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W e Investigate clean m utilayered structures of the SFS and SFSFS type, where the S layer is
Intrinsically superconducting and the F Jlayer is ferrom agnetic) through num erical solution of the
self-consistent B ogoliubov-de G ennes equations for these system s. W e obtain results for the pair
am plitude, the local density of states, and the localm agnetic m om ent. W e nd that as a function
of the thickness dr of the m agnetic layers separating ad pcent superconductors, the ground state
energy varies periodically between two stable states. The rst state is an ordinary \O-state", in
which the order param eter has a phase di erence of zero between consecutive S layers, and the

second isa \ -sta

", where the sign altemates, corresponding to a phase di erence of between

adjpcent S layers. T his behavior can be understood from sim ple argum ents. T he density of states
and the localm agnetic m om ent re ect also this periodicity.

PACS numbers: 7450+ r, 7425Fy, 7480 Fp

I. NTRODUCTION

The study of layered ferrom agnet—superconductor
(F /S) heterostructure has sustained the active Interest of
m any researchers. T his is due in great part to continuing
and recent progress in the preparation and fabrication of
m ultilayer system s, and to the potential use of such het-
erostructures in various in portant applications. In par-
ticular, structures consisting of altemating ferrom agnet
F) and superconductor (S) layersm ay exhibit, iIn certain
cases, a ground state in which the di erence betw een
the order param eter phase of adpcent superconductor
layers equals . These are the so called \ janctions".
These F /S hybrid structures o er advances in the el
ofnanoscale technology, Including quantum com putjng,:l_‘
where the In plem entation of a quantum two—level sys-
tem is based on superconducting loops of  junctions.
Furthem ore, arti cial com posites involving a supercon—
ductor sandw iched betw een tw o ferrom agnets, the design
ofwhich follow s from giant m agnetorggjstive GM R) de—
vices, show potentialuse as spin-valve?® and nonvolatile
m em ory elem entsf An essential principle behind m any
ofthese spin-based devices is the dam ped oscillatory na—
ture of the C ooper pairs in the ferrom agnet region, and
the associated phase shift in the superconducting order
param eter.

The coupling between nearby superconductors sspa—
rated by a ferrom agnet is a property that follow s from
the proxim ity e ects, which in the context of F /S m ulti-
layers consist of the existence of superconducting correla—
tions in the ferrom agnet and m agnetic correlations in the
superconductor, arising from theirm utualin uence. The
resulting superconducting phase coherence is quanti ed
by the pair amplitude F (r) = h’y @) "v (£)i, where the

are the usual annihilation operators. It is now well
established that the leakage of supepconductivity is due
to the process of Andreev re ection?, whereby a quasi

particle ncident on a F/S interface is retrore ected as
a quasihole of opposite spin. It is n tum the coherent
superposition of these states, spin solit by the exchange

eld in the ferrom agnet, that ultim ately leads to dam ped
oscillations of F (r) In the m agnet, w ith a characteristic
length ¢ typically much sn aller than the superconduct—
Ing ooherence length (. These oscillations are akin to
high,,,eld oscillatory phenom ena described a long tin e
ago £ In the absence of currents and m agnetic elds, the
m odulation of the order param eter determ ines w hether
tw o neighboring superconductor layers share a stable
or 0 phase di erence. For a m ultilayer F /S heterostruc—
ture w ith ferrom agnet layers oforder ¢ in width, it is
htuiively evident, taking Into account the continuity of
F (r) across the F /S interface and the particular oscilla—
tory nature ofthe pairam plitude in the ferrom agnet, that
a con guration will resul in which it is energetically fa—
vorableto have a phase di erenceof = , ratherthan
zero, betw een successive superconducting layers. T his in—
deed tums out to be the case.

A lthough recently there has been a surge of inter-
est In the study of F/S mulilayer structures, (sce eg.
the_theoretical work of Refs. B0 BZ4T34.518,
1819202123,232425 and the experin ental work
discussed below ) work on superconductor-ferrom agnet—
supemonductor (SF'S) Jossphson junctions started long
ago 29 The Josephson current was calculated for a short
weak link in the clean lim it, and found to exhibit osgilla-
tions asa function ofthe ferrom agnet exchange ed?l
was later dem onstrated that for an SFS sandw ich obey—
Ing the dirty lim it conditions, the critical current os—
cillates as a function of the thickness of the m agnet,
and of the exchange e % A more detailed analysis
of dirty Junctions near the critical tem perature al-
lowed for di ering transgarencies of the ferrom agnet-
superconductor nterfaces®? M any interesting phenom —
ena have been proposed or discussed. C alculations were
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m ore recently perform ed for an SFS junction with ar-
bitrary im puriy, concentration. For non-hom ogeneous
m agnetization 2124 the superconductor may exhbit a
nonzero triplet com ponent extending well into the m ag—
net. For quasi two-dim ensional, tightbinding, F/S
atom icscale mulilayers, the ground state was shown
in some cases to be the  statdd, and the density
of states DO S) exhibited prom inent features that de—
pend critically qn the exchange eld and transfer inte—
gralparam eters®d Form ultilayer structures consisting of
two ferrom agnets and an insulator sandw iched between
tw o superconductors, an, enhancem ent of the Josephson
current was predicted?%2% for antiparallel alignm ent of
the m agnetization In the ferrom agnet layers. Spin-orbit
scatteringt 922 and changing the relative orientation an-
gk ofthe in-planem agnetization3 were shown to signif-
icantly m odify the behavior of the dc Josephson current.

