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A bstract

A new class of phenom ena discussed In this review isbased on interaction between
spatially separated, but closely located ferrom agnets and superconductors. T hey are
called Ferrom agnet-Superconductor Hybrids ESH). These system s Inclide coupled
an ooth and textured Ferrom agnetic and Superconducting In s, m agnetic dots, w ires
etc. The interaction m ay be provided by them agnetic ux from m agnetic textures and
supercurrents. Them agnetic ux from m agnetic textures or topological defects can pin
vortices or create them , changing drastically the properties of the superconductor. O n
the other hand, them agnetic eld from supercurrents (vortices) strongly interactsw ih
the m agnetic subsystem Xading to form ation of coupled m agneticsuperconducting
topological defects. W e discusspossb ke experin ental realization ofthe FSH . T he pres—
ence of ferrom agnetic layer can change dram atically the properties of the supercon—
ductihg In due to proxin ity e ect. W e discuss experim ental and theoretical studies
of the proxim ity e ect in the FSH including transition tem perature, order param eter
oscillations and triplet superconductivity.
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1 Introduction

In this review we discuss a new avenue In solid state physics: studies of physical phenom ena
which appear when two mutually exclisive states of m atter, superconductivity and ferro—
m agnetian , are combined n an uni ed Ferrom agnet-Superconductor Hybrid (FSH) system .
In the hybrid system s fabricated from m aterals w ith di erent and even m utually exclusive
properties, a strong m utual interaction between subsystem s can dram atically change prop—
erties of the constituent m aterials. This approach o ers vast opportunities for science and
technology. The Interplay of superconductivity and ferrom agnetisn has been thoroughly
studied experin entally and theoretically {l, 2] for hom ogeneous system s. In such system s,
both order param eters are hom ogeneous In space and suppress each other. A s a result, one
or both the orderings are weak . A naturalway to avoid the m utual suppression of the order
param eter of the superconducting (S) and ferrom agnetic ') subsystam s is to ssparate them

by a thin but In penetrabl nsulator In . In such system sthe S and F subsystem s interact
via m agnetic eld induced by the nonuniform m agnetization of the F textures penetrating
into the superconductor. If this eld is strong enough, it can generate vortices in the su-—
perconductor. T he textures can be either arti cial (dots, w ires) or topological like D om ain
Walls ODW ). The inverse e ect is also in portant: the S currents generate m agnetic eld

Interacting w ith the m agnetization in F subsystem .

F irst experin ental works on FSH were focused on pinning properties of m agnetic dot
arrays covered by a thin superconducting In B, 4, §,%, 7]. The e ect of com m ensurability
on the transport properties was reported in 3,4, §,4]. Thise ect isnot speci ¢ form agnets
Interacting w ith superconductors and was rst observed in textured superconducting Im s.
F irst experim ents w ith such In swere perform ed in seventies. In these experim ents the pe—
riodicity of the vortex lattice xed by externalm agnetic eld com peted w ith the periodicity
of an arti cial array created by experin enters. M artinoliet al. [, 8, 10] used grooves and
Hebard et al. [11, 12] used arrays of hoks. T his approach was further developed by exper-
in entalists in nineties [13H19]. T heoretical analysis was also perform ed in the last century
20, 21, 22]. F irst cbservation of the dependence of vortex pining by m agnetic dots array
on the m agnetic eld direction was presented by M organ and K etterson []. Thiswas rst
direct indication ofnew physics In F SH .New insight into the FSH physics hasbeen provided
by M agnetic Force M icroscope M FM ) and Scanning Hall P robe M icroscope (SHPM ). By
using such im aging technique the group at the University of Leuven has elicidated several
pinning m echanisn s in FSH R31-R31.

D i erent m esoscopic m agneto-superconducting system s were proposed and studied the-
oretically: arrays of m agnetic dots on the top ofa SC Im P8, 27, 28, 29], Ferrom agnet—
Superconductor B ilayer FSB) R8, 30,31, 34, 33, 34], em bedded m agnetic nanow ires com —
bined w ith buk superconductor (35, 36] or superconductor In B7, 88], a layer ofm agnetic
dipoles between two buk superconductors 39], an array ofm agnetic dipoles m in icking the
FM dotson SC In 0], \giant" m agnetic dot which generates several vortices in buk su—
perconductor f41)], shgle m agnetic dots on a thin superconducting In [¥2, 43, 44, 45, 46],
thick m agnetic In combined w ith thick @7, 48,49, bd] orthin superconducting Im (1, b2].

