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W e consider a superconductor-ferrom agnet (S/F) structure and assum e that above the super—
conducting transition tem perature T. the m agnetic m om ent exists only In F. In a sin ple m odel of
the ferrom agnet (the exchange eld is of the ferrom agnetic type for all energies) we show by an
explicit calculation that below T. the m agnetic m om ent m ay penetrate the superconductor. In this
m odel its direction in S is opposite to the m agnetization of free electrons in the ferrom agnet. T he
m agnetization spreads over a large distance which is of the order of the superconducting coherence

length

s and can much exceed the ferrom agnet In thickness. At the sam e tim e the m agnetic

mom ent In the ferrom agnet is reduced. T his inverse proxim ity e ect m ay explain the reduction in
m agnetization observed In recent experim ents and m ay lad to a strong interaction between the

ferrom agnetic layers in F/S/F structures.

Penetration of the superconducting condensate into a
nom al metal n the superconductor (S)-nom alm etal
(N ) heterostructures is a well established proxim iy ef-
fect. The latter is a long range e ect because the am pli-
tude of the condensate decays in the nom alm etal very
slow Iy w ith a chara istic length y which in the dirty
Im i isequalto y = Dy=2T (Dy isthedi usion
coe cient in thenom alm etaland T isthe tem perature).
At low tem peraturesthis length can be very large. At the
sam e tin e, the orderparam eter In the superconductor
near the S/N interface is suppressed. T he m agnitude of
the suppression depends on the param eters characteriz—
ing the system such as the S/N interface transparency,
the thickness ofthe S and N layers, etc.[l]. T he proxin —
ity e ectarisesalso In superconductor-ferrom agnet (S/F)
structures. W hilke the superconducting condensate con—
sists ofpaired electronsw ith opposite spins, the exchange

eld J in the ferrom agnet tends to align them and break
the C ooper pairs. T he penetration length r ofthe con—
densate into the ferrom agnet is usually muchpsm aller
than y and in the dirty lim i isequalto p = Dp=J
DO r isthedi usion coe cient In the ferrom agnet). Since
the exchange energy J ismuch largerthan T ,we com e to
the inequality ¢ y (ntheclan limitwhen J>> 1,
the penetration length r isdeterm ined by them ean free
path 1= w ;where w isthe Fem ivelocity[4,|3,14]). A
strong exchange eld suppresses also the superconduct—
Ing order param eter  in the superconductor.

T he situation changes when the m agnetization M in
the ferrom agnet isnot hom ogeneous. In thiscasea triplet
com ponent of the condensate w ith a non-zero spin pro-—
Bction arises and penetrates into the F — region over a

long distance of the orderp Dr=2 T (seeRefs. |5,16]).

Thee ectofthepenetration ofthe superconducting con—
densate into the ferrom agnet and the suppression of the

superconductivity (@ decrease of the critical tem perature

T. ofthe superconducting transition) In S=F structures,

ie. the proxin ity e ect, has been the sub gct of m any
works during the last decades (see for exam ple [, 14, 9]

and the review [L(0] form ore references).

So, the penetration of the superconductivity into the
nom alm etalor ferrom agnet isby now a very well studied
phenom enon. However, one can ask the sam e question
about the ferrom agnetian : C an the ferrom agnetic order
penetrate the nom alm etal or superconductor over long
distances? Surprisingly, this question has hardly been
addressed. Som e indications of the e ect can be found
In num ericalworksRefs. [9,[11]. In those works only the
density of states for each spin direction as a function of
the energy w aspresented, how everthem agnetization was
not calculated. In addition the induced m agnetization
( "m agnetization leakage") was calculated in Ref. [14].
However the results obtained In the latter paper gener—
ally speaking di er drastically from ours. They found a
"m agnetization leakage", that is the m agnetic m om ent
of free electrons M . spreads into the S region over a dis-
tance of the order s changing is sign at som e distance
from the S/F interface.

W e consider a sinple model assum ng a mean eld
approxin ation for the ferrom agnet and superconductor.
Themean eld order parameter In S is the energy gap

;and in F i is the exchange eld J which is assum ed
to be ofthe ferrom agnetic type and sn all com pared w ith
the Fem ienergy. In di erent lim iting cases where ana—
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Iytical form ulae can be obtained we nd com pletely dif-
ferent behavior: For tem peratures below T., the m ag—
netization of free electrons in the F layer M . decreases
and the induced m agnetization in the S region is negative
(that is, the m agnetization variation has the sam e nega—
tive sign in both regions). O ur analytical considerations
show that no change of sign ofthe induced m agnetization
takes place. This behavior is in agreem ent w ith the re—
duction ofm agnetization observed in the experim ents of
Refs.[l3,114] and can be explained by the sim ple physical
picture we present below .

