizations in the F layers). W e see that the correction to the D oS is an all but
observable. K ontos et al. presented in Ref?! m easuraments of in thin F layers (w nanom eters). The order of

m agnitude of the cbserved (10 3) is the sam e as the presented In Figs4-6. However, in Ref3! the variation
of the D oS was caused by the penetration of the SC into the Fp]ayer over the short distance ;. In our case such a
variation can be cbserved in m uch thicker F layers (dr r= Dp=2T, J) -

It is interesting to com pare our result for the FSF structure w ith non-collinear m agnetization w ith corresponding
results for NSN structures N is a nom al layer). At st glance, the behavior of the odd triplet condensate in the
ferrom agnet is very sin ilar to that of the conventional singlet condensate In a nom alm etal. In both cases the
am plitude of the condensate decays exponentially w ith the length r (Eg. (0)). However, there is an essential
di erence. In the N layer an energy gap is lnduced due to the singlet condensate. The valie of the energy gap is
determ ned by m inf ;D y =( y dy Rp)g°?. In contrast, no subgap appears i the frrom agnet due to the triplkt odd
condensate considered here, although the TC penetrates over the entire F layer provided its thickness dr is not very
large, dp 1 . Them ain reason for the absence ofa subgap sy in the FSF system isthe follow ing. In SN structures
the condensate function is not snallat energies jj. 9. The exchange eld shifts this energy intervalby the large
value J so that at low energies the condensate function (both singlet and triplet) is an allif , isnot too sm all. Note
also that the am }%;ji}lde ofthe TC is an aller than the am plitude ofthe SC in a NSN structure since i containsa large
param eter J In the denom inator (see Egs. (28-29)).

For com pktenesswe nally note that the change ofthe localD oS in the ballistic case (J 1) was considered in
Ref3? and i the pure ballistic case ( ! 1 ) in Ref3?. & tums out that the resuls in these two cases di er greatly

from those obtained in the present paper for a di usive system (J 1).
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FIG .4. The nom alized D oS as a function of the energy for = 3 =8 (solid lne), = =8 (dashed line) and = =4
(point-dashed line). Notlg that for = 0; =2 = 0. W e have chosen = 005,J= =25, p, = 05,dr = = 05, and
ds= = 04.Here = Ds= and istheBCS orxder param eter.



0.002

oV

-0.007

0 1 2 3
elA
FIG .5. The nom alized D oS as a function of the energy for ¢ = = 08 (solid line), dr = = 12 (dashed line). The
point-dashed line show s the contrbution to the D oS from the SC (f3). The latter ismultiplied by a factor of 100. W e have
chosen = =4. A llother param eters are the same asin Fig. 4
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FIG .6. The nom alized D oS as a function of the energy for , = 05 (solid line), , = 1 (dashed line) and , = 15
(point-dashed line). W e have chosen dr = = 05. A llother param eters are the sameas in Fig. 5

ITII. JOSEPHSON CURRENT IN A F/S/F/S/F STRUCTURE

In this section we calculate the Josephson current between the S layers of a FSFSF structure. W e assum e again
that the thickness ofthe F layersdr ismuch largerthan ; Eqg. 21)). In this case the Jossphson coupling betw een
the S layers is due to the long range part ofthe T C . T herefore the supercurrent in the transverse direction is unusual,
since it is caused by the triplet com ponent of the condensate that is odd in frequency and even in m om entum .

At the sam e tim ¢, the In-plane superconductivity is caused m ainly by the ordinary singlket com ponent. T herefore
the m acroscopic superconductiviy due to the Josephson coupling between the layers is an interesting com bination of
the singlet superconductivity w ithin the layers and the odd triplet superconductivity in the transversaldirection.

W e w ill see that the unusual character of the superconductivity in the transversaldirection leads to peculiarities of
the Josephson e ect. For exam ple, if the bias current ow s through the termm inal superconducting layer So and Sp
(see F ig.7), the supercurrent is zero because of the di erent sym m etry of the condensate n Sp and S, . In orxder to
observe the Josephson e ect In this structure the bias current has to pass through the layers S, and Sy, as shown
n Fig.7. The supercurrent between S, and Sy is non—zero because each superconductor has its \own" TC and the
phase di erence ’ is nite.