T he characteristic scale scale ofthem agnetic eld and current variation in allm entioned
system s signi cantly exoeeds the ooherence length . It m eans that they can be considered



in London approxin ation w ith good precision. In the next section we derive basic equations
describing FSH . Starting from London-M axw ell equations, we derive a variational principle
(energy) containing only the values inside either S orF com ponents. T hese equations allowed
us to study single m agnetic dots coupled w ith superconducting In (Sec. 3.1) as well as
arrays of such dots (Section 34). The sinplest possbl FSH system - sandwich formed
by Ferrom agnetic and Superconducting layers, divided by ultrathin lnsulating In (FSB),-
can dem onstrate unusual behavior: soontaneous fom ation of coupled system of vortices
and m agnetic dom ains. T hese phenom ena are discussed In Section 3.3. W e also discuss the
In uence of the thick m agnetic In on the bulk superconductor.

An altemative approach to heterogeneous SC /FM system s is just to em ploy the proxin iy
e ects Instead of avoiding them . The exchange eld existing in the ferrom agnet solits the
Fem i spheres for up and down spins. Thus, the Cooper pair acquires a non-zero total
momentum and its wave function oscillates n space. This e ect rst predicted by Larkin
and Ovchinnikov B3] and by Ferrel and Fulde p4] will be cited further as LOFF e ect.
One of is m anifestation is the change of sign of the C ooper pair tunneling am plitude in
Soace. At som e conditions the Jossphson current through a superconductor-ferrom agnet—
superconductor (S/F /S) Junction has sign opposite to sin’ , where ’ is the phase di erence
between right and lkft superconducting layers. This type of jinctions was rst proposed
theoretically Iong tin e ago by Bulaevsky et al B3], PGland wascalled —janction in contrast
to standard or O—junction. Tt was rst reliably realized in the experim ent by R yazanov and
cow orkers in 2001 [57, 58] and a little later by K ontoset al. H59]. T he experin ental ndings
of these groups have generated an extended literature. A large exhausting review on this
topic was published In the beginning of 2002 [60]. A m ore special survey was published at
the sam e tim e by G arifullin [f1]. W e are not going to repeat what was already done in this
review s and w ill focus presum ably on workswhich appeared after itspublication. O nly basic
notions and ideas necessary for understanding w illbe extracted from previous works.

M ost of the proxin iy phenom ena predicted theoretically and found experin entally are
based on the oscillatory behavior of the Cooper pair wave function. These are the oscik-
lations of the transition tem perature ( rst predicted in 2, 63]), and the critical current
vs. the thickness of ferrom agnetic layer which are seen as oscillatory transitions from 0-to

—jinctions [56]. O ther proxin ity e ects besides the usual suppression of the order param e~
ters nclude the preferential antiparallel orientation of the F-layers in a F/S/F trilayer, the
so-called spinvalve e ect [64, 65, 661.

M ore recently a new idea was proposed by K adigrobov et al. [p}] and by B ergeret, E fetov
and Vokov [p8]: they have predicted that the m agnetization varying its direction in space
transfom s singlet C ooper pairs into triplet ones. The triplet pairing is not suppressed by
the exchange eld and can propagate In the ferrom agnet on large distances thus providing
the Jongrange proxin ity between superconductors in S/F /S junctions.

T he proxin ity e ectsm ay have technological applications as elem ents ofhigh-goeed m ag—
netic electronics based on the spin valve action [66] and also as elem ents of quantum com —
puters [69]. Purely m agnetic interaction between ferrom agnetic and superconducting sub—
system s can also be usad to design m agnetic eld controlled superconducting devices. A
m agnetic eld controlled Jossphson interferom eter in a thin m agnetic F /S bilayer has been
dem onstrated by Eom and Johnson [74].



In the next Section we derive basic equations. Third Section is focused on phenom ena
In FSH which are based on only m agnetic interaction between ferrom agnetic and supercon—
ducting subsystem . Recent results on proxin iy based phenom ena in bi-and tri-ayer F SH
are presented in the last Section.

