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A bstract. { W e consider ferrom agnetic particles em bedded into a superconductor and study
the screening oftheirm agneticm om entsby the soins ofthe C ooper pairs In the superconductor.
It is shown that a m agneticm om ent opposite to the one ofthe ferrom agnetic particle is induced
in the superconductor. In the case ofa an all tinerant ferrom agnet grain and low tem peratures
the f1ll screening of the m agnetic m om ent takes place, ie the absolute value of the total
m agnetic m om ent induced in the superconductor is equal to the one of the ferrom agnetic
particle. In type II superconductors the proposed screening by spins of the conduction electrons
can be m uch stronger than the conventional screening by M eissner currents.

T he phenom enon of screening is very comm on in physics. The best known exam plk is
the screening of an electric charge in m etals due to a redistribution of free electrons in space.
This charge screening is very strong and the length characterizing an exponential decay of
the electric eld (the Thom asFem ilength 1r ) is in m ost m etals of the order of the Ferm i
wave length, ie. of the order of the Interatom ic spacing. The length rrp does not depend
on whether the m etal is in the nom alor in the superconducting state.

Another fam ous exam ple is the screening of a m agnetic eld or a m agnetic m om ent by
superconducting currents in a superconductor M eissner e ect) :_ﬂ]. Due to this e ect the
m agnetic eld decays over the length 1 (the penetration depth) and vanishes in a buk
superconductor. T he sam e length characterizes the decay of the m agnetic eld created by a
ferrom agnetic ¢ ) grain embedded In a superconductor. In contrast to the screening of the
electric charge In nom alm etals the screening of the m agnetic eld and m agnetic m om ents
In superconductors is weaker and the penetration depth 1 can be of the order of hundreds
Interatom ic distances or larger. The screening of the m agnetic m om ent is a phenom enon
speci c fora superconductorand, In contrast to the charge screening, isvery sm allin a nom al
m etal. A lthough the stray eld created by a ferrom agnetic grain em bedded in a nonm agnetic
(N ) m etalm ay induce a negative Jocalm agnetization in som e regions of the nom alm etaldue
to the Pauli param agnetism , the susoeptibility is rather snall ( 2 10 ¢,  isthe Bohr
m agneton and  the density of states at the Fem i level) and the screening can be neglected.
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For certain geom etries of a superconducting sam ple ( In s, w ires) the penetration length

can exceed the transversal size and the screening of the m agnetic m om ent of a ferrom agnetic
particle due to the M eissner currents does not play an essential role. It is usually believed
that In such a situation the total m agnetic m om ent is just the m agnetic m om ent of the
ferrom agnetic particle and no additional m agnetization is induced by the electrons of the
superconductor. This comm on wisdom is quite naturalbecause, at st glance, a possbl
contrbution into the screening of the electron spins in the superconductor is even am aller
than in the nom alm etal. In conventional superconductors the total spin of a C ooper pair
is equal to zero and the polarization of the conduction electrons is even an aller than in the
nom almetal. Spih-orbi interactions may lad to a nite magnetic suscgptibility of the
superconductor 'Q], but i is positive and anyway an aller than in the nom al state.

In this Letter we suggest a new m echaniam for the screening of the m agnetic m om ent
of a ferrom agnetic particle embedded in a superconductor by spins of the superconducting
electrons. This e ect is large and the m agnetic m om ent of the grain can be com pletely
screened. Tﬁpe characteristic length of the screening is of the order of the size of the C ooper
pair g = Ds=2 T. We consider the \dirty" lim it) and can be much an aller than the
penetration depth 1 iIn type II superconductors. If the size of the superconductor in the
transverse direction is an aller than the penetration length 1, the m echanisn we propose is
the only one leading to the screening of the m agnetic m om ent of the ferrom agnetic grain.

A Yhough this e ect seem s very surprising and has been overlooked In all previous inves—
tigations of superconductivity, its origin can be understood w ithout any calculations. This
additional screening arises due to the exchange interaction betw een the spins ofthe conduction
electrons and them agneticm om ent ofthe F grain, and the possbility for the superconducting
condensate to penetrate the grain.

If the size of the grain ism uch an aller than the size ofthe C ooper pair s the probabiliy
that both electrons ofa C ooper pair are located in the ferrom agnetic grain is an all. T herefore
one can assum e that only one electron ofthe C ooperpair spends som e tin e in the grain. T hen,
the exchange interaction enforcesthe spin ofthis electron to be parallelto them agnetization in
thegrain. T his leavesno choice forthe second electron in the C ooperpairbut to be antiparallel
to the m agnetization ofthe grain. In thisway an addiionalm agnetization antijparallel to the
one in the grain is induced in the superconductor. O f course, if the transparency of the
S=F interface is sn all the induced m agnetization is weak. However, if the transparency is
high enough the induced m agnetization is lJarge and the m agnetization of the grain can be
com pletely screened.