The rapidly evolving theoretical view s com pounded
wih technological advancem ents which pem it the
fabrication of wellcharacterized heterostructures, has
prom pted a considerable num ber of experim ental nves—
tigations of ooupling on several fronts. A study of the
superconducting transition tem perature for F/S multi-
layers revealed oscillatory behavior as a function of fer—
rom agnet thickness24 For “Junctions involving relatively
weak ferrom agnets, variations in tem perature can induce
a crossoyer from = 0 to the state, and this was
observed?? as oscillations of the critical current versus
tem perature. The transition to the  state is also re—

ected in critical current m easurem ents for Josephson
Junctions In which the ferrom agnet layer separating the
two superconductors was system atically varjedfq The
superconducting phase was m easured djxectjy@: using
SQU ID ’'sm adeof jinctions, dem onstrating a halfquan—
tum  ux shift in the di raction pattem. D irect evidence
of the oscillatory behavior of the superconducting corre-
lations in the ferrom agnet was found through tunneling
spectroscopy m easurem ents which yielded inversions in
DO S for a thin ferrom agnetig -In , In contrast w ith the
behavior in a superconductor4

A common feature that pervades m ost of the theo—
retical work m entioned above is the use of quasiclas—
sical form alisn s, often com pounded by the neglect of
self-consistency for the space dependent pair potential,

(r). These approxin ations do have the advantage of
providing an accessible and e cient m ethod to approxi-
m ately calculate properties of inhom ogeneous supercon—
ducting system s, while avoiding the cum bersom e num er-
ical issues that arise when attem pting to solve the cor—
resoonding, m uch m ore com plicated, selfconsistent m i-
croscopic equations. The general underlying draw back
of such approxin ations how ever, is the elin nation from
consideration of phenom ena at the atom ic length scalke
given by the Fem i wavelength, r, as can be seen in
the derivation ofthe E ilenberger equations23 Further ap-
proxin ations follow when the assum ption is m ade that
them ean free path ismuch shorterthan g, In which case
the E ilenberger equations reduce to the w idely used U s—
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adelequaﬁons?‘; T he elin nation of the relatively am all
length scales poses problem s or quasiclassical m ethods
(even when _selfconsistent) when interfacial scattering
is involved L% or when the geom etry or potentials have
sharp variations on the atom ic scale. These issues, of
Increasing experin ental in portance given the ever in —
proving quality of the experin ental sam ples, often re—
quire nontriviale ective boundary conditions that m ust
supplem ent the basic equations. The problem worsens
when dealing w ith m ultilayer structures, where the suc—
cessive re ections and txanam ission of quasiparticles cre—
ates closed Uajector:ieséii that m ay render the quasiclas—
sical approxin ation schem e inapplicable.

In thispaperw e investigate the proxin ity e ect and as—
sociated electronic properties of clean three-dim ensional
F /S m ultilayer structures com prised ofaltemating super-
conductor and ferrom agnet layers. O ur em phasis is on
the study of the existence of pair potential behavior of
the type.W e Inplem ent a com plete selfconsistent m i
croscopic theory that treats all the characteristic length
scales on an equal footing, and thus can accom m odate
allquantum interference e ects that are lkely to be per—
tinent. The problem willbe solved from a wave finction
approach using the Bogoliibov-de G ennes (B dG, ) equa—
tions. To do so, we extend an earlier m ethod®% used
for a single F/S structure, to allow for a m ore com pli-
cated geom etry, consisting ofan arbitrary num ber of lay—
ers. Selfconsjstency is rigorously included, as it hasbeen
dem onstrated®d21 that this isessentialin the study ofthe
proxin ity e ect at F /S interfaces.

W e present in Sec.II the geom etry and the num erical
approach w e take to solve them icroscopicBdG equations
and obtain the self consistent energy spectra (eigenval-
ues and eigenfunctions). W e also explain in som e detail
how the IocalD O S and the ground state energy are cal-
culated. In Sec;g]j: we rst present our results for SFS
structures and show exam ples of the relevant quantities:
these nclide rst ofallthe pair am plitude, which isused
to illustrate the cases in which either the 0 or state is
energetically favored. The thickness of the F layer or
layers tums out to be the decisive param eter, w ith the
zero and  states periodically altemating in stability as
this quantity varies. T he experim entally accessble DO S
averaged over a superconducting layer is next discussed:
resuls for both the sum and the di erence ofthe up and
down spin tem s are presented and their correlation w ith
the zero or states dem onstrated. Results for the local
m agneticm om ent, which we show how to calculate from
the spin-dependent localD O S, are also given: In the su—
perconductor this quantity m easures the penetration of
m agnetic correlations. W e analyze also, in a sim ilar fash-
jon, a m ore com plicated ve layer structure, discuss the
sin ilarities and di erences between the two geom etries,
and the generalization ofour resuls to m ore com plicated
structures. Finally in Sec.'_l\z: webrie y sum m arize our re—
sults and discuss potentialexperin entalin plications and
foture work.
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FIG .1: Schem atic ofthem odelgeom etry used in thispaper.