2 Basic Equations

In the proposed and experim entally realized F'SH am agnetic texture Interactsw ith the super-
current. F irst we assum e that ferrom agnetic and superconducting subsystam s are ssparated
by thin insulating layer which prevents proxin ity e ect, ocusing on m agnetic interaction

only. Inhom ogeneousm agnetization generatesm agnetic eld outside the ferrom agnets. This
m agnetic eld generates screening currents in superconductors which, in tum, change the
m agnetic eld. The problem must be solved selfconsistently. The calculation of the vor-
tex and m agnetization arrangem ent for nteracting, spatially ssparated superconductors and
ferrom agnets is based on the static London-M axwell equations and corresponding energy.
T his description includes possible superconducting vortices. Londons approxin ation works
satisfactory since the sizes of all structures in the problem exceed signi cantly the coherence
length . W e ram ind that in the Londons approxin ation the m odulus of the order param eter
is constant and the phase varies in space. Starting from the London-M axwell equation in
all the space, we elin nate the m agnetic eld outside their sources and cbtain equations
for the currents, m agnetization and elds inside them . This is done in the subsection 2.1.
In the subsection 22 we apply thism ethod to the case of very thin coupled ferrom agnetic
and superconducting Ins. W hen proxin ity e ects dom inate, the Londons approxin ation

is Invalid. T he basic equations for this case w illbe described in subsection 2 3.

2.1 ThreeD In ensional System s.

T he totalenergy of a stationary F-S systam reads:

B® mngv?

H= [—+ — B M Jdv @)
8 2

where B isthem agnetic induction, M is the m agnetization, ng is the density of S-electrons,

m ¢ is their e ective m ass and v is their velocity. W e assum e that the SC density ng and

the m agnetization M are ssparated In space. W e assum e also that the m agnetic eld B

and its vectorpotential A asym ptotically tum to zero at In nity. Em ploying staticM axwell

equation r B=4?j,andB=r A , them agnetic eld energy can be transform ed as

follow s:

Z Z

B? j A
—dv = ——adv @)
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T hough the vectorpotential enters explicitly in the last equation, it is gauge invariant due
to the current conservation divj= 0. W hen integrating by part, we neglected the surface
tem . T his is correct ifthe eld, vectorpotential and the current decrease su ciently fast at



In nity. Thiscondition is satis ed for sim ple exam ples considered in thisarticke. T he current
jcan be represented asa sum : j= } + j, ofthe SC and m agnetic currents, respectively:

. nshe 2

= '’ —A) 3)
2m s 0
h = cr M : 4)

W e consider contributions from m agnetic and S-currents into the integral @) separately. W e

start w ith the ntegral: 7 7

1 1
— HAdV=- @ M) AWV ©)
2c 2
Integrating by part and neglecting the surface term again, we arrive at a ollow ng resul:
lZ'AoIv—lZM Bdv (6)
2¢ 2
H
W e have om itted the ntegralovera remote surface (m M ) A dS. Such an om ission is

valid if the m agnetization is con ned to a lin ited volum e. But for in nite m agnetic system s
it may be wrong even In sinplest problem s. W e will discuss such a situation in the next
section.

N ext we consider the contribution ofthe superconducting current 3 to the integral @) . In
the gauge-invariant equation 3 ’ is the phase of the S—carriers (C ooper pairs) wave-function
and (= hc2e isthe ux quantum . N ote that the phase gradient r ’ can be Included into
A asa gauge transfom ation w ith exception of vortex lines, where ’ is singular. W e em ploy
equation (3) to express the vectorpotential A in tem s of the supercurrent and the phase
gradient:

A = _Or ’ m scjs 7)
2 nge?
P lugging equation f]) into equation @), we nd:
L LA dV h 1 gV m, - iZav @)
_ = —_— r
2c > de ° 2n e? %

