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A bstract. { W e considerferrom agnetic particlesem bedded into a superconductorand study

thescreeningoftheirm agneticm om entsby thespinsoftheCooperpairsin thesuperconductor.

Itisshown thata m agneticm om entoppositeto theoneoftheferrom agneticparticleisinduced

in thesuperconductor.In thecaseofa sm allitinerantferrom agnetgrain and low tem peratures

the full screening of the m agnetic m om ent takes place, i.e 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 typeIIsuperconductorstheproposed screeningby spinsoftheconduction electrons

can be m uch strongerthan the conventionalscreening by M eissnercurrents.

The phenom enon ofscreening is very com m on in physics. The best known exam ple is

the screening ofan electricchargein m etalsdueto a redistribution offreeelectronsin space.

This charge screening is very strong and the length characterizing an exponentialdecay of

the electric �eld (the Thom as-Ferm ilength �T F )isin m ostm etalsofthe orderofthe Ferm i

wave length,i.e. ofthe orderofthe interatom ic spacing. The length �T F doesnotdepend

on whetherthe m etalisin the norm alorin the superconducting state.

Another fam ous exam ple is the screening ofa m agnetic �eld or a m agnetic m om ent by

superconducting currents in a superconductor (M eissner e�ect) [1]. Due to this e�ect the

m agnetic �eld decays over the length �L (the penetration depth) and vanishes in a bulk

superconductor. The sam e length characterizesthe decay ofthe m agnetic �eld created by a

ferrom agnetic (F )grain em bedded in a superconductor. In contrastto the screening ofthe

electric charge in norm alm etals the screening ofthe m agnetic �eld and m agnetic m om ents

in superconductorsisweakerand the penetration depth �L can be ofthe orderofhundreds

interatom ic distances or larger. The screening ofthe m agnetic m om ent is a phenom enon

speci�cforasuperconductorand,in contrasttothechargescreening,isvery sm allin anorm al

m etal.Although thestray �eld created by a ferrom agneticgrain em bedded in a nonm agnetic

(N )m etalm ay induceanegativelocalm agnetization in som eregionsofthenorm alm etaldue

to the Pauliparam agnetism ,the susceptibility israthersm all(�2B � � 10� 6,�B isthe Bohr

m agneton and � the density ofstatesatthe Ferm ilevel)and the screening can be neglected.
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Forcertain geom etriesofa superconducting sam ple (�lm s,wires)the penetration length �L

can exceed the transversalsizeand the screening ofthem agneticm om entofa ferrom agnetic

particle due to the M eissner currents does not play an essentialrole.It is usually believed

that in such a situation the totalm agnetic m om ent is just the m agnetic m om ent of the

ferrom agnetic particle and no additionalm agnetization is induced by the electrons ofthe

superconductor. This com m on wisdom is quite naturalbecause,at �rst glance,a possible

contribution into the screening ofthe electron spins in the superconductor is even sm aller

than in the norm alm etal. In conventionalsuperconductorsthe totalspin ofa Cooperpair

isequalto zero and the polarization ofthe conduction electronsiseven sm allerthan in the

norm alm etal. Spin-orbit interactions m ay lead to a �nite m agnetic susceptibility of the

superconductor[2],butitispositiveand anyway sm allerthan in the norm alstate.

In this Letter we suggest a new m echanism for the screening ofthe m agnetic m om ent

ofa ferrom agnetic particle em bedded in a superconductor by spins ofthe superconducting

electrons. This e�ect is large and the m agnetic m om ent of the grain can be com pletely

screened. The characteristic length ofthe screening isofthe orderofthe size ofthe Cooper

pair �S =
p
D S=2�Tc (we consider the \dirty" lim it) and can be m uch sm aller than the

penetration depth �L in type II superconductors. Ifthe size ofthe superconductor in the

transversedirection issm allerthan the penetration length �L ,the m echanism we propose is

the only oneleading to the screening ofthe m agneticm om entofthe ferrom agneticgrain.

Although thise�ectseem svery surprising and hasbeen overlooked in allpreviousinves-

tigations ofsuperconductivity,its origin can be understood without any calculations. This

additionalscreeningarisesduetotheexchangeinteraction between thespinsoftheconduction

electronsand them agneticm om entoftheF grain,and thepossibility forthesuperconducting

condensateto penetrate thegrain.