30 (pos. chirality)
-Q a —a (neg. chirality)

FIG .7. Themulilayered structure considered. T he arrow s show the bias current. In the case ofpositive (negative) chirality
the m agnetization vectorM ofthe lJayerFs; makesan angle 3 ( ) wih the z—axis, i. e. in the case of positive chirality the
vectorM rotates In one direction ifwe go over from one F layer to another whereas it oscillates in gpace in the case of negative

T he Josephson current I is given by the expression
X
Is = @yL;) p Tr (%)  £GE 35)

!

This current was calculated for the case of snallangles in Ref.’’. Here LyL, is the area of the interface and
is the conductivity ofthe F layer. T he sin plest way to calculate the I is to assum e a weak coupling between the S
layers, which corresponds to the case when the condition dr > 1 holds. In this case the long-range part ofthe TC
is given by the sum oftwo termm s each ofthose is lnduced by the layers S, and Sy in Fig. 7:

fx)=f,®X)+SULf, & & FU's"; (36)

where
fa)=e % %) odnny + i) 37)

is the long range part of the TC induced by the layer Sp . The coe cient b; isgiven by Eq.(29) and Iy = tan by.
Ifthe Sp 5 /F Interfaces are identicalas wellas the superconductors Sp and Sg , the function f; isequalto £, ifone
replace the exponential function exp( | ®x &))byexp(, & @ @ )). The phase of the S, layer is set to be
zero and the phase of the Sy is ’ . This phase has been taken Into account by the gauge transform ation perform ed
w ith the help ofthematrix S = %y cos(’ =2) + 1% sin (" =2). The m agnetizationsM ofthe layersF; and F, m ake an
anglke w ith the z-axis respectively. For the direction ofM in the F3 we consider two cases: a) the direction of
m agnetization is (hegative chirality) orb) 2 (oositive chirality). In the latter case thematrix U in Eq. (36) is
given by

U= ""3c0s + i*3%sin (38)

In the case of negative chirality, U is the uni m atrix and one has to change the sign of in the expression for the
function f; Eqg. (36)). In Fig. 8 we show schem atically the spatial dependence of f; (x).

S S
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FIG . 8. The spatial dependence of the am plitude of the TC £f; (x) in the case of positive (solid line)and negative (dashed
line) chirality.

Substituting Eq. (36) Into Eq. (35) one obtains after sim ple transform ations Iy = I.sin’ , where

X
eRpl.= 27T ydr () 1+ tan® e ¥ ' ; 39)

whereb, () isgiven In Eq. (29) and the sign \+ " (\-") corresgponds to the positive (negative) chirality. In the case
of negative chirality the critical current is negative ( -contact). It is im portant to em phasize that the nature of the
-contact di ers from that predicted in Refs.? and observed in Ref?. In our case the negative Josesphson coupling is
due to the TC and can be realized in S/F structuresw ith negative chirality. T his gives a unique opportunity to sw itch
experim entally between the 0 and -contacts by changing the angles of the m utualm agnetization of the layers. It is
worth m entioning that another e ect conceming the chirality ofthe M vector was studied by the authors in Ref.>%.
Tt was shown that the resistance of a m ultidom ain ferrom agnetic w ire depends on the chirality ofthe M variation In
Soace.
In Fig. 9 we plot the dependence of I, on the angle . If the orientation of M isparallel ( = 0) or antiparallel
( = =2) the am plitude of the triplet com ponent is zero and therefore there is no coupling betw een the neighboring
S layers, ie. I. = 0. For any other angl between the m agnetizations the am plitude ofthe TC is nite. This leadsto

a non-zero critical current. At = =4 (perendicular orientation ofM ) I . reaches itsm axinum value.
1
le
0.5}
0 4 T2
a

FIG . 9. D ependence of the critical current (nom alized w ith respect to them axin um value) on the angle .W e have chosen
the sam e valuesas in Fig. 4

The weak coupling assum ption (dr > ) leads to an exponentialdecay of I. with increasing dr (Eqg. (39)). In
the case dp t,Eg. (39) isnotvalid. O ne can easily cbtain I. for the case ofan arbirary d&r and small . Ik tums
out that in thiscase Eq. (39) ram ains valid if the exponential factorexp( | dr ) is replaced by cosh 2( y dr =2) and
In the expression forb; Eqg. 29)) r isreplacedby r=2.