Sihce } = engvg, the Jast tem In this equation is equalto the kinetic energy taken w ith the
sign m inus. It exactly com pensates the kinetic energy In the Initial expression for the energy
@) . Collecting all rem aining tem s, we obtain a follow ing expression for the totalenergy:

zZ 2
n.h
H= £
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W e ram ind again about a possbl surface term for In nite m agnetic system s. Note that
integration in the expression for energy () prooseds over the volum es occupied etther by
superconductors or by m agnets. E quation {'_9) allow s to separate the energy of vortices from
the energy ofm agnetization induced currentsand elds and their interaction energy. Indeed,
as we noted earlier, the phase gradient can be ascribbed to the contrbution of vortex lines
only. It is representable as a sum of independent integrals over di erent vortex lines. The
vectorpotentialand them agnetic eld can be represented asa sum ofm agnetization induced



and vortex induced parts:A = A, +A,,B =B, + B,,whereA ,,B (the hdex k iseither
m orv) are detem ined as solutions of the LondonsM axw ell equations:

4
r r  A)= —k; 10)
c

The e ect of the screening of m agnetic eld generated by m agnetization by superconduc-
tor is nclided into the vector elds A , and B, . Applying such a ssparation, we present
the totalenergy Q) asa sum of tem s containing only vortex contributions, only m agnetic
contrbutions and the interaction tem s. The purely m agnetic part can be represented as
a nonlocal quadratic form of the m agnetization. The purely superconducting part is repre—
sentable as a non-local doublk Integral over the vortex lines. F ally, the Interaction tem

is representable as a doublk integral which prooeeds over the vortex lines and the volum e
occupied by the m agnetization and is bidlinear in m agnetization and vorticity. To avoid
cum bersom e form ulas, we w ill not w rite these expressions explicitly.

2.2 Two-D In ensional System s.

Below we perform a m ore explicit analysis for the case of two parallel In s, one F, ancther
S, both very thin and very close to each other. N eglecting their thickness, we assum e that
both Ins are located approxin ately at z = 0. In some cases we need a m ore accurate
treatm ent. Then we Introduce a an alldistance d between In swhich In the end w illbe put
zero. Though the thidkness ofeach In is assum ed to be an all, the 2-din ensional densities
of S-carriers n® = n.d; and magnetization m = M d, remain nie. Here we introduced
the thickness ofthe S In dg and the F In d, . The 3d supercarrer density ng R ) can
be represented asns R ) =  (Z)n®? (r) and the 3d m agnetization M R ) can be represented
asM R)= (z dm (r), where r is the two-din ensional radiusvector and z-direction is
perpendicular to the Ins. Th what Pllowsn?) is assum ed to be a constant and the index
() is om itted. The energy @) can be rew ritten for this special case:

nghe b m,

r’ a a°r 11)
8m ¢ 4m (C 2

wherea= A (r;z= 0) andb = B (r;z= 0). T he vectorpotential satis esM axwell-L.ondons

equation:

1 2 hnge
r (r A) = —A (z)+

r’ (z) 12)
m.c

+ 4 r m (=)

Here = Z=d5 isthee ective screening length fortheS In, . isthe London penetration
depth and d; is the S— In thickness{/1].

A coording to our general argum ents, the term proportionalto r / in equation @3) de-
scribes vortices. A plane vortex characterized by its vorticity g and by the position of its
center on the plane ry contrbutes a shgulartem tor ’ :

z @ ¥

r’'oin) =9 ————— 3)
T nF



and generates a standard vortex vectorpotential:

qd02 & ®

Ayl B;z) = . -
2 ¥ BJ
z 4 . k3
1kr ) . 14)
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D i erent vortices contribute independently into the vectorpotential and m agnetic eld. A
peculiarity of this problem is that the usually applied gauge divA = 0 becom es singular
In the Iim it ds;d, ! 0. Therfre, i is reasonable to apply another gauge A, = 0. The
calculations are much sinpler n Fourierrepresentation. Follow ing the general procedure,
we present the Fouriertransform of the vectorpotential Ay asa sum Ay = Ak + Aok -
E quation for the m agnetic part of the vectorpotential reads:

am q

K@A,,) KA.,= 4 ik mge™ (15)

where g is progction of the wave vector k onto the plane ofthe Ins: k = k,2+ g. An
arbitrary vector eldV , in the wave-vector space can be represented by its local coordinates:

V= Vi2+ Va+ Vi @ 9 (16)

In tem s of these coordinates the solution of equation {13) reads:

4 i’ |
Ap, = — e 17)
, 1, 4ikmg omg o
Bl —gagt > S 18)

Integration of the latter equation over k, allows to nd the perpendicular com ponent of
aq™:
k '
ar?ﬂq _ 4 ql(ﬂlq; quz)e w, 19)
S

whereas it follows from equation {15) that af, = 0. Note that the parallel com ponent of

the vector—potentjalAr]; x does not know anything about the S In . It corresponds to the
m agnetic eld equal to zero outside the plane of ' In . Therefore, i is nessential for our
procblem .