Ifthesizeofthegrain ism uch sm allerthan thesizeoftheCooperpair�S theprobability

thatboth electronsofa Cooperpairarelocated in theferrom agneticgrain issm all.Therefore

onecan assum ethatonly oneelectron oftheCooperpairspendssom etim ein thegrain.Then,

theexchangeinteraction enforcesthespin ofthiselectron tobeparalleltothem agnetization in

thegrain.Thisleavesnochoiceforthesecond electron in theCooperpairbuttobeantiparallel

to them agnetization ofthegrain.In thisway an additionalm agnetization antiparallelto the

one in the grain is induced in the superconductor. O fcourse,if the transparency ofthe

S=F interface is sm allthe induced m agnetization is weak. However,ifthe transparency is

high enough the induced m agnetization is large and the m agnetization ofthe grain can be

com pletely screened.

Below we supportthis qualitative discussion by an explicitcalculation using quasiclassi-

calG reen’s functions and a proper Usadeltype equation including the exchange �eld. Al-

though the calculationalschem e is quite standard,it contains a new im portant ingredient:

the superconducting condensate in the F region near the surface consists ofa singlet and

a triplet com ponents [3]. Due to the proxim ity e�ect the triplet com ponent penetrates the

superconductoroverthe length �S and,asitcarriesspin,polarizesthe superconductor.The

triplet com ponent was not considered previously for this type ofproblem s. W e consider a

ferrom agnetic sphericalgrain ofthe radiusa em bedded in a superconductorS (Fig.1). The

superconductorisassum ed to be a conventionals-wave superconductorwith singletpairing.

TheHam iltonian describing thesystem can be written as

H = H 0 �
X

fp;sg

fa
y
psJ�̂3aps0 + (�a

y
�p�sa

y
ps + c:c:)g; (1)

where H 0 is the one-particle electron energy including interaction with im purities,J is the

exchange �eld which isnonzero only inside the F grain,and � isthe superconducting order
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ξs
a F

Fig.1 { Schem atic representation ofa m agnetic grain em bedded in a superconductor. The arrows

show thedirection ofm agnetization.In thesuperconductora negativem agnetization isinduced over

distancesofthe orderof�s.

param eterwhich vanishesinside F.The m atrix �̂3 isthe Paulim atrix in the spin-space and

we have assum ed that the m agnetization ofthe grain is in the z direction. The notation �p

and �s m eansinversion ofm om entum and spin respectively.

In order to calculate physicalquantities ofinterest it is convenient to use quasiclassical

G reen’sfunctions �g and write the properquasiclassicalequationsforthem . W e considerthe

\dirty" lim it,which m eans that the inverse m om entum relaxation tim e �� 1 is m uch larger

than theexchangeenergy J and than thecriticaltem peratureTc ofthesuperconductor.The

functions�g are4� 4m atricesin theparticle-holeand spin spaceand obey theUsadelequation

which in the presenceofthe exchangeinteraction hasthe form

D r (�gr �g)� ! [̂�3�̂0;�g]+ iJ [̂�3�̂3;�g]= � i
�
��;�g

�
: (2)

In the S region D = D S,J = 0, �� = � î�2�̂3 (the phaseof� ischosen to be zero).In the F

grain D = D F and � = 0. Eq. (2)should be com plem ented by boundary conditionsatthe

S=F interface[4]


F (�gnr �g)F = 
S (�gnr �g)S ; 
F (�gnr �g)F = � [�gS;�gF ]; (3)

where 
S;F = �S;F R b,�S;F arethe conductivitiesofthe F and S layers,R b isthe resistance

perunitarea,and n isthe unitvectornorm alto the S=F interface. Solving Eqs. (2,3)for

the G reen functions�g,onecan obtain the induced m agnetization �M

�M = ��
X

p

(< c
y

p"
cp" � c

y

p#
cp# > )= � �i��T

!= + 1X

!= � 1

Tr(̂�3ĝ)=2 (4)

where� isan e�ectiveBohrm agneton,� isthedensity ofstates(DO S)and thesum istaken

overthe M atsubara frequencies! = �T(2n + 1).

