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E�ects ofspin-orbit interaction on superconductor-ferrom agnet heterostructures:

spontaneous electric and spin surface currents

I. V. Bobkova and Yu. S. Barash

Institute of Solid State Physics, Chernogolovka, M oscow reg. 142432, Russia

W e �nd proxim ity-induced spontaneous spin and electric surface currents,at alltem peratures

below the superconducting Tc,in an isotropic s-wave superconductor deposited with a thin ferro-

m agneticm etallayerwith spin-orbitinteraction.Thecurrentsarecarried by Andreev surfacestates

and generated asa jointe�ectofthespin-orbitinteraction and theexchange�eld.Thebackground

spin currentarises in the thin layerdue to di�erentlocalspin polarizations ofelectronsand holes,

which havealm ostoppositevelocitiesin each ofthesurfacestates.Thespontaneoussurfaceelectric

currentin thesuperconductororiginatesin asym m etry ofAndreev stateswith respectto sign rever-

salofthe m om entum com ponentparallelto the surface. Conditions for electric and spin currents

to show up in the system ,signi�cantly di�erfrom each other.

PACS num bers:74.45.+ c,74.81.-g

Proxim ity e�ects in superconductor-ferrom agnethet-

erostructures have attracted m uch attention for recent

years. In contrastwith the nonm agnetic case,m agnetic

surfacesand interfacesm ake spin-ip processespossible

and suppress an s-wave superconducting order param -

eter, generating Andreev bound states in adjacent su-

perconducting regions1,2,3,4,5.Spin structureofAndreev

bound states near com plex m agnetic interfaces can be

ratherinvolved5.Tripletcom ponentsoftheorderparam -

eter in a singlet superconductor can be induced by fer-

rom agnetsundercertain conditions6. Cooperpairwave

functionsexponentially decay into the bulk offerrom ag-

nets,oscillating atthe sam e tim e7,and acquirea triplet

com ponent in the ferrom agnetic region8. These prox-

im ity e�ects can lead,in particular,to speci�c proper-

ties of the Josephson current through m agnetic inter-

faces,which have been intensively studied both theoret-

ically and experim entally1,2,3,4,5,6,7,9,10,11,12,13,14. Also,

proxim ity-induced nonm onotonic dependence ofthe su-

perconducting criticaltem perature on the thickness of

the ferrom agnetic layer has been thoroughly studied

for superconductor-ferrom agnetic m etalbilayers or het-

erostructures(see,for exam ple,10,11,15,16,17,18 and refer-

encestherein).

Spontaneous surface currents represent other im por-

tantexam pleofpossibleproxim ity-inducede�ects.Spon-

taneous electric currents,taking place near surfaces or

interfaceson the scaleofthe superconducting coherence

length,produce a m agnetic �eld and,hence,a counter-

ow ofscreening supercurrentson the scale ofthe pen-

etration depth. The electric current can arise,for ex-

am ple,near nonm agnetic surfaces and interfaces ofun-

conventionalsuperconductors,whose states break tim e-

reversalsym m etry19,20. In particular,the electric cur-

rent,carried by Andreev states,appears near nonm ag-

neticsurfacesand interfacesofchiralsuperconductors21.

The current also occurs,ifa surface-induced subdom i-

nating pairing shows up near surfaces ofd-wave super-

conductors,breaking tim e-reversalsym m etry ofthe su-

perconducting state22.O therpossiblem echanism gener-

ating electric surface currents,isspeci�cally based on a

param agnetic response ofthe zero-energy Andreev sur-

face states to an applied m agnetic �eld. This can take

place at low tem peratures at sm ooth (110) surfaces of

d-wavesuperconductors23,24,aswellasin a system with

a thin ferrom agneticm etallic layerdeposited on a sem i-

in�nite bulk isotropic s-wave superconductor25. In the

lattercasethe energy ofthe surfacestatesbecom eszero

only for several values of the layer thickness and, in

thepresenceofparticle-holeasym m etry,thespontaneous

electriccurrentisaccom panied by a spontaneoussurface

spin current25.Dissipationlessbackground spin currents,

which take place in various system s in the equilibrium

and do not lead to any spin accum ulation, have been

a subject ofrecent discussions and studies26,27,28. The

spin currentscan begenerated,forexam ple,by thespin-

orbitinteraction (in particular,via Rashba term )in two-

dim ensionalm etals.M easurem entsofbackgroundpersis-

tentspin currentsare notcarried outfornow,although

som e suggestionsfora directdetection ofthese currents

havebeen proposed in the literature26,29.