In the case of F/N system s the ferrom agnetic order—
Ing penetrates over short distances since the exchange
Interaction is local. In this paper we show that the sit-
uation may be di erent for S=F structures and present
argum ents that the m agneticm om ent can penetrate into
the superconductor over long distances of the order of
the superconducting coherence length. This e ect can
be called the nverse proxim ity e ect. The reason why
them agneticm om ent aligned in the direction opposite to
them agnetization in theF In M. penetratesthe super-
conductor can rather easily be understood qualitatively.
Thise ect isdue to the fact thatlghe C ooper pairs have
a large size of the order of 5 = Dg=2 T.. Suppose
that the F layer is thin (see inset of Fig. [l) and Xt us
assum e that the C ooper pairs are rigid ob fcts consist—
Ing of electrons w ith opposie spins, such that the total
m agnetic m om ent of a pair is equalto zero. O f course,
the exchange eld should not be very strong, otherw ise
the pairs would break down. It is clear from this sinple
picture that pairs located entirely in the superconduc—
tor cannot contrbute to the m agnetic m om ent of the
superconductor because their m agnetic m om ent is sim —
ply zero. Nevertheless, som e pairs are located in space
In a m ore com plicated m anner: one of the electrons of
the pair is in the superconductor, w hile the other m oves
In the ferrom agnet. These are those pairs that create
the m agneticm om ent in the superconductor. T he direc—
tion along the m agneticm om ent M o in the ferrom agnet
is preferable for the electron located In the ferrom agnet
and thism akes the spin of the other electron of the pair
be antiparallel to M .. This m eans that all such pairs
equally contrbute to the m agnetic m om ent in the buk
of the superconductor. A s a resul, a ferrom agnetic or-
der is created in the superconductor and the direction of
the m agnetic m om ent in this region is opposite to the
direction of the m agneticmoment M o In the ferrom ag—
net. M oreover, the Induced m agneticm om ent penetrates
over the size of the C ooper pairs 5. From thispoint of
view it isdi cult to understand the num erical results of
Ref. [12] where the induced m agnetization in the S re—
gion near the S/F interface has the sam e sign as in the
ferrom agnet. T he m agnetic m om ent in the ferrom agnet
is decreased because the density-ofstates in F is reduced
due to the proxin ity e ect. Thisoccurs in a way sim ilar
to a suppression of the Pauli param agnetism in super—

Mro

FIG .1: Spatialdependence ofthem agnetization in the whole
stem Here F=s:0:5, F = F=0=O:l(0=
D s=2T.),J=T. = 15and dr = ¢ = 1. Inset: Schem atic view

of the Inverse proxin ity e ect In a S/F system (for discussion

see text) .

conductors (the exchange eld plays the rolk of a strong
m agnetic eld acting on spins). At the sam e tin e the
concentrations of free electrons with spin up and down
In F rem ain unchanged; when we are saying about the
penetration of C ooper pairs into the ferrom agnet F, we
m ean that superconducting correlations are established
In F due to the proxin ity e ect.

H aving presented the qualitative picture, we calculate
now them agnetization variation due to free electrons (the
conduction band electrons)

Me= 5 Ny 1)

below T. in both layers of the S/F system shown in the
inset of Figlll. Here  is an e ective Bohr m agneton.
W e assum e that them agneticmoment M . is parallelto
the interface as it takes place In the experim ent [13,114]
and is hom ogeneous in the F layer. A s we have found
previously, Ref.[l3], In this case only the singlet com po—
nent and the triplet one with the zero soin profction
on the direction of M . exist in the system . Both com —
ponents penetrate into the ferrom agnet over the short
distance r . Ifthe S=F interface transparency is low or
the conductivity ofthe S In is much higher than the
conductivity of the ¥ Im, the suppression of the order
param eter is not essential and the superconducting
properties rem ain alm ost unchanged.