T he totalthickness in the z direction isd, and the thicknesses
ofthe S and F layers are ds and dr as indicated. There is a
totalnumberN; of layersN; = 3 and N = 5 in thiswork,
w ith the outer ones being superconducting. T he line breaks
in the m iddle region denote repetition.

II. METHOD

In this paper we consider a sem iin nite multilayer
structure of total length d in the z-direction, consisting
of an odd number N; of altemate superconductor (S)
and ferrom agnetic ) layers, each of width ds and dr
respectively (see Fjg.:gi). T he sandw ich con guration is
such that the com plete structure begins and ends w ith
a superconductor layer. The free surfaces at z = 0 and
z = d are specularly re ecting. The basic m ethodology
we use is an,extension of that which hasbeen previously
discussed 2987 Upon taking into account the translational
Invariance In the x  y plane, one can inm ediately w rite
down the BdG 28 equations for the spin-up and soin-down
quasipartick and quasihole wave finctions (u, ;v),

H b ) u, () _ u, () O
@) H+ho@] v@) ")
w here the free-particle H am iltonian is de ned as,
i@_z + " E ( ). (2)
om @z2 | ¢ F e

Here ", is the transverse kinetic energy, the , are the
quasiparticle energy eigenvalues, and (z) isthe pairpo—
tential, described below . T he m agnetic exchange energy

ho (z) is equalto a constant hy In the ferrom agnet lay—
ers, and zero elsewhere. A potentialU (z) descrdbing in—
terface scattering can easily be added to Egn. :_2 We
de ne the quantity Er (z) to equal Ery In the mag-
netic layers, so that in these regions, Eg» = Ery + ho,
and Erps = Epy hy. Likew ise, n the superconduct-
Ing layers, Er (z) = Ers . The din ensionless param eter
I hh=Ery characterizes the strength of the m agnet.
At I = 1, one therefore reaches the half m etallic Iim it.
From the symm etry ofthe problem , the solutions for the
other set of wavefinctions (uf;v)) are easily dbtained
from those ofEgns. (:1.') by allow Ing for both positive and
negative energies. The BAG equations are com pleted by
the self consistency condition for the pair potential,

u @)V @)+ uf @)V () tanh(,=2T);
3)

where T is the tem perature, g(z) is the e ective cou-
pling descrdbing the electron-electron interaction, which
be take to be a constant g w ithin the superconductor lay—
ers and zero w ithin the ferrom agnet layers,and !p isthe
D ebye energy. W e have not included spin-orbit coupling,
and assum ed that all of the F layers are m agnetically
aligned and hence?l considered singlet pairing only, in
the swave, _

W e sowvell Eq. () by expanding the quasiparticle am -
plitudes in tem s ofa nie gibset of a set of orthonor-

rEr}albasjs vectors, u, (z) = u,, ¢ (@), and vt (z) =

a
qviq q(z). W e use the com plete set of eigenfunctions
4@)=Teji= 2=dsi(k.z), whereky = o= d, and g
is a positive integer. The nite range of the pairing in-
teraction !p pem itsthe numberN ofsuch basis vectors
to be cut o in the usualway.% O nce this is done, we
arrive at the follow ing 2N 2N m atrix eigensystem ,

H* D _ @)
D H n — n nr
" " # #

where g = Uyq7:::5U,y iVy1i:i5V,y )t The matrix

elementsH [, connecting 4 to ¢ are constructed from
the realspace quantities in Eq.Q,'),

h 1 @2 i .
+ "
H p= "q E@"’ 2 Er (2) b (z) g
K2 Z g Z g
= im0 dz 4 @)Egp»(2) o (@) dz 4 @Z)Er () o (@): a)
2m 0 0
T he expression for H o is calculated sin flarly. The o -diagonalm atrix elem ents D 4 are given as,
Z g
D gy = haj (2)jq°i= dz 4(z) @) o (@): (5b)

0



A fter perform ing the integrations, Eq.{_ﬁé) can be expressed as
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w here the sum is over even integers only. T he diagonalm atrix elem ents are som ew hat sin pler, and are w ritten,
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T he selfconsistency condition, Eq.(:j), isnow transfom ed into,

)X X ° h
am, u' vt
kr d f TnpTnp
pip’ a

where (z) = g(@z)N (0), and N (0) isthe DO S for both
soins of the superconductor in the nomm al state. The
quantum numbers n encom pass the continuous trans—
verse energy ", , and the quantized longiudinalm om en—
tum index g.

T he prim ary quantity of interest is the localdensity of
one particle exciations In the system , N (z;"). Current
experin ental tools such as the scanning tunneling m i-
croscope (STM ) have atom ic scale resolution, and m ake
this quantity experin entally accessble. Since it is as—
sum ed that well de ned quasiparticles exist, the tun-
neling current is simply expressed as a convolution of
the oneparticle spectral function of the STM tip with
the spectral function for the ferrom agnet-superconductor
sy stem #4 The resultant tunneling conductance, which is
proportionalto the DO S, is then given as a sum of the
Individualcontrbutionsto theD O S from each soin chan—
nel. W e have:

N (z;")= Nuw(z;")+ Ny (z;"); 8)

w here the localD O S Poreach spin state is given by

X n . . @)
Nw(z; )= b, @F£2( )+ B @FE% + n)
9a)
n @)
Ny@z )= bt @) P )+ & @FE% + )