In the present paper we study spontaneous currents

underconditions,when spin-orbitinteraction takesplace

in a thin ferrom agnetic m etallayer in proxim ity to an

isotropics-wavesuperconductor.Jointe�ectofthespin-

orbitinteraction,described by theRashba term ,and the

exchange�eld isshown to play an im portantrolein gen-

eratingspontaneouscurrents.W e�nd thatsuperconduc-

tor induces background spin currents in the ferrom ag-

neticlayerwith thespin-orbitinteraction (FSO L)forall

tem peratures below the superconducting Tc. This spin

currentiscarried by Andreev surfacestatesand takes�-

nitevaluesduetodi�erentlocalspin polarizationsofelec-

tronsand holes,which havealm ostoppositevelocitiesin

each ofthesestates.M axim alpossiblevaluesoftheback-

ground spin currentdensity arethe orderofthe Landau

depairing current density. W e �nd proxim ity-induced

�nite spin currents within the quasiclassicalapproach,

when only linearterm sin sm allparam eters�pf="f,h="f
are taken into account in describing the FSO L.Spon-
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taneous background spin currents, arising in the two-

dim ensionalelectron system swith spin-orbitinteraction

withoutany proxim ity e�ects27,contain higherpowersof

these param eters which are assum ed sm allbelow. Fur-

ther,a spontaneous electric surface current,carried by

Andreev surfacestates,arisesin thesuperconductordue

to proxim ity to theFSO L.Respectivestructuresofwave

functions and spectra ofthe surface states are strongly

inuenced by thespin-orbitinteraction and theexchange

�eld and di�er forquasiparticleswith opposite m om en-

tum com ponentspfk parallelto thesurface.Thesponta-

neouselectriccurrentarisesasaresultofthisasym m etry

ofAndreev stateswith respectto pfk ! � pfk,to som e

extentanalogously to the currentinduced by chiralsur-

face orinterface states. Conditionsforelectric and spin

currentsto show up in thesystem westudy,signi�cantly

di�erfrom each other. Thus,the spontaneousspin cur-

rentin theFSO L ariseseven within thefram ework,when

the surfaceelectriccurrentvanishes.

Consideran isotropics-wavesuperconductoratx > d,

deposited with a layer ofthickness d m ade ofa ferro-

m agneticm etal.Leta m acroscopicthicknessofthelayer

bem uch lessthan thesuperconducting coherencelength:

d � �s.Both theinternalexchange�eld h and spin-orbit

Rashba term w � = �(n � pjj)� enter the Ham iltonian

density ofthe FSO L: Ĥ (x) = Ĥ (0) � (h(x)+ w (x))�.

Here Ĥ (0) describesthe kinetic energy offree electrons,

n istheunitvectoralong thesurfacenorm aland pjjthe

m om entum com ponent parallelto the surface. The ex-

change �eld isassum ed alwaysaligned along the z-axis.

Both h(x) and w (x) are taken �nite and spatially con-

stantwithin the FSO L 0 < x < d. The x-axisistaken

directed into the depth ofthe superconductor and the

system iscon�ned by an im penetrable wallatx = 0.

W eassum e� � h;�p f � "f and describethe system

in question by quasiclassicalEilenberger equations for

M atsubara G reen’sfunction:

� ivf;x
@�g

@x
=
��

i"n �̂z + �̂z ��+ h �s+ w �̂z�s
�

;�g
�

; (1)

�g
2
= � �

2
: (2)

Here �g(x;pf;"n) takes 4 � 4 m atrix form in the four-

dim ensionalproductspaceofparticle-holeand spin vari-

ables.In the particle-holespace

�g(p;"n;x)=

 

ĝ(p;"n;x) f̂(p;"n;x)

êf (p;"n;x) êg(p;"n;x)

!