The quantity Ny can be expressed in tem s of the
quasiclassicalnom alG reen function §

X !XJrl

Ny = € GuGr Gy >)= 1 T T r(*39)
P =1

)

where = prm=@2 ?) is the density of states at the

Fem i level, "3 is the third Pauli matrix and ! =
T @n + 1) is the M atsubara frequency. The nom al
G reen function § is a m atrix in the spin space. In the
considered case of an uniform m agnetization i has the



om § = g9 ™+ g3 3+ Thismatrix is related to
the G or’kov anom alousm atrix G reen finction £ via the
nom alization condition

& f2=1: 3)

Them atrix f descrbes the superconducting condensate.
In order to visualize how our results are obtamned, we
consider rstthe sim plest casew hen the condensate fiinc—
tion f issnallin F and is close to its buk value in the
superconductor. W e analyze the dirty case when the
U sadel equation can be applied. Thism eans that swave
superconductors are considered. T hese are described by
the standard BC S Ham iltonian w ith account for the ex—
change eld (in the ferrom agnet) acting on the soins of
the free electrons. W e w rite the H am iltonian in the form

H=6d.+Hds+Hs @)

Here HAO is the oneparticlke H am ittonian which inclides
the in purity scattering tem Uy,

X
H, = aly [p ppo + Uinp ss0lasepe 5)
fpisg
where , = p=2m ¢ is the kinetic energy counted

from the Fem ienergy 5 :The second tem in Eq.[) is
the standard BCS Ham iltonian for the superconductor
w ritten in the m ean— eld approxin ation
X n o
Hs = agsas, + o ®6)

fpisg

wheres= s (s= 1) andp= ©p:Thelasttem In
Eq.[) describes the ferrom agnetic interaction n F.W e
accept the sim plest form of this part of the H am iltonian
(the m ean— eld approxin ation)

X
g = J aln  ssasps @)

fpisg

w here the exchange energy is assum ed to be positive
for all energies (the ferrom agnetic type of interaction),
n is the unit vector parallel to the m agnetization of the
ferrom agnet. The m agnetization M of the ferrom agnet
is proportional to the exchange energy J: If the contri-
bution of free electrons strongly dom nates (an itinerant
ferrom agnet), one hasM = M ..

If the polarization of the conduction electrons is due
to the interaction w ith localized m agnetic m om ents, the
H am iltonian I-fF m ay be w ritten in the form [16,117,119]

A X +
H]_:‘ = i aSpS

fpisg

ss0as0p0 @®)

where S = F 2Sa (& %), Sa isthe soin ofa partic—
ular ion. A constant J; is related to J via the equation:
J = Jiny Sg , where ny is the concentration of m ag—
netic ionsand Sy isamaximum valie ofS, Wwe consider
these spins as classical vectors; see Ref. [14]). In this
case the m agnetization isa sum: M = M 1,c+M o, and
the m agnetization M . m ay be aligned parallel (J; > O,
the ferrom agnetic type of the exchange eld) toM or
antiparallel (J; < 0, the antiferrom agnetic type ofthe ex—
change eld). In the ollow hgwew illassum e a ferrom ag—
netic exchange Interaction M . andM are oriented in the
sam e direction). T he case of antiferrom agnetic coupling
willbebrie y djscusgd below . In principle one can add
to Eq. [A) the tem fapg £5a 89 which descrbes a
direct interaction between localized m agnetic m om ents
[17,119], but thisterm doesnota ect nalresults.

Starting from the Ham iltonian M) and using a stan—
dard approach [Lf], one can derive the U sadel equation.
In the case ofa Iow S/F interface transparency this equa—
tion can be linearized. T hen, the function £ is cotained
from the linearized U sadelequation (see eg. Ref. [1])

@ f 2f = 0; intheF layer )

and
@2, fs 2 fs = K ®)"3; mntheS lyer.  (10)
Here > = 2§13 iJsmn!)Dy, 2 = 2 12+ 2-D

and fAS is a deviation of the function fs from is bulk
BCS) valie fpcgs, ie. fs5 = fg focs, facs =

fecs 4§ The functions fr aretheelments (1,1) and
(2,2) of the m atrix fF . The function K (x) contains the
correction (x) to the order param eter . This tem

is not relevant in our calculations since only the com —
ponent of £ proportional to "y contrbutes to the m ag—
netization (see below, Eq.[[A)). Egs. [@HQ) should be
com plem ented by the boundary conditions that can be
w ritten for am a]lf/\s,.F as

e fs
Qe fr

H=s (1)
12)