(9b)

#
o+ Up,V, o

i
sin kpz) sin (kpoz) tanh ( ,=2T); (7)

Here themm al broadening is accounted for in the temm
nvolving the derivative of the Fem i function £, £0( ) =
Qf=@

W e shall see below that we w ill also need to com pare
di erent selfconsistent states. In general this is done in
term s of the free energy. H owever, we w ill consider here
only the low tem perature lim it. For T ! 0, the entropy
term can be neglected, as it vanishes proportionally to
T?. In this case allwe need is the ground state energy
E (. In evaluating this quantiy som e care m ust be taken
In properly including all energy shifts, even in,the bulk

cast?%%. In the inhom ogeneous case the resul®3 can be
w ritten as:
24 2y 1
Eo= dz N (z;"d +-hj @)3%1 10)
0 1 °)

where the angularbrackets in hj (z)j?1idencte the spatial
average, and N (z;") isgiven in Eqn:g O ne can rew rite
E( In a som ewhat m ore standard way:

X X o h i

1
Eo= n W)+ WP+ e @)3%; an

which in principle gives E( In tem s of the calculated
excitation spectra.



III. RESULTS

In this section we present and discuss the results that
we have obtained through our num erical solution of the
m atrix eigensystem Eq. @) and the selfconsistency con—
dition Eq. (:j) . W ewillstudy thetwo casesofN = 3 and
N = 5, that is, SF'S and SFSFS structures separately.
W e consider only \reqular" structures In which allS lay-
ershave the sam e thicknessds , which wew illtaketo be a

xed value largerthan o, whike theF layers, when there
ism ore than one, have all the sam e thickness, dr , which
wewillvary. W ith the assum ption that no current ows
across the sam ple, the quantity (z) can be taken to be
real, but i can in principle switch sign (zero or state)
In going from one S layer to the next.

In our calculationswe have studied two di erent values
ofthe parameter I, I= 05 and I = 1. W e have set the
superconducting correlation length ¢ to o k o= 50,
where kg is the Fem i wavevector of the superconduc—
tor, and taken ! Ihb=Ergs = 01 for the din ensionlgss
D ebye energy cuto . It Hllows from previous studies?’
that the 1rst of these param eters sin ply sets the over—
all length scale in the superconductor and is of little
relevance whenever dg exceeds o, as will be the case
here, whilke the second is unin portant at low tem pera—
tures (the lim it that we will consider), as it sin ply sets
the scale for T.. W e have also assum ed that there is no
oxide barrier betw een the layers and that the \m isn atch
parameter" = Egry =Ers) isuniy. A nonzero bar-
rier height would In general din Inish the am plitude of
all the phenom ena discussed here, w thout qualitatively
altering the results. The possble in yence of varying
is m ore com plicated: this param ete8? determ ines, to—
gether w ith I, the basic spatial periodicity of the prob—
m, (& k) !, wherek. and k; are respectively
the Ferm iw avevectors ofthe parabolic up and down spin
bands in the ferrom agnet) which we shall see is very in —
portant here. Furthem ore, the am plitude of the oscilla=
tory behavior ound in sin pler SF structures decreased’]
w ith

A s explained In previous work (see Refs. :_3-§,:_§]‘), the
self consistent solution to these equations is obtained i—
eratively: onem akes a suitable miialguess for (z), di
agonalizes the system Egn. @) for that guess, and com —
putes an iterated (z) from (7_5 T he process is then
repeated until convergence is obtained. The technical-
ities for the self consistent solution of thesg -equations
were extensively discussed in previouswork®™3. The di-
agonalization in tem s of the orthonom al basis chosen
m ust be perform ed for each value of ", in the appropri-
ate range. W e took here N, = 5000 di erent values of
", , exoept as indicated below , and the num ber of basis
functions required for convergence wasup to N = 1000.
T he self consistent solution process is term inated when
the relative error between consecutive iterated values of

(z) nowhere exceeds 10 *. W e have found that the
num ber of iterations needed to achieve self consistency
can be quite large: in m ost cases, it exceeds fhy.

Because our ob ective here is to discuss the possible
states, In starting the iteration process we m ake two dif-
ferent initial guesses: one is of the ordinary \zero" state
form , where the initial guess has the sam e sign (conven-—
tionally positive) In all the superconducting layers, and
one of the fom , where i altemates sign from one S
layer to the next. W e have found that in som e cases, for
exam ple HrSF S structuresw ith sm allds (ie., < ¢),and
dr < ¢ ,the selfconsistent (z) typically convergesto
either a 0 or -state regardless of the initial guess, de—
pending on dp . A sin ilar trend holds for the small dg

ve layer SFSFS system but over a broader dr range.
H owever, for the reqular structures that we w ill focus on
here, w ith dg o, two di erent self consistent solutions
are always obtained, one of the zero and one of the
type, according to the type of initialguess. W e interpret
this as show ing that two localm inin a of the free energy
exist. W e then have to determm ine the stable m inim um
by calculating the free energy (or rather, at low tem per-
ature, the ground state energy) of both self consistent
states, as discussed below , and com paring them .