; (3)

whereallm atrixelem entsare2� 2m atricesin spin space.

Pauli-m atricesin particle-holespaceare�̂j,�̂� = �̂x� î�y,

while in spin space �̂i. The superconducting order pa-

ram eterm atrix is �� = 1=2[̂� + �� �̂� �
�]î�y.Theopera-

torforquasiparticlespin is(1=2)�s�̂z,whereastheopera-

tor�s = 1=2[(1+ �̂z)̂� � (1� �̂z)̂�y�̂ �̂y]enterstheZeem an

term . The order param eter � is taken spatially con-

stantthroughoutthe superconducting half-space x > d.

As this follows from recent results for two-dim ensional

superconductorswith spin-orbitcoupling30,a possibility

forproxim ity-induced inhom ogeneousphaseoftheorder

param eter in the plane parallelto the interface should

be studied forsu�ciently thin superconducting layerin

proxim ity to theFSO L.Thistwo-dim ensionalinhom oge-

neouspro�le ofthe phase doesnotappear,however,for

a m assivesuperconducting sam ple.

Electricand spin currentdensitiescan beexpressed via

quasiclassicalG reen’sfunction asfollows

j = N fT



vf

X

"n

Sp2ĝ(pf;"n)
�

Sf

; (4)

j
s
i =

N fT

2




vf

X

"n

Sp2�̂iĝ(pf;"n)
�

Sf

: (5)

Here N f is the norm alstate density ofstates per spin

direction,< :::> Sf
m eans averaging over quasiparticle

statesatthe Ferm isurface. Spin currentjsil carriesi-th

spin com ponent along l-axis in coordinate space. O ne

can introduce scalarg0 and vectorg com ponentsofthe

G reen’sfunction in spin space ĝ(pf;"n)= g0(pf;"n )̂�0+

g(pf;"n )̂�. As this is seen from Eqs.(4),(5),g0 deter-

m ines electric current,while spin current is associated

with g.

The G reen’s function for the FSO L satis�es conven-

tionalboundary conditionson the im penetrable wallat

x = 0: �g(0;pf;"n)= �g(0;~pf;"n),where pf and ~pf are

theincom ingand theoutgoingquasiparticlem om entare-

spectively. W e m atch solutionsofEilenbergerequations

forthesuperconduting half-spaceand fortheFSO L with

the continuity conditions on a transparent interface at

x = d.Substituting the �nalresultfortheG reen’sfunc-

tion into Eqs.(4), (5), we �nd no spontaneous electric

currentin the system and �nite com ponents jsyz,j
s
zy of

spin currentsituated in theFSO L and owingparallelto

the surface.

O necan show thatthewholespin currentiscarried by

Andreev surface states taking place in the system . W e

�nd two dispersive branches ofAndreev surface states,

whoseenergiesdepend on m om entum com ponentparallel

to the surface:

"1;2 = � sgn

�

sin

�
�

2

��

�cos

�
�

2

�

: (6)

Here

cos� = cos
2 ’

2
cos

� + + � �

2
+ sin

2 ’

2
cos

� + � ��

2
;(7)

� � =
4jh � w jd

jvf;xj
; cos’ = e+ e� ; e� =

(h � w )

jh � w j
:(8)

In the absence ofspin-orbit interaction spectra ofAn-

dreev states,descibed by Eqs.(6),(7),(8),reduceto the

resultsforspin-discrim inated Andreev statesata ferro-

m agneticsurface1,4.