(gécs ﬁ“ Gcsfscsson!

a=r)fs ;

where g = Ry s s Rp isthe S/F interface resistance
per unit area, sy isthe conductivity ofthe S or F re-
gion, and & cs = Tscs ¢~ The BCS functions have
the wellknown form (see for exam ple [1L8])

p— p

— 1= 12 2, = =i 12 2
Jscs = != 1%+ ifecs = =1 !°+

13)

The m atrix finction of the superconducting conden—
satefcanberepresentedjnﬂlebm
f=f375+ % 14)

forboth regions. T he com ponent f3 describes the singlet
condensate, w hereas f stands for the triplet com ponent



w ith the zero proction of the total soin of the pair on
the direction ofthem agneticm om ent M . T his functions
arerelated to £ through: f5;3 &) = (1=2) (£, &) f ))
T he other com ponentsofthe triplet condensate arise only
ifM in the ferrom agnet is lnhom ogeneous.

Solving E gs.[30) w ith the boundary conditions, Egs.
M) and M), we nd easily

fr &) = b exp( x) (15)
fso x) = aexp( sx) : 16)
Here D = Bes=(r ) and ap =
Feosfro=(s s)- As Plows from Egs. [3)

and [[d) the functions ff and fg5o (x) are an all pro—
vided that R =R, << 1 and Rr=Rp) Rs=Ryp) << 1,
where Ry;s = r;s= r;s are the resistances (per unic
area) of the F (S) of lengths 5;s. In order to calcu-
late the m agnetization we have to nd the function
g3 = Tr™39=2 (see Eq. [)). The latter is related to
the functions fy;3 in the F and S region through the
nom alization condition, Eq.[d), and is given by

gr3= frofr3sgn!; gs3= fecs fso=sc = (@17)
A s ithasbeen discussed in R ef.[18], the functions f5 ¢ and
fr o corresponding to the triplet com ponent of the con—
densate are odd function of ! while the singlet com po—
nents fg ¢ 5 and fr 3 are even functions. T hus, according
to Egs.[) the finctions gr 3 and gs3 are even finctions
of! (ggsc isodd In !). Thism eans that the sum over
the frequencies in Eq.[J) is not zero and the proxim iy
e ect lkradsto a change M. ofthem agnetization in both
F and S layers (@bove T. them agnetization in S is zero).

A fter the qualitative discussion we have com e to the
conclusion that the net m agnetization due to the inverse
proxim iy e ect must be negative. T he explicit calcula—
tion based on Egs.[) and [[3) - [[1) con m sthis result
which is shown in Fig. [l for som e values of the param e~
ters. W e see that M . is negative, ie the m agnetization
of the ferrom agnet is reduced and the superconductor
acquiresa nite m agnetization in the opposite direction.
T he change ofthem agnetization M (x) extendsoverthe
length !, whichmay bem uch Jargerthan the thickness
oftheF layer. Thise ect isanotherm anifestation ofthe
existence of the triplet com ponent of £.

The Inverse proxin ity e ect considered here m ay be
relevant for several experin ents on m easurem ents of the
m agnetization in the S=F structures [13,14]. In these
experim ents it was found that the m agnetization started
to decrease when crossing the superconducting critical
tem perature T, from above. T he authors of these exper—
In ents com pared the data w ith the theoretical results of
Refs. [19,120] that were obtained under the assum ption
that the ferrom agnetic order in the F thin layer m ight
be modi ed due to the proxin ity e ect lading to the
so called cryptoferrom agnetic state. In these works only

the contribution of localized m om ents to the m agnetiza—
tion was taken Into account. O ur calculations show that
the conduction electrons can give an additional contribu—
tion. The Inverse proxin iy e ect leads to an additional
reduction of the m agnetization M o and m ay serve as an
altemative explanation for the reduction of the m agneti-
zation observed experim entally [13,114].