A. SFS

W e consider rstthe case ofan SEF'S sandw ich. P relin —
inary investigations showed that the situation of Interest
occurs when the m agnetic layer is not too thick. This
is as expected, since the overall length over which the
superconducting correlations penetrate (in an oscillatory
way) Into the m agnet is characterized by (k- k) I,
which at the relatively large values of I considered here
is fairly sm all. Thus, we have taken in the studies pre—
sented here a thickness ks ds = 300 forthe superconduct—
Ing layers, and the param eter ks dr m eanw hile, is varied
In the range betw een one and twenty. T he choice ofkg dg
determ ines, through standard BC S theory relations, the
valie of the ratio of the superconductor Fem ienergy to
the buk order param eter.

A s explained above, results were obtained by ieration
from two iniial con gurations of (z), wih the nitial
guesses corresponding to opposite signs for the pair po—
tential n each of the two S layers. For the range of
param eters considered here, both initial guesses led in
all cases to self consistent con gurations, which were et
ther of the zero orofthe types, according to the initial
guess. This is descrbed in Fig.d, where we show ex-—
am ples of the two self consistent solutions for the pair
am plitude F (Z ), as a function of the dim ensionless dis-
tance Z k z. Ik is not surprising that both types of
solutionsare found: it isafterallobviousthat in the lim it
where dr is su ciently large, both solutions m ust exist
and be degenerate. The pair amplitude F (z) = g (z)
does not vanish identically in the m agnetic region, but
it exhbits the wellknown oscillations. In the supercon-—
ductor, it rises in absolute value tow ards the bulk result,
away from the S/F interfaces. Resuls are shown Portwo
values of I and two values ofksdr . W e can see that In
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FIG .2: (Colronline). Resuls for the pairam plitudeF (Z),
nom alized to the bulk superconductor value, as a function of
Z ks z, In an SF S structure. T he din ensionless thickness of
the S portions is ks ds = 300, while the corresponding values
of the din ensionless thickness of the Intervening F layer are
(from top tobottom ) ksdr = 10;16;19. Theblue (solid) lines
represent selfconsistent solutions ofthe zero type, and the red
lines altemative self consistent solutions of the type. The
value of T is 0.5 and the superconducting correlation length
is o= 50.

certain cases, depending on the thickness of the F layer,
F (z) In the superconductor (and hence (z)) is larger,
in absolute value, for the 'zero’ than forthe state (see
top panel), whilke in som e other cases (m iddle panel) the
opposite occurs, and for yet som e other dr valies (see
the bottom panel) there is no ocbservable di erence. In—
tuitively, this happens because of the di erent way, de—
pending on ks dr , In which the pairam plitude in the two
superconductor regions m ust adjist iself to the oscilla-
tions in them agnet. T hat the oscillatory behavior of the
pair am plitude in the F Jlayer is clearly di erent for the
zero and  solutions can be seen by careful exam ination
of the portion ofthe plots which lies in the F region.

To nd out the most stabl con guration, one must
com pute the di erence In the ground state energies, or
equivalently the condensation energies, of the zero and

_states. This can be done in principle by using Eqn.
d_lil;) . In practice this is com putationally very di cut:
the value of E( for each state must be com puted sepa—

rately from isown spectrum (which can consist ofup to
10° eigenstates), and the results subtracted. Since each
E ¢ Includes the nom al state energy, which ism any or-
ders of m agnitude larger than the condensation energy
sought, this requires extrem e num erical accuracy. The
problem is exacerbated because the \logarithm ic" last
tem in the right side of Egn. C_l-]_:) is in iself much
larger than the condensation energy (and the latter is
itself considerably larger, as we shall see below , than the
condensation energy di erence between the two states),
and must be exactly canceled by a portion of the rst
term . This is a wellkknown problm, even in the bulk
case, w here great care has to be taken® to m ake the del-
icate cancellation analytically explicit. W e have found i
technically In practical to num erically com pute E from
Eqn. {I1) fr all cases considered?’ with the required
precision. H ow ever, by using increased values of N, and
N in a few selected caseswe havebeen able to verify that
the ground state condensation energy (that is, after sub-
tracting the nom al ground state energy E o, calculated
for the sam e geom etry and param eter values except for
setting g = 0) for either the zero or states is, for the
cases considered here where dr issmalland dg >> o,
approxin ately given by:
Eo Eon N (0)hj Fi: 12)
T hisresult is, a posteriorinot surprising at allin the lin it
of large ds and an alldr , as i is quite sin ilar to what is
ound®d analytically ©rthebuk: in that case isexactly
0.5 and the spatial average is of course replaced by the
uniform bulk valle. In our case we nd the coe cient
< 0:5 w ithin our num ericaluncertainty. T he right side
ofEagn. {_lg‘) is of course very easy to com pute. Thus, we
have adopted a procedurebased on Egn. {_ig) to com pare
condensation energies for the two com peting states.