Andreev surface statescarry no spin currentin a sin-

glet superconductor,since particles and holes,occupy-

ing thestate,haveidenticalspatially constantlocalspin
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polarization and opposite velocities. However,the wave

function of Andreev surface states does not vanish in

the FSO L and has a qualitatively di�erent spin struc-

ture there, as com pared with the superconducting re-

gion. O ne can extract pole-like term s from the whole

expression for the electron retarded G reen’s function

ĝR (x;pf;") near bound state energies "1;2. W e deter-

m inethespin structureofelectronsin theAndreev states

in term s ofeigenvectorsofthese pole-like term s in spin

space
�
�

�

�

(x;pf;"). The unitvectorP
e,describing elec-

tron spin polarization,can be found from the equation

P e
b�
�
�

�

�

(x;pf;")=
�
�

�

�

(x;pf;"). Asa result,we obtain

the following spatially dependent spin polarization for

electronsin Andreev surfacestates(6)at0< x < d:

P
e
(pf;"1;2)= �

1

sin�

�

(e+ � e� )sin
� + x

2d
sin

� �

2
�

�
�

e+ �
�

e+ � e�
��

sin
� �

2

�

cos
� + x

2d
� cos

� +

2

�

+

+

�

e� cos
� +

2
sin

� �

2
+ e+ cos

� �

2
sin

� +

2

��

: (9)

Localspin polarization ofelectrons,occupying Andreev

states, is spatially constant inside the superconductor

and takes there the sam e value as follows from Eq.(9)

at x = d. Paralleland norm alto the surface com po-

nentsofspin polarizations,taken forincom ing and out-

going electronsin one and the sam e Andreev state,are

related with each other as P e
k
(~pf;"1;2) = P e

k
(pf;"1;2),

P e
? (~pf;"1;2)= � Pe? (pf;"1;2). Also,since "1 = � "2,we

�nd from Eq.(9),thatP e(pf;� "m )= � Pe(pf;"m ).

Spin polarization P h for holes, occupying Andreev

states, can be derived from Eq.(9). The quantity

P h satis�es the equation � Phib�yb�ib�y
�
� h

�h

�

(x;pf;") =
�
� h

�h

�

(x;pf;"),which containsthespin operatorforholes

� (1=2)ib�yb�ib�y.Here
�
� h

�h

�

(x;pf;")isthe eigenvectorof

the pole-like term in the G reen’s function ~̂g
R
(x;pf;")

near "1 or "2. As this follows from the generalrela-

tion ~̂g
R
(x;pf;") = ĝA

�

(x;� pf;� "),the eigenstates for

holesand forelectronsareassociated with each otheras
�
� h

�h

�

(x;pf;") =
�
�
�

��

�

(x;� pf;� "). Hence,the spin po-

larization for holes in the state
�
� h

�h

�

(x;pf;") coincides

with that for electrons in the state
�
� �

�

� �

�

(x;� pf;� ").

Further,asthisfollowsfrom theequation forP e and the

relation between P e(pf;"m )and P
e(~pf;� "m ),thequan-

tity P h(pf;"m )coincideswith electron spin polarization

in the state
�
�
�

� ��

�

(x;pfx;� pfk;"m ). Com paring elec-

tron spin polarizationsofstates
�
�
�

� ��

�

(x;pfx;� pfk;"m )

and
�
�

�

�

(x;pfx;� pfk;"m ), we �nd �nally that spin

polarization for holes can be found from Eq.(9) as

P h
k
(pf;"1;2) = P e

k
(pfx;� pfk;"1;2), P h

? (pf;"1;2) =

� Pe? (pfx;� pfk;"1;2).

The�rstterm in Eq.(9)describesP e
? com ponentofthe

spin polarization,while the second and third term s de-

term ine P e
k
.Underthe transform ation pfk ! � pfk one

�ndse� ! e� and � � ! � � .The�rsttwoterm sin the

square bracketsin Eq.(9)are responsible fora spatially

dependentdi�erencebetween electron and holelocalspin

polarizations,taking placein Andreev statesin FSO L as

the jointe�ectofZeem an and spin-orbitcouplings. In-

deed,for vanishing h or � vectors e � becom e parallel

to each other. Then the �rst and the second term s in

Eq.(9)vanish,resulting in identicalspin polarizationsof

electrons and holes. Also, at x = d this follows from

Eq.(9)P e(pf;"1;2)= P h(pf;"1;2).

Di�erentspin polarizationsand alm ostoppositeveloc-

ities ofelectrons and holes,occupying Andreev surface

statesEq.(6),resultin a netspin currentin the FSO L.