In order to estin ate the value ofthe critical current I, weuse Eq. (39). Ifdr exceedsthe length  (Prexample
dr=71 = 2)only thetermn withn= 0 (ie.! = T_) is inportant in the sum . In this case one obtains

2
= — e "*C; 40)

(e} TC

w here the factor C can be easily expressed in tem sofM , T , etc. Thus, C depends on m any param eters such as
, br gsetc. We estinate C or valies of these param eters sin ilar to those which were used in Ref??: , = 035,
=0d1,ds s =04,d¢ =15 ,=g=3.WegetC =102 103fr sds =5 10.Theexpression (40) for L

also contains the param eters ( =T _ )% and exp( &G ) which are also small. W e note however that if dp T, the

exponential function is replaced by a num erical factor ofthe orderofl. T he factor ( =T . )2 isalso ofthe order 1 ifthe

tem perature isnot close to T, . Taking , ' =60 .m (cf Ref.?°) and dp r 200nm wecbtan I 1¢ 16

A .an ?;that is, the critical current is a m easurable quantity ( see experin entalworks®) and the detection ofthe TC

ispossble.
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IV .EFFECT OF SPIN-ORBIT INTERACTION

So far the only Interaction we have considered in the ferrom agnet is the exchange eld J acting on the conducting
electrons. However, in reality soin-orbit interactions that appear due to interactions of electron spins with spin
orbital in purities m ay becom e in portant. Follow ng again the notation of Ref® we write an additionalterm in the
Ham iltonian which describes the spin-orbit part as*®’

oo Y= T % )0 ; a1
so — 22 Cnsp (P p) )sso Cn0s0p0 7 41)

. a0 0.50 .40
njs;pm=;sTip

where S = (*1;%2;75%3) and p and p? are the m om enta bere and after scattering at the in purities. A though in
general the characteristic energy of the spin-orbit interaction is much an aller than the exchange energy, i can be
com parable w ith the superconducting gap and therefore this e ect should be taken into account when descrbing
the supercurrent.
In the Bom approxin ation the selfenergy is given by
Z Z

d
so = nj-]sojz < G >50:; Where < G >55.= dp 4— 1s} I’IO)SGS n 1'10) : 42)

Heren isaunit vectorparallelto them om entum . lncluding thisterm in the quasiclassicalequations is straightforw ard
and the resulting U sadel equation takes the form 36

D @ @erg) + 1 (%3Q@g+ Qrg™)+ ;9 + J h;gl+

S™~39™%S;g =05 43)

S0

w here
Z

Wl
o]

d
4—jJsof sin® (44)

is the spin-orbit scattering tim e.
A s before, one can linearize Eq. (43) in the F-layer and obtain equations for the condensate function £ sim ilar to
Egs. (15-16) but now including the spin-orbit interaction termm . T he solution again has the fom
fx)= 1% (&) + f3&)"3)+ i § &))" @5)

P
The functions f; &) are given by f; x) = ybjexp[ jx], where the new elgenvalues ; are

) 2i 4 4

= — J2 —  + 46)
DF so soDF
4
5= f+2 — @7)
s:o:DF

W e see from these equations that the singlet and triplet com ponents are a ected by the spin-orbit interaction m aking
the decay of the condensate in the @Itfsnagnet faster. In the lm iting case 4= 5, > J;T. both the com ponents
penetrate over the sam e distance .. = soD r and therefore the longrange e ect is suppressed. In this case the
characteristic oscillations of the singlet com ponent are destroyed®’. In the m ore interesting case 4= 5 T. < J,
the singlet com ponent is not a ected and penetrates over distances of the order ;. At the sam e tim e, the triplet
com ponent ism ore sensitive to the soin-orbit nteraction and the penetration length equalsm n( s; 7)> -

Spin-orbit interaction is relevant in system sw ith large Z elem ents. T he characteristic soin-orbit energy 1= 5,,. also
depends on scattering concentration and density of states (cf. Eq. (44)). Experin entaldataconceming this energy is
still unclear and controversial, m ainly due to the di culty to separate the contribution of the spin-orbit from other
scattering types. From num ericalband structure calculations one can estin ate the param eter J 5., . Forexam pl, for
a typicalm agnetic transition m etal, lke Fe, in the dirty limit J 5,  1F, while ordinty Gd J s 10 (see Ref®
and references therein). T hus, according to ourm odel, m aterial like transition m etals are better candidates in order
to observe the predicted e ects.