The results are shown in Fjgure::%’. T he quantity plot—
ted there isthe di erence betw een the values ofhj j2i for
the zero and  states nom alized to N (0) 2, where
isthebuk gap. T his nom alization corresponds to tw ice
the buk value Ilim it of the condensation energy. This
is then a din ensionless m easure of the condensation (or
equivalently, ground state) energy di erence between the
self consistent zero and con gurations, (see Eqn. (:_1-2_;)) .
T hisnom alized energy di erence isplotted asa function
of the dim ensionless thickness kg dr of the interm ediate
F layer, which is sandw iched between thick (ksds = 300)
S layers. W e see that the di erence In energies is, as one
would expect, only a an all fraction (about one tenth at
the m ost) of the bulk condensation energy. W e also see
that it is an oscillatory function ofkgs dr . C om parison of
the top and bottom panels which correspond to I = 05
and I = 1 regpectively) show s that the rough periodiciy
ofthese results is appraxin ately given by (k« k) ', and
it is in fact very sin 18’ quantitatively to the oscillatory
behavior of the pair am plitude F (z) In a thick m agnetic
layer. At amall ksdr , the zero state is obviously very
favored, as one would expect, whilk in the lim i of large
ksdr the energy di erence is of course zero, re ecting
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FIG .3: (Coloronline). The di erence in condensation ener—
gies, E o,between the zero and states foran SF S sandw ich
in the low tem perature lim it, nom alized to N (0) %, calcu—
lated as explained in the text. The results are plotted as a
function ofthe din ensionless thickness ks dr of the ferrom ag-
netic layer, for two values of I. At an all dr the zero state
is favored. The periodicity of the resuls is detem ined by
ke ky) !, asexpected.

the degeneracy of the two states. The In uence of the
param eter I is quite dram atic: in the halfm etallic case
(low er panel) the rst peak favoring the state ismore
prom Inent and the zero state is generally speaking less
favorable than for the interm ediate value of I shown In
the top panel.

W etum now to the density ofstates O 0 S) forthisge-
om etry. Typical results are exhibied in F ig. :ﬁJ:, wherewe
show the DO S, integrated over the superconducting re—
gion ofthicknessksds = 300, as a function of the energy
nom alized to (. Resuls are shown for two values of I
(top and bottom panels) and, for each value of I, at two
values of ks dr , one corresponding to the case where the
equilbriim state is of the zero type, and the other cor-
responding to the opposite situation. One can see that
for T = 05 there are states in the gap, and that these
states are m ore prom lnent In the case where there is
a zero energy anallpeak. At I = 1 theDOS results are
also di erent: although forboth ofthe cases shown there
is a gap in the spectrum , the location of the peaks near
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FIG. 4: (Color online). Density of states DO S) resuls

for SF'S structures. The quantity plotted is the IocalDO S
integrated over one S layer, nom alized to N (0). T he energy
isnom alized to thebuk gap (. The top panelshow s resuls
at ksde = 5, where the stable state (see Fig.d) is of the

type (red curve, labeled as ) and at ksdr = 10, where the
zero state is m ore stable (blue solid curve, labeled \0"). In
the bottom panel, I = 1 and consistent w ith the doubling of

I, the thicknessesdisplayed arehalved toksdr = 25 ( case)
and ksdr = 5 (zero case). See text for discussion.
the gap edge is not the sam e for the zero and  states,

w ith the rstpeaksbeing m ore prom inent and at higher
energies in the latter case. T hus, there are genuine di er—
ences between the DO S of zero and  states, which m ay
be experin entally ocbservable.

Tt is also of Interest to show the di erence between the
localD O S forup and down states, as de ned by

N (z;") Ne(z;") Ny@;"): 13)
This is done in Fig. "EJx, where results are shown for the
tw 0 cases corresoonding to those also displayed in the top
panelofF ig.4. The di erentialD O S shown is integrated
over the thickness of one S layer, and nom alized to the
totalnom albulk DO S value. Because ofthe nite valie
of I, the results are not symm etric around zero energy.
O ne can see that the energy structure at the gap edge is
appreciably m ore prom inent forthe thicknessvalie which
corresponds to an equilbriim  state, whilke for the zero
state the structure is broader and m ore di used.

An alemative way of illustrating the m agnetic polar-
ization e ects, which has also the advantage of providing
lJocal inform ation, is through the use of the localm ag—
neticmoment m (z). This quantity is easily obtained by
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FIG.5: (Coloronline). D i erentialdensity of states OO S)
between up and down spin states for SES structures. The
quantity plotted is that de ned in Eq. (I3), integrated over
one S layer, and nom alized to N (0). Resuls are shownI for
I=05atksde = 5, where the stablk state (see Fig. 3) is
of the type (red curve) and at ksdr = 10, where the zero
state ism ore stable (lue solid curve).

Integration ofthe IocalD O S resuls. O ne has:

Z

m @)= 3 d" N z;")E(); (14)

where p isthe Bohrm agneton and the integralextends

over the occupied states In the band. T his can be cast In
a m ore convenient form as:

m @)= s Mn@z)i y@)il; 1s)

where m (z)i is the average number density for each
spin subband, and isw ritten in term s ofthe quasiparticle
am plitudes as,
X n o
m (z)i= i, @FE () + b, @FL  £()] 5
(Le)

Tt ism ore Instructive to plot m (z) nom alized to the cor-
resoonding integralofN « (z;")+ N 4 (z;") . W e denote this
nom alized quantity by M (z) and we plot i, In unis of
the Bohrm agneton, In FJg:§ T he tw o panels there cor-
resoond to values of T and ks dr as in the corresponding
top and bottom panels ofFjg.:ff. W e see In this gure
that for relatively an allks dr , the quantity plotted rises
up sharply from the F/S interface and then has a slow
m odulation as it approaches itsbulk valie in the F layer.
T he m agnetization does not vanish identically inside the
superconductor: its behavior there consists of strongly
dam ped oscillations, w ith an overall characteristic spa—
tialdecay on the order ofa few Femm iwavelengths. The
e ect does not seem to depend strongly on whether one
is dealing w ith zero or states.