The functions �g can be represented in the form �g = î�2f̂ + �̂3ĝ,where the condensate

function f̂ and the norm alfunction ĝ are m atrices in the spin space [3]. For sim plicity we

consider the case ofa sm allgrain when the condition a � �F =
p
D F =J;ful�lled (this is
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possible provided the exchangeenergy J ism uch sm allerthan the Ferm ienergy "F ).In this

lim itthesolution can befound averagingEq.(2)overthegrain volum eand weobtain forthe

G reen functions

gF � = ~!� =�!� ; fF � = � �bF fB C S=�!� (5)

HeregF � and fF � arethediagonalelem entsofthem atrices ĝ and f̂,~!� =! + �bF gB C S � iJ,

�!� =

q

~!2� � (�bF fB C S)
2,gB C S = i(!=�)fB C S = !=

p
!2 + � 2; �bF = 3D F =(2
F a).W hen

obtaining Eq.(5),we assum ed thatthe functions ĝS;f̂S are close to theirBCS values ĝB C S;

f̂B C S,i.e.thecorrections�ĝS;�f̂S aresm all.Underthisassum ption Eq.(2)forthefunctions

�ĝS;�fS can belinearized.Forexam ple,thelinearized Usadelequation for�gS3 � Tr(̂�3ĝ)=2

hasthe form

r
2
�gS3 � �

2

S�gS3 = 0 (6)

The function �gS3 determ inesthe excessm agnetization. Solving Eq. (6)with the boundary

condition,Eq.(3),weobtain

�gS3 =
fB C S


S
(gB C SfF 0 � fB C SgF 3)

a2

1+ �Sa

e� �S (r� a)

r
; (7)

where�2S = 2
p
!2 + � 2=D S;fF 0 = (fF + � fF � )=2describesthetripletcom ponentm entioned

above.O necan seethatthecorrection �gS3 issm alliftheparam etera=
S issm all.Notealso

thatthe function �gS3,which according to Eq.(4)determ ines the induced m agnetization,is

proportionaltothecondensatefunction fF 0.Thelatterfunction isthetripletcom ponentwith

zero projection ofthe m agnetic m om enton the z axis.Using Eq.(7)one can easily calculate

the totalm agneticm om entofthe S region

M S = � i��ST�

!= + 1X

!= � 1

Z

d
3
r�gS3 : (8)

It is not di�cult to see that the m agnetic m om ent M S has the sign opposite to J (the

m agneticm om entofthe ferrom agneticparticleM F 0 isproportionalto J),which m eansthat

thespinsoftheconduction electronsscreen (atleastpartially)them agneticm om entM F 0 of

the ferrom agneticgrain.

Letus com pare the totalm agnetic m om entinduced in the superconductor,Eq.(8),with

the m agnetic m om entofthe ferrom agnetic grain in the norm alstate M F 0 = (4�a3=3)M F 0:

Thesum in Eq.(8)can becom puted num erically in a generalcase.Forsim plicity weconsider

herea lim iting casethatcan be realized experim entally.

W e assum e that the transm ission coe�cientthrough the S=F interface is not sm alland

thecondition � < < J � (D F =a
2)isful�lled.In thiscasetheexpression forfF 0 isdrastically

sim pli�ed.To estim ate the energy DF =a
2 we assum ethatthe m ean free path isofthe order

ofa. Fora = 30�A and vF = 108cm =sec we getD F =a
2 � 1000K ;.Thiscondition isful�lled

for ferrom agnetswith the exchange energy ofthe orderofseveralhundreds K . In orderto

relateM F 0 to J,onehasto m akea certain assum ption aboutthe natureoftheferrom agnet.

Ifthe m agneticm om entM F 0 isinduced m ainly by free electrons(an itinerantferrom agnet),

onegetsM F 0 = ��F J:Then weobtain forlow tem peratures

M S=M F 0 = � 1: (9)

Eq.(9)describesa rem arkablephenom enon:atsu�ciently low tem peraturesand in thelim it

ofa sm allgrain (a � �F )the m agneticm om entofthelatterisscreened overdistancesofthe
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orderof�S. This screening is com plete ifthe m agnetization ofthe F particle is due to the

free electrons(itinerantferrom agnet).Itcan be easily shown thatatarbitrary tem peratures

thisratio isequalto � (1� nn(T)=ne),where ne and nn(T)are the density oftotalnum ber

ofelectronsand "norm al" electronsde�ned in Ref.[1].