T he vortex part of the vectorpotential also does not contain z-com ponent since the
supercurrents ow In the plane. The vortex solution n a thin In was rst found by Pearl
[/2]. An explicit expression for the vortex-induced potential is:

2i o2 QF @), 0)
k21+2q

Avk:

P
where F (@) = ;€75 is the vortex fom —factor; the Index j labels the vortices and r;y

are coordinates of the vortex centers. The Fourertransfom ation for the vortex-induced



vector-potential at the surface ofthe SC  In a,q reads:

p = io€ 9P @ o)

ql+ 2 g

T he z-com ponent ofm agnetic eld induced by the Pearl vortex in real space is:

0

B, = 2 22

2 0 1+ 2 g T ©@2)

Ttsasymptoticat z= 0 and r isBy, o =( );atr it isB., »=( 1r).Each
Pearl vortex carries the ux quantum = hc=e.

The energy (11), can be expressed in tem s of Fouriertransfom s:
H=H,+H,y+ Hu; (23)

w here purely vortex energy H ,, is the sam e as it would be in the absence ofthe FM  Im :

. nh?? e 2 )dzq o)
v = r r —ayg)——;
8m A
T he purely m agnetic energy H,, is:
z
1
H, = > mgb, . (25)

Tt contains the screened m agnetic eld and therefore di ers from its value In the absence of
the SC In . Finally the interaction energy reads:

Z 2
nshe d
Hny = : €7) qonq——
4m ¢ @)
12 d’q
- m cbyog—— 26
2 q q (2 )2 ( )

N ote that the inform ation on the vortex arrangem ent is contained in the form -factor F (q)
onk.

To illustrate how in portant can be the surface tem , let consider a hom ogeneous perpen—
dicularly m agnetized m agnetic In and one vortex In superconducting In . The authors
BOlhave shown that the energy ofthissystem is", = ") m ,,where " isthe energy ofthe
vortex In the absence of m agnetic In ,m isthem agnetization perunit area and = hc2e
is the m agnetic ux quantum . Let consider how this result appears from the m icroscopic
calculations. T he vortex energy (4) is jast equalto "). Purely m agnetic term  (25) does not
change In the presence of vortex and is inessential. The rst term In the interaction energy
€6) isequalto zero since the in nitem agnetic In doesnot generatem agnetic eld outside.
The second term of this energy is equalto m ¢=2. The second half of the interaction
energy com es from the surface tem . Indeed, it is equalto

Z, I

1=2) ]I_Iq m@E 2) Ard = (1=2)A dr
r. 0

= m 0:2



2.3 Eilenberger and U sadel E quations

T he essence of proxin ity phenom ena is the change of the order param eter (C ooperpairwave
function) . T herefore, the London approxin ation isnot valid in this case and equations forthe
order param eter m ust be solved. They are either Bogolyubov-D €G ennes equations [73, 7741
for the coe cients u and v orm ore conveniently the G or’kov equations [[5] for G reen fiinc-

tions. Unfortunately the solution of these equations is not an easy problem in the spatially
Inhom ogeneous case com bined w ith the scattering by im purities and/or irregular boundaries.
This isa typical situation forthe experin entsw ith F /S proxim iy e ects, sihce the layers are
thin, the di usion delivers atom s of one layer Into another and the control of the structure
and m orphology is not so strict as for 3d single crystals. Som etin es experin enters delio—
erately use am orphous alloys as m agnetic layers [7§]. Fortunately, if the scale of variation
for the order param eter ism uch larger than atom ic, the sam iclassical approxin ation can be
applied. E quations for the superconducting order param eter In sem iclassical approxin ation
were derived long tin e ago by E ilenberger [71] and by Larkin and O vchinnikov [78]. They
were further sin pli ed In the case of strong elastic scattering (di usion approxin ation) by

U sadel [79]. For the reader convenience and for the uni cation of notations we dem onstrate
them here referring the reader for derivation to originalworks or to the textbooks {80, 81].