T hus, provided the soin-orbit interaction is not very strong, the penetration of triplet condensate over the long
distances discussed In the preceding sections is still possble, although the penetration length is reduced.
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V.CONCLUSION

W e studied odd, sw ave, triplet superconductivity thatm ay arise in S/F m ultilayered structures w ith a non-collinear
orientation ofm agnetizations.

Tt was assum ed that the ordentation of the m agnetization is not a ected by the superconductivity (eg. the energy
ofthe m agnetic anisotropy ism uch larger than the superconducting energy) . T he analysiswas carried out in the dirty
lim it (T 1) when the U sadel equation is applicable.

Ttwasshown that orallvaliesof the condensate fiinction consistsofa singlet (SC) and a triplet (T C) com ponents.
Even In the case of a hom ogenous m agnetization ( = 0), in addition to the SC, the TC w ith the zero pro fction
onto tlge z axis arises. In this case, both the SC and the TC decay In the F layers over a short distance given by

J = D¢ =J. If the m agnetization vectors M are not collnear € 0; =2, all proctions of the TC appear, In
particular, thol§e w ith non-zero proction on the z-axis. In this case, the TC penetrates the F layer over a long
distance 1 = Dy=2 T. In the presence of spin-orbit interaction this penetration length isgiven by mn( so; 1)/
where 4 = soD r . G enerally, this length m ay be much largerthan ;.

T hus, if the condition dy g is f1l Tled the Josephson coupling between neighboring S layers is only due to the
TC .T herefore In this case a new type of superconductivity m ay arise in the m ultilayered structuresw ith non-collinear
m agnetizations. T he supercurrent w thin each S layer is caused by the SC, whereas the supercurrent across the layers
is caused by the triplet condensate, which is odd in the frequency ! and even in the m om entum .

The TC i our case is com pletely di erent from the triplet condensate found in Sr,Ru0 4% . In the latter case one
has a pwave, even In !, triplt superconductivity, which is suppressed by in purity scattering. In contrast, the TC
we have considered is not a ected by non-m agnetic in purities. T he reason for the existence of the longrange TC JS
the fact that if 6 0, the SC and the TC are coupled and, in addition to = 3 1 (U8 i), the elgenvalue 1 =
appears. T he lJatter corresoonds to the long-range penetration of the TC in the ferrom agnet.

T he triplet superconductivity in S/F structures possesses an interesting property : the Jossphson current depends
on the chirality of the m agnetization M : Ifthe M vector rotates in only one direction (the positive chirality) the
critical current I, ispositive. Ifthe direction oftheM vectoroscillates in space (the negative chirality) then I. < 0. In
the latter case spontaneously circulating currentsm ust arise In the structure. T his result can be explained as follow s:
if the chirality is positive the averaged M vector < M > is zero and the S/F structure behaves as a superconductor
w ith anisotropic properties (the singlet superconductivity along the layers and the triplet superconductivity across
them ). In the case of the negative chirality the average in space yields a non—zero m agnetization < M >$6 0. In such
a superconductor w ith a build-in m agnetic m om ent the circulating currents arise as they arise in superconductors of
the second type In the m ixed state.

Note also that In a single Josgphson FSFSF Jjunction a non-zero m agnetic eld exists also inside the jinction and
this causesM eissner currents. H ow ever, the experin ent of R ef? on SFS jinctions show s that the cbserved Fraunhofer
pattem correspondsto < M >= 0 in the F layer. T his behavior according to the authors ofRef? m ay be attributed
to a mulidom ain structure.

T would be Interesting to carry out experim ents on S/F structures w ith non-collinear m agnetization In order to
observe thisnew type of superconductiviy. A s follow s from a sem iquantitative analysis, the best conditions to cbserve
the Josephson critical current caused by the TC are high interface transparency (small ) and low tem peratures.
T hese conditions are a bit beyond our quantitative study. N evertheless, all qualitative features predicted here (@nglk
dependence, etc) should rem ain in a general case when one has to dealw ith the non-linear U sadel equation.

A nother type of experin ents that m ay detect the triplet condensate ism easuring the localdensity of states. Aswe
have shown in the second section, the long-range TC m ay be detected by m easuring the localD oS ofthe F layers.

W e would like to thank SFB 491 and the G emm an-Israeli Foundation G IF') ora nancial support.

T

N ote added: A fter the subm ission ofthis m anuscript a paper’® appeared in which a detailed study ofthe critical
tem perature In FSF structure w ith noncollinear m agnetizations in the F layers has been presented.
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