The localspin current density carried by two Andreev

statescan be represented asjs
i;k

= j
s;1

i;k
+ j

s;2

i;k
,where

j
s;m

i;k
=
1

2




vf;kW m

�

P
e
i(pf;"m )� P

h
i (pf;"m )

�

nf("m )
�

Sf

:

(10)

Here W m = 1

2
��N f

�
�sin �

2

�
� is the weight ofthe delta-

peak in the localdensity ofstates,taken in the FSO L

for m -th Andreev state (m = 1;2), and nf(") is the

Ferm idistribution function forquasiparticles. Substitu-

tion ofthe represented resultsinto Eq.(10)givesexactly

the spin currentdensity,which followsfrom Eq.(5)and

respective solutionsofthe Eilenbergerequationsforthe

G reen’sfunction.

Asthisfollowsfrom Eq.(10)afterintegration overthe

Ferm isurface,only parallelto the surface com ponents

jsy;z(x)and j
s
z;y(x)ofthespin currentrem ain �nite.The

spin currentjs
x;k
,carrying along thesurfaceperpendicu-

lartothesurfacespin com ponent,vanishesin accordance

with therelation P e
? (~pf;"1;2)= � Pe? (pf;"1;2),sincethe

contributions from incom ing and outgoing electrons,as

wellasholes,canceleach other. The proxim ity-induced

background spin currentwehavefound doesnotlead to

any spin accum ulation and satis�esthe continuity equa-

tion
P

l
@js

il
=@xl = 0.In the lim itofsm allZeem an cou-

pling h � �pf,we �nd the following sim ple estim ations

forthe spin currentin the thin layerwith spin-orbitin-

teraction d � vf=(�pf):

j
s
�� = � A��

�
h

�pf

� 2 �
d�pf

vf

�

jcL : (11)

Here �;� = y;z and � 6= �,A �� > 0 is a constantthe

order ofunity,jcL = ns�=p f is the Landau depairing

currentdensity.Atlow tem peraturesjcL � Nfvf�.

In theoppositelim ith � �pf,when theexchange�eld

in theFSO L signi�cantly exceedsspin-orbitcoupling,es-

tim ationsforthetwocom ponentsofthespin currentgive

di�erentresults:

j
s
yz = B yz

�
�pf

h

��
dh

vf

�

jcL ; (12)

j
s
zy = � Bzy

�
�pf

h

�3
�
dh

vf

�

jcL : (13)
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Here B yz,B zy are constants ofthe order ofunity. For

h � �pf � vf=d spontaneousspin currentdensitiesturn

outto be the orderofjcL.

Background spin current density, arising without

any proxim ity e�ects in the two-dim ensional m etal

with Rashba spin-orbit interaction27, takes the form

(�pf="f)
3
"fN fvf=6. Itisofthe third-orderin param e-

ter�pf="f,which ispresum ably sm all. These spin cur-

rents are carried by allthe occupied states at a given

tem perature27,28,in contrastwith the currents induced

by a proxim ity to the superconductor. For this reason

respectivereferencequantity "fN fvf containsalargepa-

ram eter"=� ascom pared with j cL .

W e return now to the problem ofspontaneoussurface

electric current. Each separate Andreev surface state,

taken forgiven pk,carries�nite surface electric current.

Thereisno netelectriccurrentundertheconditionscon-

sidered above,sinceelectriccurrentscarried by Andreev

surface states Eq.(6),(7),(8) with pk and � pk cancel

each other. This is associated with the sym m etry of

scalar com ponent g0 ofthe quasiclassicalG reen’s func-

tion with respectto the sign reversalofthe m om entum

parallelto the surface. Spin current takes �nite values

since vector com ponent g ofthe G reen’s function does

not possess the sym m etry. However,the sym m etry of

g0 turns out to be approxim ate,taking place only un-

dertheconditions�pf;h � "f,within thequasiclassical

approxim ation applied to the FSO L.Forthisreason we

�nd below �nitespontaneoussurfaceelectriccurrent,as-

sum ing � � �p f;h . "f and applying the �S-m atrix

approach fordescribing the FSO L.