Let us analyze now an interesting case that may be
relevant to the experin ental situation of Ref. [14]. W e
assum e that the thicknessofthe F layerdr issm allcom —
pared to r and that the G reen functions gs and fs are
close to the buk values gg s¢ and fzcs. The latter as—
sum ptions is valid if the coe cient =53 = rp= 5 is
an allenough. In this case all functions in the F region
are not necessarily sm all but they are alm ost constant
In space. Therefore we can average the exact Usadel
equation over x taking into account exact boundary con—
ditions. P roceeding in this way, we get for the diagonal
ekementsg and £ ofthem atrices § and £

rr fBcs= 1 18)

S
where &+ =!+ pgscs 17, = 42 (or fBc 5 )%,
o = DFp=@ rdr ). One can see that in the lim iting
cases of an all and large energy ¢ the functions g ,
fr descrbe a superconducting state with the energy
gap equalto pr if o << (a subgap In the excita—
tion spectrum ) and to in the opposite case. In both
cases the position of the energy gap is shiffted with re—
soect to = 0 (the M atsubara frequencies are related to
via ! = i). & can be easily shown that the finc-
tion gr 3 that determ ines the m agnetization, E gs.[Ad),
equals zero for r = 0 (very snall S/F interface trans—
parency) and for very large values of ¢ (a perfect S/F
contact). This dependence of M ¢ on Ry, leads to a non—
m onotonic behavior of the change of the m agnetization
M5 . In FigDwe show the tem perature dependence of
M r.s (0) orvalues of the param eters sim ilar to those of
Ref.[l4]. W e see that the decrease of the m agnetization
m ay be ofthe orderof10% and larger. T his results corre—
late w ith the experin entaldata of Ref.[14] (see footnote
21]) . W e have checked that 5 j< 1 Porthe param eters
in FigD.

W e also present here analytical form ulae for the ra-
th rsp = Mgy (002M ro using Eq. [ and consid-
ering the case of low tem peratures (T << )i Msr
are the m agnetization variations in the S and ¥ Ims
and M r( is the m agnetization in the F In above T..
T he relation between M r o and J dependson a particular
m odel of the ferrom agnet. For exam ple, In the sim plest
m odelof the ferrom agnet w ith a constant and positive J
we have for an itiherant ferrom agnet M ro= g 5 J (see
211]) . To sin plify the expressions forrs x we assum e also
that J << i Or=%)Rp=Rp)dr=r) (thislinit
m ay corresoond to the experim ent [14]). In thiscasewe
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FIG .2: Tem perature dependence of M s=M r o (lower curves)
and M g =M r ¢, (Upper curves) forthe follow ing valuesof r =
F=0 (o = Ds=2Tc): F = 0:d (SO]Jd ]:ine), F = 03
(dashed line), and r = 05 (dotdashed line). Here rp= 5 =
05,J=Tc.= 20,dr == 01 and = 3 (see [18))

obtain

q

rs 1:67 19)

Iy =2pr (20)
For estin ations of the param eters one can take experi-
m entalvalues from Ref.[l4]where a "weak" ferrom agnet
Pdy Fex wasused. One gets Dy =d2 = 1000K for
dr = 20A . The Curie tem perature which m ay be of the
orderofJ varied from 90 to 250 K .T hebarrier (interface)
resistance Ry, isnot know n, but one can give a crude esti-
m ation noting that Rr =Ryp) dr=F¢) Ty, where Ty, is
the tranam ission coe cient which varies from very am all
values to a value of the order 1.

In conclusion, we have dem onstrated the existence of
the inverse proxim ity e ect in S=F structures. Due to
the presence of the superconductor the m agnetization in
the ferrom agnet w ith the ferrom agnetic type of the ex—
change interaction is reduced and a m agnetic m om ent is
Induced in the superconductor below T.. Its direction
is opposite to the direction of the m agnetic m om ent In
the ferrom agnet and spreads over the superconducting
coherence length 5. This distance can be much larger
than the ¥ In thickness. The e ect discussed m ay be
the reason for a reduced m agnetization observed in S=F
structures leading to a frequency shift of the m agnetic
resonancefl4]. This conclusion is changed in the case of
ferrom agnets w ith the antiferrom agnetic interaction be-
tween free electrons and localized m om ents (negative J;
in Eq.B)). If a contrbution of localized m om ents to
the totalm agnetization in such ferrom agnets dom inates
M 1c > M), the magnetisation M . is opposite to M

and therefore the Induced m agnetization variation in the
superconductor M g willbe paralleltoM :

N ote: A fter com pleting this work we becam e aw are of
the paper Ref.24] w here the m agnetization leakage into
the S layerwas num erically calculated for a ballistic S/F
structure. In this case them agnetization penetratesthe S
layeroverdistances ofthe order ofthe Fem iw ave length.
W e are not interested in sm all scales of this order.
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