Below we support this qualitative discussion by an explicit calculation using quasiclassi-
cal G reen’s functions and a proper U sadel type equation including the exchange eld. A}
though the calculational schem e is quite standard, it contains a new im portant ingredient:
the superconducting condensate in the F region near the surface consists of a singlet and
a triplet com ponents B]. D ue to the proxin ity e ect the triplet com ponent penetrates the
superconductor over the length s and, as it carries spin, polarizes the superconductor. T he
triplet com ponent was not considered previously for this type of problem s. W e consider a
ferrom agnetic spherical grain of the radiis a em bedded in a superconductor S (Fjg:g:) . The
superconductor is assum ed to be a conventional swave superconductor w ith singlet pairing.
T he Ham ittonian describing the system can be w ritten as

X

H =H, fal T "sapse + ( agsags + cx)g; 1)
fpisg

where H ( is the oneparticle electron energy ncluding interaction w ith in purities, J is the
exchange eld which isnonzero only inside the F grain, and  is the superconducting order
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Fig. 1l { Schem atic representation of a m agnetic grain em bedded in a superconductor. The arrow s
show the direction ofm agnetization. In the superconductor a negative m agnetization is induced over
distances of the order of 5.

param eter w hich vanishes inside F. The m atrix *3 is the Paulim atrix in the spin-space and
we have assum ed that the m agnetization of the grain is in the z direction. The notation p
and s means Inversion ofm om entum and spin respectively.

In order to calculate physical quantities of interest it is convenient to use quasiclassical
G reen’s functions g and w rite the proper quasiclassical equations for them . W e consider the
\dirty" Iin i, which m eans that the Inverse m om entum relaxation tine ! ismuch larger
than the exchange energy J and than the critical tem perature T, of the superconductor. T he
finctions gare4 4m atrices in the particle-hole and spin space and obey the U sadel equation
which in the presence of the exchange Interaction has the form

Dr (gr g) ! E%;gl+ T [B%55;9]l= 1 ;9 ¢ @)
IntheS regionD =Dg,Jd= 0, = 1i*"3 (thephassof ischosen tobe zero). In theF
1
gainD = Dy and = 0. Eq. (@:) should be com plem ented by boundary conditions at the
S=F interface K]
r (gnr g) = s (gnr g r (gnr g =  [g;i G 1; @)

where sy = s#Rp, sy arethe conductivities ofthe F and S layers, Ry, is the resistance
per unit area, and n is the unit vector nom alto the S=F interface. Solving Egs. @:, :_5’) for
the G reen fiinctions g, one can obtain the induced m agnetization M

X g+l
M = (€ GuGr GG >)= i T Tr(%59)=2 @)
p 1= 1

where isan e ective Bohrm agneton, isthe density ofstates OO S) and the sum is taken
over the M atsubara frequencies ! = T @2n+ 1).

The functions g can be represented in the form g = jQAfA+ 58, where the condensate
function £ and the nom al finction ¢ are m atrices in the spin Pace d1. For sin plicity we
consider the case of a an all grain when the condition a F = Dg=J; 1l lled (this is
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possble provided the exchange energy J ismuch sn aller than the Fem ienergy "¢ ). In this
lim it the solution can be found averaging Eq. @) over the grain volum e and we obtain for the
G reen functions

g =4+*=, ;fF = wics=: )

Heregpq and fp arethedjagonalelementsofthemattjoesgandfA,%« =!'+4+ wIcs 1T,

L2 2 i (1 |p|2 2
o= A (wr fBcs)rdecs = i(l= )fgcs = != !+ 7 v = 3Dr=@ ra). W hen

obtaining Eq.(r_5), we assum ed that the functions 4s ; fs are close to their BCS values g c 55
fgcs,ie. the corrections & ; fs are an all. Under this assum ption Eq.@) for the functions
& ; f5 can be linearized. For exam ple, the linearized U sadelequation for &3 Tr(%3§)=2

has the form
r? ;3 5 ®3=0 (6)

The function g3 determ ines the excess m agnetization. Solving Eq. @) w ith the boundary
condition, Eq. d_E’.), we cbtain

frcs a? e st &

%3 = @Gcsfro fecsors) ; (7)
S 1+ sa r

w here é = 2p 124 2=Dg;fro= (E+ fr )=2 describesthe triplet com ponent m entioned
above. O ne can see that the correction g3 is an all ifthe param etera= g is smn all. N ote also
that the function g3, which according to Eq. 64) determ ines the induced m agnetization, is
proportionalto the condensate fiinction fr . T he latter function isthe triplet com ponent w ith
zero pro pction of the m agnetic m om ent on the z axis. U sing Eq.@'j) one can easily calculate
the totalm agnetic m om ent ofthe S region

ig+1
Mg = i sT d3r &3 - (8)
1= 1

Tt is not di cult to see that the m agnetic moment M g has the sign opposite to J (the
m agnetic m om ent of the ferrom agnetic particle M ¢ ¢ is proportionalto J), which m eans that
the soins of the conduction electrons screen (at least partially) the m agneticmomentM g ¢ of
the ferrom agnetic grain.