The com pensation ofthe m agnetization ofan itinerantferrom agnetby the Cooperpairs

isto som e extentconsistentwith the resultobtained by Rusinov and G or’kov som e decades

ago [5]. They studied the propertiesofa superconductorwith param agnetic im puritiesthat

wereassum ed to be ferrom agnetically ordered.The freeelectronsinteractwith the m agnetic

im puritiesvia the exchange interaction. Theirapproach (averaging overim purity positions)

reduces the problem to �nding the m agnetization ofa superconductorwith an e�ective ex-

change interaction uniform ly distributed in space. It wasdem onstrated in Ref.[5]that the

totalitinerantm agnetization ofthesystem waszero in thelim itoflow tem peraturesand not

too largeexchangeenergy.

Clearly,the screening obtained here is due to the appearance ofthe triplet com ponent.

So,ifthe latterissuppressed by otherm echanism sthe e�ectwillbe reduced.The spin-orbit

interaction (SO I)and orbitale�ects(M eissnercurrents)aresuch m echanism s.Theotherway

ofthinking ofthis reduction is that the spins ofthe electrons ofthe Cooper pairs are not

necessarily antiparallelin the presence ofe.g. SO Iand are not as e�cient in inducing the

m agnetization.

In Ref.[3]we studied the e�ectofthe SO Ion the tripletcom ponentpenetration into the

ferrom agnet. Here we can sim ply use these results to analyze the e�ect ofthe SO Ion the

penetration ofthe induced m agnetization into the superconductor.

If the SO I is taken into account, an additionalterm of the form (i=�s:o:)
�
�S�̂3�g�̂3 �S;�g

�

appearsin theUsadelequation,where�s:o:isthespin-orbitscatteringtim e,S = (�1;�2;�3�3)

(see[6]and [3]).Duetothisadditionalterm thequantity �2S in thelinearized Usadelequation

isreplaced by

�
2

S = �
2

S + �
2

so ; (10)

where �2so = 8D S=�so. Therefore the length ofthe penetration offS0 and ofM S into the S

region decreasesif�2S � �
� 2
S

< �2so:In principle,one can m easure the spatialdistribution of

the m agnetic m om ent in the S region (see e.g.[7]) and get an inform ation about the SO I

in the superconductors. W ith the help ofEq. (10),this would be an alternative m ethod

to m easure the strength ofthe SO Iin superconductors,com plem entary to the m easurem ent

ofthe K night shift [8]. (The latter is based on the result ofRef.[2]that the K night shift

observed in superconductorsisdueto theSO I).Letusnotice,thatin thepresenceofSO Ithe

linearized equation forthefunction fS3 thatdeterm inesa correction to theenergy gap dueto

the proxim ity e�ectrem ainsunchanged.

The orbitale�ects (the M eissner currents) also change the characteristic length ofthe

penetration ofthe induced m agnetization M S. Contrary to the case ofbulk conventional

superconductors,the M eissner currents in S=F structures arise spontaneously even in the

absence ofan externalm agnetic �eld Hext.Thishappensbecause an internalm agnetic �eld

isinduced by theferrom agnet.Thesespontaneouscurrentswerestudied,e.g.,in Refs.[9,10].

In Ref.[9]thespatialdependenceoftheM eissnercurrentin theF �lm wascalculated,whereas

the M eissnercurrentsin the both S and F �lm swerecom puted in Ref.[10].Itisofinterest

to know notonly thespatialdependenceand them agnitudeoftheM eissnercurrents,butalso

theire�ecton the penetration length ofthe TC and on the induced m agnetization.Here we

study the in
uence ofthe M eissnercurrentson the penetration length ofM S:Forsim plicity

we consider�rsta planargeom etry,which allowsusto geta sim ple solution.Fora spherical

particlewe estim atethe e�ectby orderofm agnitude.
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Letusconsidera bilayerS=F structure with the thicknessesdS;F .W e assum eagain that

the thickness ofthe F layer is sm all(dF < < �F ) and the thickness ofthe S layer obeys

the condition: �S < < dS < < �L : In this case the solution for gF � and fF � (Eq.(2))

rem ainsunchanged provided one replacesa=3 with dF .The solution for�gS3 hasthe form

�gS3 = (�SgB C SfB C S=
S)fF 0 exp(� �Sx)and onecan easily calculatethespatialdistribution

ofthe m agnetization in the system M S;F (x). Note that again in the case ofan itinerant

ferrom agnetand low tem peraturesthe totalm agnetic m om entin S isequalto (� M F 0dF ).