T he self consistent resuls displayed can also be inter—
preted as representing an e ective, local value of I (z),

M(Z)/ by

FIG.6: (Color online). Nom an_zgd localm agnetic m om ent
as de ned In the text and Eqn. 15. Results in the top and
bottom panels correspond to the sam e values of I and thick—
ness as in the corresponding panels of F ig. :ﬁil T hus the top
panelisforI = 05 and ksdr = 5;10, while the bottom panel
isforI=1and ksdr = 25;5.

through the relation M (z) = 5 [ + I(z))>? @
I@)?EA+ I@) ™2+ (I I@)Y?]. The quantiy
I(z) is then the m agnetic counterpart of the self consis-
tent F' (z), m easuring directly the m agnetic part of the
proxin ity e ect, that is, the leakage ofm agnetic correla—
tions into the superconductor.

woa .
it B. SFSFS

In this subsection we consider the case of m ore com —
plicated, wve Jayer structures. These are realizable
experin entally?4 and therefre of considerablke interest.
A s in the three layer case, we w ill study the situation
where the three superconducting layers are relatively
thick, taking again ksds = 300 and the F layers are
thin enough so that F /S proxim ity e ects cannot be ne—
glected. _

W ebegin by considering (seeF ig."%) the pairam plitude
F (z). This gure is in every way analogous to Fjg.:_Z, ex—
cept for the Insets, where we display in m ore detail the
behavior of F (z) in one of the ferrom agnetic layers. Re—
sults for solutions of both the zero and the type are
shown. Both are obtained selfconsistently, the rst by
starting from an iniialguess in which the sign of the or-
der param eter In the three S layers is always the sam e,
and the second by starting w ith a guess in which the or-
der param eter In the m ddl S layer is the opposite to
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FIG.7: (Colronline).Resuls for the pairam plitudeF (Z),
nom alized to the bulk superconductor value, as a function of
Z ks z, n an SFSFS structure, for I = 0:5. The din en—
sionless thickness of the S portions is ksds = 300, and the
corresponding values of the din ensionless thickness of the in—
tervening F layer are (from top to bottom ) ksdr = 10;16;19.
Theblue (solid) lines represent selfconsistent solutions ofthe
zero type, and the red lines of the type. The Insets are a
m agni cation ofone ofthe F regions. T he verticalaxis in the
Insets varies between 35 in dim ensionless units.

that in the other two layers. Self consistent solutions are
always reached by iteration, for large ds and d¢ In the
ranges shown, in eitther case. W e observe the expected
depletion of F (z) near the F/S interfaces, and the sub—
sequent approach towards it bulk valie over the length
scale o, wih themaximum (z) In the central S layer
slightly reduced from the bulk (. W e also see In the
m ain panels that depending on the value of ks dr , the
absolute value of F (z) In the superconductors varies pe—
riodically between being larger In the zero state to be-
Ing larger in the state, as was the case for three layer
structures. T he insets illustrate m ore clearly how the ex—
istence ofthe tw o states relates to the oscillations of F' (z)
In the ferrom agnetic region, which are very di erent in
each case.

A s in the three layer case, therefore, we nd that there
are two localm inin a of the free energy, corresponding
to the zero and alematives. A gain, the absolute m in—
Inum, at low tem perature, m ust be found by com paring
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FIG.8: (Coloronline).Dierence In condensation energies,

E o, between the zero and states for a ve layer SFSFS
system , calculated as explained in the text, and nom alized
toN (0) %,asi Fig.3. Thisquantity isplotted asa fanction
ofthe thickness ks dr ofeach ferrom agnetic layer. R esuls for
two values of T are shown.

the two condensation energies. Thiswe do in the same
way as for the three layer case (see Eqgn. .’:I-Zj and associ-
ated discussion). The results are shown in Fig. &, which
should be com pared with FJg:_j The two gures are
rem arkably sin ilar. In both cases the behavior is os—
cillatory, w ith the sam e approxin ate spatial periodiciy
related to that of the pair am plitude oscillations. Again,
the obvious resuls that the zero state is favored at an all
ksdr and that the two states are degenerate for large
ksdr are recovered. The three and ve layer plots are
not identical, however: in the latter case we nd that
the overall scale of the phenom enon is nearly a factor
of two higher, as one can see by com paring the vertical
axes. The rst peak favoring the state is higher and
sharper for ve layers. A though the e ect of ncreasing
the layer num ber is not as dram atic as that of increasing
I, one can neverthelss assert from the trend that the
oscillatory behavior w th dr would not only persist but
would be even m ore prom inent if the num ber of layers
were fuirther Increased, as in superlattices.