Let us com pare the totalm agnetic m om ent induced in the superconductor, Eq.(g), with
the m agnetic m om ent of the ferrom agnetic grain in the nomalstateM ro = @4 a>=3)M pg:
The sum In Eq.@) can be com puted num erically in a generalcase. For sin plicity we consider
here a lin iting case that can be realized experim entally.

W e assum e that the tranan ission coe cient through the S=F interface is not smn all and
the condition << J D r=a?) is 1l lled. In this case the expression Hr £ o is drastically
sinpli ed. To estin ate the energy D =a® we assum e that the m ean free path is of the order
ofa.Fora= 30A and vv = 10%an=secwe get Dy =a® 1000K ;. This condition is 1l lled
for ferrom agnets w ith the exchange energy of the order of several hundreds K . In order to
relate M r g to J, one has to m ake a certain assum ption about the nature of the ferrom agnet.
Ifthemagneticmoment M ¢ is nduced m ainly by free electrons (@n itinerant ferrom agnet),
onegetsM g g = rJ:Then we obtain for low tem peratures

M g=Mgpo= 1: 9)

Eqg. {_S?) describes a rem arkable phenom enon: at su ciently low tem peratures and in the lin i
ofa amallgrain (@ r ) the m agnetic m om ent of the latter is screened over distances of the
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order of 5. This screening is com plete if the m agnetization of the F particle is due to the
free electrons (itinerant ferrom agnet). It can be easily shown that at arbitrary tem peratures
this ratio isequalto (1 n, (T )=ne), where ne and n, (T ) are the densiy of total num ber
of electrons and "nom al" electronsde ned in Ref. :_Ii]

T he com pensation of the m agnetization of an itinerant ferrom agnet by the C ooper pairs
is to som e extent consistent w ith the resul obtained by Rusinov and G or’kov som e decades
ago i_E:]. T hey studied the properties of a superconductor w ith param agnetic in purities that
were assum ed to be ferrom agnetically ordered. T he free electrons interact w ith the m agnetic
In purities via the exchange interaction. T heir approach (averaging over in puriy positions)
reduces the problem to nding the m agnetization of a superconductor w ith an e ective ex—
change interaction uniform Iy distrdbbuted in space. It was dem onstrated in Ref. g] that the
total tinerant m agnetization of the system was zero In the Ilim it of low tem peratures and not
too large exchange energy.

C larly, the screening obtained here is due to the appearance of the triplet com ponent.
So, if the latter is suppressed by otherm echanisn sthe e ect willbe reduced. T he spin-orbit
Interaction (SO I) and orbitale ects M eissner currents) are such m echanisn s. T he otherway
of thinking of this reduction is that the soins of the electrons of the Cooper pairs are not
necessarily antiparallel in the presence of eg. SO I and are not as e cient in inducing the
m agnetization.

In Ref. B] we studied the e ect ofthe SO I on the triplet com ponent penetration into the
ferrom agnet. Here we can sin ply use these results to analyze the e ect of the SO I on the
penetration of the Induced m agnetization into the superconductor.

If the SO I is taken Into account, an additional temm of the form (= s,.) S5 g3S; g
appears In the U sadelequation, where 4.. isthe spin-orbi scatteringtine, S = ( 1; 25 3 3)
(see foland @)). D ue to this additionaltem the quantity 2 in the linearized U sadel equation
is replaced by

S= i+ 2 0

SO

where io = 8D 5= g0 . Therefore the length of the penetration of f5o and ofM g into the S

region decreases if 2 s2 < 2,:In principk, one can m easure the spatial distrbution of
the m agnetic m om ent in the S region (see eg. ij] ) and get an Inform ation about the SO I
in the superconductors. W ith the help of Eq. {10), this would be an altemative m ethod
to m easure the strength of the SO I in superconductors, com plem entary to the m easurem ent
of the K night chift g]. (The latter is based on the resul of Ref. g] that the K night shift
observed In superconductors is due to the SO I). Let us notice, that In the presence 0£ S0 I the
linearized equation for the fiinction fg5; that determm ines a correction to the energy gap due to
the proxin ity e ect rem ains unchanged.