T he E ilenberger equations are w ritten forthe electronic G reen fnctions integrated in the
m om entum space over them om entum com ponent perpendicular to the Fem isurface. Thus,
they depend on a point of the Femm isurface characterized by two m om entum ocom ponents,
on the coordinates in real space and tim e. It ism ore convenient in them odynam ics to use
their Fourier-com ponents over the im aginary tin e, the socalled M atsubara representation
B2]. The frequencies in this representation accept discrete realvalies ', = @n+ 1) T,
where T is the tam perature. The case of singlkt pairing is described by two E ilenberger
anom alous G reen functions F (! ;k;r) and FY (! ;k;r) (integrated along the nom al to the
Fem isurface G or’kov anom alous functions), where ! stays for !, k is the wave vector at
the Femm i sphere and r is the vector indicating at a point In real space (the coordinate of
the Cooper pair centerofm ass). The function F generally is com plex in contrast to the
Integrated nom alG reen function G (! ;k;r), which is real. E ilenberger has proved that the
finctions G and F are not independent: they obey the nom alization condition:

G(;knf+ F(knf=1 27)

Besides, the E ikenberger G reen functions obey the follow ing sym m etry relations:

F(;k;p)=F ( ';%;n)=F (!; k;n) (28)
G( !;k;r)= G (!;k;r) = G (!; k;r (29)
E ilenberger equations read:
nw !#
@ 2e
2 + v — =A@ F(;k;n)=20G({;k;r)
(%r c
+ g @W k;a)B KF @ F k)G @] (30)
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where (r) isthe space (and tin e)—dependent order param eter (localenergy gap); v is the
velocity on the Fem i surface; W (k;qg) is the probability of transition per unit tim e from
the state w ith them om entum g to the state with themom entum k and (g) is the angular
dependence of the density of states nom alized by qu @)= N (0). HereN (0) is the total
density of states D 0 S) in the nom al state at the Fem i kevel. The E ilenberger equations
have the structure of B oltzm ann kinetic equation, but they also incorporate quantum ooher-
ence e ects. They must be com plam ented by the selfoconsistency equation expressing local
valie of (r) In tem s of the anom alous G reen function F :

" #
2 7
&) &k K)F (\,;k;r) =0 (31)

()Jn(l)+2 T
* T

c n=0 °n

In a frequently considered by theorists case of the isotropic scattering the collision integral
in equation (30) is rem arkably sinpli ed:
z
1
g @W k;9)B KF @ F &G@l=—06KHFL F KGil; 32)

where the relaxation tine is equal to Inverse value of angular independent transition
probability W and h::di m eans the angular average over the Fem i sphere.

T he E ilenberger equation is sin pler than com plete G or'’kov equations since it contains only
one function depending on by one lss number of argum ents. Tt could be expected that
In the Im it of very short relaxation time T 1 (T is transition tem perature in the
clean superconductor) the E ilenberger kinetic-ike equation w ill becom e sin ilar to di usion
equation. Such a di usion-lke equation was indeed derived by Usadel [79]. In the case of
strong elastic scattering and the isotropic Fem i surface (sphere) the G reen function does
not depend on the direction on the Fem i sphere and depends only on frequency and the
soatial coordinate r. T he U sadel equation reads (We om it both argum ents):

2'F D@ GEr FeG =20 33)

In thisequation D = v =3 isthe di usion coe cient for electrons in the nom al state and
¢ stays for the gauge-invariant gradient: €=r 23eA =hc. The U sadel equations m ust be
com plem ented by the sam e selfconsistency equation (1) . It is also usefil to keep in m ind
expression for the current density in temm s of the function F :

X
j= ie2 TN (0)D ® 6r FEF ): (34)

'n>0

O ne can consider the set 0f G reen functions G, F, FY as elam ents of the 2x2 m atrix G reen
function § where the m atrix indices can be denti ed w ith the particle and hole or Nambu
channels. This form al trick becom es rather essential when the singlkt and triplkt pairing
coexist and it is necessary to take In account the Nambu indices and soin Indices sin ula—
neously. E ilknberger i his original article [/7] has indicated a way to im plem ent the spin
degrees of freedom in his schem e. Below we dem onstrate a convenient m odi cation of this
representation proposed by Bergeret et al. B3]. Let us ntroduce a m atrix g (r; ;%) wih