A few selected DO S resuls for this SFSF'S geom etry
are shown in Fig.i4, which should be viewed in com pari-
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FIG. 9: (Color online). D ensity of states DO S) results
for SFSFS structures. The localD O S integrated over one of
the external S layers, nom alized to N (0), is plotted vs. the
energy nom alized to the buk gap (. The top panelshows
results at ksde = 5, where the stable state (see Fig. §) is
ofthe type (red curve, labeled as \ ") and at ksdr = 10,
where the zero state ism ore stable (blue solid curve, labeled
\0"). In the bottom panel, I = 1 and the thicknesses are
ksdr = 25 ( case) and ksdr = 5 (zero case).

son w ith the ana]ogoustg.E for the SF'S structure. The
quantity plotted is averaged over one of the two outside
S layers, and all param eters are chosen to be the sam e
asin Fjg.:ff. T he sin ilarity between the two guresisat
rst sight very rem arkable, although a second look show s
that the structure of the subgap peaks is far from being
the sam e, particularly for the zero state case, where ad—
ditional shoulders appear at I = 1. O ne conclides again
thatm any features, ncluding the zero energy peak in the
stable state ofthe top panel, are robust w ith respect to
Increasing the num ber of Jayers, and very likely to persist,
and even be m ore ocbvious, In larger regular structures.
The di erential DO S between up and down states for
this geom etry exhibits a behavior su ciently sim ilar to
that displayed in Fjg.'x_'ﬁ for the SF'S case that there isno
need to display it in a separate gure here. O n the other
hand, i is worthwhile to illustrate an exam ple of the
nom alized localm agneticmoment M (z). This is done
on Fig. :_l-(_i, where this quantiy, as de ned in Eqgn. :_l-é_i'
is plotted with the sam e nom alization and param eter
values as in the top panel of F ig. :§ T he behavior for
the two geom etries is certainly sim ilar, but one again
sees that the m agnetic penetration e ects becom e m ore
prom inent as the num ber of layers increases from three
to wve. This is another Indication that such e ects are
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FIG .10: (Coloronline). N om alized localm agneticm om ent

for an SFSFS structure, as de ned in the text and Eqn. 4.
Resultsare or I = 05 and ksdr = 5;10.

very likely to be easier to observe In structures nvoking
a larger num ber of layers.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

W e have rigorously Investigated the proxim iy e ects
that occur in clean multilayered F /S structures of the
SEFS and SFSFS type. W e used a m icroscopic wave—
function approach that does not coarse grain over length
scalesoforder f , and thus accounts for atom ic-scale ef-
fects. T he space dependence of the pair am plitude F (z)
was obtained selfconsistently by using an e cient nu-
m erical algorithm . From the calculated eigenstates, we
w ere then able to obtain the experin entally relevant local
m agnetic m om ent, and the localdensity of states.

W ehavedem onstrated that forallthe cases considered,
w here the thickness dg of the superconducting layers is
much greater than  and that of the ferrom agnetic re-
gions is relatively am all, two localm Inim a of the ground
state energy exist, thus yielding selfconsistent states of
the 0 and types. T hrough a carefilanalysis of the pair
am plitude and exciation spectrum , we have calculated
w hich ofthese two states is the actualground state, w ith
the lowest energy. T he results show that the di erence in
condensation energiesbetween the 0 and statesexhibits
dam ped oscillations as a fiinction of ferrom agnet w idth,
w ith the characteristic exchange- eld dependent spatial
period being given approxim ately as 2 (k» k) !, the
sam e quantity w hich characterizesthe oscillationsofF (z)
In bilayers. The IocalDO S exhibits strikingly di erent
behavior for two exchange elds that di ered by a fac-
toroftwo.ForI= 035, the subgap DO S show s a gapless
structure, w ith features that depend strongly on whether
the ferrom agnet w idth corresponds to the 0 or  state.
The halfm etallic case (I = 1:0) is on the other hand
gapless in the range of dr considered, and the m odi ed



excitation spectrum reveals itself through the di ering
peaks In theD O S. To illustrate the leakage ofm agnetian
Into the superconductor, the di erential DO S between
the spin up and spin down states was presented for a
SFS junction. The most prom inent spin-splitting was
seen forthe —junction at energies = g 1. W ebelieve
that this represents an experim entally in portant signa—
ture for the state. W e have also calculated the local
m agneticm om ent forboth the three and ve layer cases,
to give further insight into m agnetic polarization e ects.
A Yhough we found the resuls to be relatively insensitive
toa 0 or state con guration, we were able to extract
an e ective localvalue ofI (z) In both theF and S layers.
The calculations and m ethod used in this paper, al-
though su ciently general to lnclide in the future m ore
com plicated e ects (eg. nitetem perature, otherpairing
states, spin— ip scattering, and im purities), were taken
within the ballistic 1im it. This lm it is appropriate for
ferrom agnet layersw hose w idth is lessthan them ean free

11

path, and this is consistent w ith our calculations, where
we have taken kg dr 20. The Inclision of interfacial
scattering would lkely have the e ect ofdin inishing the
proxim iy e ect, w ithout qualitatively altering the char-
acteristic results. For buk impurity scattering, the ef-
fective p would involve not just I but also the di usion
length. It is the goalof fiture w ork to address these top—
ics, and also others, Including heterostructures com prised
ofa single superconductor sandw iched betw een tw o ferro—
m agnets w ith arbitrary relative m agnetization, F /S m ul-
tilayers w ith a greater num ber of layers, and an aller su—
perconductorw idths, w here geom etricaland atom ic-scale
e ects are likely to be m ore prevalent.
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