W edisplay schem atically thespatialdependenceofthem agnetization in Fig.2 alongsidewith

the spatialdependence ofthe vectorpotentialA(x) which isgiven by

A(x)= A 0 + 4�

Z x

0

dx
0
M (x0): (11)

with a constantA 0 determ ined from the condition thatthe totalcurrentthrough the system

iszero (no externalm agnetic �eld). W e have assum ed thatthe m agnetization liesin-plane.

Thesupercurrentdensity isexpressed through A as

j(x)= 2�T�A(x)=(e�0)
X

!

f
2

3 (12)

where�0 isthe m agnetic
ux quantum .In the lim itJ < < �bF the condensatefunctionsf23
arenearly thesam ein theS and F layers.Taking thisinto accountand calculating thetotal

currentI, wegetfrom the condition I = 0 forA 0

A 0 = � A m

 

�SdS + �F dF =2� �S
2�T

D s

X

!

f2B C S

�3
S

!

=(�Sds + �F dF ): (13)

where A m = 4�M F 0dF . At low tem peratures the third term is approxim ately equalto

0:53�S
p
D S=2�. The spatialdependence ofthe vectorpotentialisshown in Fig.2.Eq.(7)

for �gS3 does not change in the presence of the M eissner current provided one replaces

�2S with �2S + p20, where p0 = A 0=�0. It is clear that the orbitale�ects are negligible

ifA 0=�0
�= A m =�0 < < �

� 1
S
. For exam ple, A m =�0 � 5:103cm � 1 for 4�M F � 1kO e and

dF � 50�A,and therefore�S should be sm allerthan 2�m .

Itisnotdi�cultto estim atep0 in thecaseofa sphericalparticle.Thequantity p0 in this

case reachesthe m axim um atr = a and is ofthe orderof (4�M F =�0)a:Aswe have noted

above,them agneticm om entin F iscom pensated by thatin thesuperconductor.Thism eans

in particularthatthe totalinternalm agnetic 
ux in the S=F=S Josephson junction m ay be

zero even ifthe F layerisa singledom ain (seeexperim entsofRef.[11]).

In sum m ary,we have shown thatthe m agnetic m om entM F 0 ofa ferrom agnetic particle

em bedded intoasuperconductorisscreenedbyspinsoftheCooperpairs.An induced m agnetic

m om entM S aligned in the opposite to M F 0 direction arisesin the superconductor.

The induced m agnetic m om ent in the superconductor can be observed experim entally.

In a recent experim ent [7]the spatialelectron spin polarization was determ ined by m eans

ofm uon spin rotation. Such a m ethod m ay be used in order to determ ine M S. Another

possible m ethod is the m easurem ent ofthe K night shift in superconductors that should be

dependenton them agnetization M S.O necan also determ inethetotalm agneticm om entofa

S/F structureperform ing m agneticresonantm easurem entsasin Ref.[12].

Atlast,onecan determ ineM S m easuring thetotalm agneticm om entofa superconductor

with em bedded ferrom agnetic particlessim ilarly to the work [13],where an enhancem entof

the m agnetic m om ent offerrom agnetic particles em bedded into a nonm agnetic m atrix has
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0

0

Am

-d
S

dF

Fig.2 { SpatialdependenceofthevectorpotentialA(x)orthesupercurrentdensity.Forlow enough

tem peraturesthe valuesofA atboth outersurfaces(x = � ds and x = dF )isnearly the sam e. The

dot-dashed line showsthe spatialdependence ofthe localm agnetization in arbitrary units

been observed. Although the enhancem ent in the case ofa norm alm etalm atrix awaitsits

explanation,wesuggesttom easurethem agnetization ofthesystem offerrom agneticparticles

em bedded in a superconducting m atrix.W hen using a superconducting m etalasthe m atrix,

a reduction ofthe m agnetic m om ent,instead ofthe enhancem ent,should be observed below

the superconducting tem peratureTc.

W e would liketo thank SFB 491 M agnetische Heterostrukturen for�nancialsupport.
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