11



m atrix elem ents g;l,.';BO, where n;n%are the N ambu indices and s; s° are the spin indices, de ned
as ollow s: 7
nn® 00 1% oy Y (0,40
Oge0 (TiGir;t) = o i ()amo A h o () Joo (5E)1 (35)

Them atrix "3 in the de nition B3) is the Paulim atrix in the Nambu space. To clarify the
N am bu Indices we w rite explicitly what do they m ean in temm s of the electronic -operators:

1s si 2s Y and smeans s. Themost generalm atrix g can be expanded in the
Nambu space Into a linear com bination of 4 ndependent m atrices % ;k = 0;1;2;3, where
% is the unit m atrix and three others are the standard Paulim atrices. Follow ing B3], we
acoept follow ing notations for the com ponents of this expansion, which are m atrices In the
soin spaceh:

g= Qo+ &N+ £;£= HiN + £i% (36)

Them atrix £ describes C ooper pairing since it contains only antidiagonalm atrices in the
Nambu space. In tum the soin m atrices £, and £, can be expanded in thebasis of spin Pauli
matrices 4;j= 0;1;2;3. W ithout loss of generality we can accept the ©llow ing agreem ent
about the scalar com ponents of the spin—space expansion :

fi= 6N+ 656 = %+ 305 37)

Tt is easy to check that the am plitudes f;;i= 0::3 are associated w ith the follow ing combi-
nations of the wave-function operators:

fo ! haw 4+ 4 i
f. ! howow H
£ ! hae o+ i
f5 I how oy ¢ o1

T hus, the am plitude f3 corresponds to the singlet pairing, w hereas three others are responsi-
bl forthe triplt pairing. In particular, in the absence of triplet pairing only the com ponent
f3 survives and them atrix £ is equalto

Let us considerwhat m odi cation m ust be introduced Into the E iflenberger and U sadel equa-—
tions to take In account the exchange interaction of C ooper pairs w ith the m agnetization
In the ferrom agnet. N eglecting the reciprocal e ect of the C ooper pairs onto the electrons
of d-or f<hell regponsible for m agnetization, we introduce the e ective exchange eld h (r)

acting inside the ferrom agnet. It produces pssudoZean an splitting of the spin enetgy-:". . In
the case of the singlet pairing the M atsubara frequency ! must be substituted by ! + ih (v).

Each tin e when Nambu and spin m atrices stay together we m ean the direct product.
2T reality the exchange energy has quite di erent origh than the Zeem an interaction, but at a xed
m agnetization there is a ©om al sin ilarity in the H am ilttonians.
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W hen the direction ofm agnetization changes In space generating triplet pairing, the U sadel
equation is form ulated in term s of the m atrix g [B3]:

D

E@ @@g) 3 Il3%sigl+ sign! higl=  i[;9]); (38)
w here the operators of them agnetic eld h and the energy gap are de ned as follow s:

h= 3 h (39)
= 1 3 (40)

To nd a speci ¢ solution of the E ilenberger and U sadel equations proper boundary condi-
tions should be form ulated. For the E ilenberger equations the boundary conditions at an
interface of two m etals were derived by Zaitsev B4]. They are m ost naturally om ulated in
temm s of the antisymm etric (%) and symm etric (@°) parts of the m atrix g with respect to

re ection ofm om entum p, ! B assum Ing that z is nom alto the interface. O ne of them
states that the antisym m etric part is continuous at the interface (z = 0):

gez= 0)=dg@E=+0) (41)
T he second equation connects the discontinuity of the sym m etric part at the interface g° =
g®z= +0) gz= 0) wih the re ection coe cient R and tranan ission coe cient D of
the Interface and antisym m etric part g° at the boundary:
Dg° @ d9°)=RaL @)’ (42)
where g} = g°@z = +0)+ g°(z = 0). If the boundary is transgparent R=0, D=1), the

sym m etric part of the G reen tensor g is also continuous.