The orbital e ects (the M eissner currents) also change the characteristic length of the
penetration of the induced m agnetization M 5. Contrary to the case of buk conventional
superconductors, the M eissner currents in S=F structures arise spontaneously even in the
absence of an extemalm agnetic eld Heyxr. This happens because an intemalm agnetic eld
is induced by the ferrom agnet. T hese spontaneous currents were studied, eg., in Refs. [_9,:_19‘].
In Ref. ['_ﬁ] the spatialdependence ofthe M eissnercurrent in theF In wascalculated, whereas
the M eissner currents in theboth S and F In s were com puted in Ref.i[10]. Tt is of interest
to know not only the spatialdependence and the m agnitude ofthe M eissner currents, but also
their e ect on the penetration length ofthe TC and on the induced m agnetization. Here we
study the in uence of the M eissner currents on the penetration length ofMg : For sin plicity
we consider rst a planar geom etry, which allow s us to get a sin ple solution. For a spherical
particle we estin ate the e ect by order ofm agniude.



6 EUROPHYSICS LETTERS

Let us consider a bilayer S=F structure w ith the thicknesses ds;z . W € assum e again that
the thickness of the F layer is anall dr << r ) and the thickness of the S layer obeys
the condiion: 5 << ds << p: In this case the solution for gr and fg CEq.ﬁ'_Z))
rem ains unchanged provided one replaces a=3 with dr . The solution or g3 has the form

&3= (sBcsfrcs=s)froexp( sx) and one can easily calculate the spatialdistribution
of the m agnetization in the system M gz (X). Note that again In the case of an itinerant
ferrom agnet and low tem peratures the totalm agneticmoment in S isequalto ( Mg ode ).
W e display schem atically the spatial dependence of the m agnetization in Fig2 alongside w ith
the spatial dependence of the vector potential A (x) which is given by

Z X
A)=RAy+ 4 dx™M &%: a1
0
w ith a constant Ay determm ined from the condition that the total current through the system
is zero (ho extermalm agnetic eld). W e have assum ed that the m agnetization lies in-plane.
T he supercurrent density is expressed through A as

X
ix)=2T A®=E,) £fi 12)

!

where  isthemagnetic ux quantum . In the lini J << r the condensate functions f32
are nearly the sam e in the S and F layers. Taking this Into account and calculating the total
current I, we get from the condition I= 0 forA,

Ag= Anp sds + pdr=2 s =(sds+ ¢gdp): 3)

where Ay, = 4 Mrodpr . At low temperatures the third tem is approxim ately equalto
053 5§ Dg=2 . The spatial dependence of the vector potential is shown in Fig. Q' Eqg. (7.)
for g3 does not change in the presence of the M eissner current provided one replaces

2 wih 2+ p}, wherepp = Ag= (. I is clear that the orbital e ects are negligblk
fRAo=0o = Ap=9 << 4 . Forexample, Ap=, 510°an ' ©or4 My  1kOe and
dr 50A , and therefore g should be smallerthan 2 m .

Tt isnot di cul to estim ate py in the case of a sphericalparticle. T he quantity py in this
case reaches themaxinum at r = a and is ofthe orderof (4 My = g)a:A s we have noted
above, them agneticm om ent In F is com pensated by that In the superconductor. Thism eans
In particular that the total ntemalm agnetic ux in the S=F=S Josephson Junction m ay be
zero even ifthe F layer is a single dom ain (see experin ents ofRef. ﬂll-])

In summ ary, we have shown that the m agneticm om ent M r ( of a ferrom agnetic particle
em bedded into a superconductor is screened by soins ofthe C ooperpairs. An Induced m agnetic
moment M g aligned In the opposite to M ¢ direction arises in the superconductor.

The induced m agnetic m om ent in the superconductor can be observed experin entally.
In a recent experim ent fj] the spatial electron soin polarization was determ ined by m eans
of muon spin rotation. Such a method may be used in order to detemm ine M 5 . Another
possble m ethod is the m easurem ent of the K night shift n superconductors that should be
dependent on the m agnetization M g O ne can also detemm ine the totalm agnetic m om ent ofa
S/F structure perform ing m agnetic resonant m easurem ents as in Ref. [_l-gi]

At last, one can determ ine M 5 m easuring the totalm agnetic m om ent ofa superconductor
w ith em bedded ferrom agnetic particles sim ilarly to the work [_1-5%], where an enhancem ent of
the m agnetic m om ent of ferrom agnetic particles embedded into a nonm agnetic m atrix has
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Fig.2 { Spatialdependence of the vector potential A (x) or the supercurrent density. For low enough
tem peratures the values of A at both outer surfaces (x = ds and x = dr ) is nearly the same. The
dot-dashed line show s the spatial dependence of the localm agnetization in aritrary units

been observed. A lthough the enhancem ent In the case of a nom alm etalm atrix awaits its
explanation, we suggest to m easure them agnetization ofthe system of ferrom agnetic particles
am bedded in a superconducting m atrix. W hen using a superconducting m etalas the m atrix,
a reduction of the m agnetic m om ent, instead of the enhancem ent, should be observed below
the superconducting tem perature T..
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