A surface with the FSO L is characterized by the

norm al-state scattering �S-m atrix, contained reection

am plitudes for quasiparticles. The �S-m atrix can be

represented as �S = Ŝ(1 + �̂z)=2 + êS(1 � �̂z)=2, where

êS(pfk)= Ŝtr(� pfk)and

Ŝ =

�

r"" r"#

r#" r##

�

=
1

2

�

r" + r# + (r" � r#)
h + w

jh + w j
�

�

:

(14)

Here r";# = ei� ";# and,assum ing spatially constant h

and � in the FSO L,

� ";# = �+ 2arctan

�
jpfxj

pfx";#
tan(pfx";#d)

�

� 2jpfxjd;

(15)

whereFerm im om enta in thenorm alm etalpf and in the

FSO L pf";# satisfy the relation p2
fx";# = p2

fx
� 2m jh +

w (pfk)j.

M akinguseofexplicitexpression forthe �S-m atrix (14)

and following the quasiclassicalapproach with Riccati

am plitudesin describing the superconductor1,31,we ob-

tain thequasiclassicalG reen’sfunction.In particular,we

obtain spectra ofAndreev surfacestates,which takethe

following form now

"1;2 = sgn

�

sin

�
X � �

2

��

�cos

�
X � �

2

�

: (16)

Here X (pfk) = 1

2
(� "(pfk)+ � #(pfk)� �"(� pfk)�

� #(� pfk)) and �(p fk) is de�nd in Eq.(7), where

one should use the generalized de�nition for � � (pfk):

� � (pfk)= � "(� pfk)� �#(� pfk).Fora sm allparam e-

terjh + w j="f � 1 the quantity X (pfk)vanishesin the

�rstapproxim ation,while the de�nition for� � reduces

to thatgiven in Eq.(8).

In general,energies "1;2(pfk) in Eq.(16) are situated

asym m etricallywith respecttotheFerm ilevelforagiven

pfk. Since X (pfk) and �(p fk) are odd and even func-

tions ofpfk respectively,each energy branch "1;2(pfk)

in Eq.(16),as wellas the Andreev spectra as a whole,

isneither odd noreven with respectto the transform a-

tion pfk ! � pfk: "1;2(� pfk) = � "2;1(pfk). As a re-

sult ofthe asym m etry,the spontaneouselectric current

density jy(x),owing along thesurfaceperpendicularto

the exchange �eld in the superconducting region,arises

near the surface with the FSO L.The spontaneous sur-

facecurrentdensityattheinterfacex = dtakescom para-

tively sim pleform in thecaseofsm allspin-orbitcoupling

�pf � ("f � h):

jy(d)=

=
�eN f�

2

�

vfy

�
�

2T
sin

2 � 0

2
cosh

� 2 �cos� 0

2T
�

� cos
� 0

2
tanh

�cos� 0

2T

�

X (pfk)

�

Sf

:(17)

Here � 0,taken for zero spin-orbit coupling,is de�ned

as� 0 = � + j�= 0 = � � j�= 0. The expression forX (pfk)

in Eq.(17) should be taken linear in sm allparam eters

�pf=("f � h).Then X (pfk)/ wz = �pfy and averaging

overtheFerm isurfacein Eq.(17)givesnonzeroresultfor

jy,whilejz vanishes.

W e notice,thatan expression forthe Josephson criti-

calcurrentin S-F-S junctionswith sm allm om entum de-

pendenttransparenciesD (pfk)
3,4 can be obtained from

Eq.(17)by replacing X (pfk)vfy ! � 2D (pfk)jvfxj.This

isnotsurprising,sinceboth thespontaneoussurfacecur-

rentand theJosephson currentareactually thetwocom -

ponents oftotalsupercurrent carried by the sam e An-

dreev interface states,which reduce to surface statesin

thetunneling lim it.In theparticularcaseh � �pf � "f
the spontaneous surface electric current jy / �pfh="

2
f

is of the second order in a sm allparam eter (h="f) �

(�pf="f). Since these sm allsecond-orderterm sare dis-

regarded within thequasiclassicalapproach todescribing

theFSO L,solutionsofEq.(1)found aboveshow nospon-

taneouselectricsurfacecurrent,in contrastwith thespin

currentsin the FSO L.
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