The boundary conditions for the Usadel equations, ie. under the assum ption that the
m ean free path of electron 1 ismudh shorter than the ocoherence length , were derived by
K upriyanov and Lukichev B5]. The rst ofthem ensuresthe continuity ofthe current ow ing

through the interface:
dg dg
<g<d—z<= >g>d—z>; 43)
w here the subscripts < and > relate to the Jkeft and right sides of the Interface; ., denote
the conductiviy of the properm etal. T he ssocond boundary condition connects the current
w ith the discontinuity of the order param eter through the boundary and its tranam ission

and re ection coe cientsD ( ) and R ( ):

162 - 2200 Uig gy )
g>dz—4 R () i< I

where isthe incidence anglk ofthe electron at the interfaceand D ( ),R ( ) are coresoond—
Ing tranam ission and re ection ooe cients. This boundary condition can be rew ritten In
termm s of m easurable characteristics:

dg. 1

> 0> dz = R_bib< HeSuF 45)
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Figure 1: M agnetic dots w ith out-ofplane and in-plane m agnetization and vortices.

where Ry, is the resistance of the Interface. In the case of high transparency R 1) the
boundary conditions (43;44) can be sim pli ed as ollows B4]:

df. df.
f.=1£; dz = dz ’ 46)
where is the ratio of nom al state resistivities.

3 HybridsW ithout P roxin ity E ect

3.1 M agnetic D ots

In this subsection we consider the ground state ofa SC  In w ith a circularvery thin FM dot
grown upon it. The m agnetization w ill be considered to be xed, hom ogeneous inside the
dot and directed either perpendicular or parallelto the SC In (see gure I). This problem
isbasic one for a class ofm ore com plicated problem s ncorporating arrays of m agnetic dots.

W ew illanalyze what are conditions for appearance of vortices In the ground state, w here
do they appear and what are m agnetic elds and currents in these states. The S In is
assum ed to be very thin, plane and In nite In the lateral directions. Since the m agnetization
iscon ned inside the nite dotno di cultiesw ith the surface ntegrals over in niely rem ote
surfaces or contours arise.

3.1.1 M agnetic D ot: Perpendicular m agnetization

Foran in niely thin circular m agnetic dot of the radius R w ith 2d m agnetization m (r) =
m2 R r) (z d) on the top ofthe SC In themagnetic eld can be calculated using

equations 18/19). T he Fouriercom ponent ofm agnetization necessary for this caloulation is:

2 mR

my =2 J1 @R )e™?; 47)

where J; (x) is the Bessel finction. T he Fourertransfom s of the vectorpotential reads:

) i8 *mRJ; @R)
AZ, =
2 |
e® L | gkd gy 48)
1+ 29

14



Though the di erence in the round brackets in equation @8) looks to be always snall we
rem ind that d must be put zero In the nal answer), we can not neglect it since it occurs
to give a nite, not an all contrbution to the parallel com ponent of the m agnetic eld
between the two Ims. From equation (48) we inmediately nd the Fouriertransfom s of
the m agnetic eld com ponents:

Brg= iPnqi Bng= kAo 49)
For the readers convenience we also present the Fouriertransform of the vectorpotential at
the superconductor surface:
- BImR s @) 50)
G g 1+ 2g L (R
In the last equation we have put e  equalto 1.
Perfomm ing Inverse Fouriertransformm ation, we nd them agnetic eld in real space:

21 3 a¥3
BZ (5z)= 4 mR 1R )Jo Gr)e ¢dg (51)
0 1+ 29

Z 4
BI (r5z)=2mR  J;(@R)J; @e ¥
0

m

2q

2 @+ @ 4d (z) Joday; 52)

where (z) is the step function equalto + 1 at positive z and 1 at negative z. Note that
B has discontihuiies at z = 0 and z = d due to surface currents In the S—and F- In s,
respectively, whereas the nom alcom ponent B? is continuous.

A vortex, ifappears, m ust be located at the center of the dot due to sym m etry. IfR ’
the direct calculation show s that the central position of the vortex providesm inin alenergy.
For an all radius of the dot the deviation of the vortex from the centralposition seem s even
less probable. W e have checked num erically that central position is always energy favorable
for one vortex. Note that this fact is not trivial since the m agnetic eld of the dot is
stronger near its boundary. H owever, the gain of energy due to interaction of the m agnetic

eld generated by the vortex w ith m agnetization decreases when the vortex approaches the
boundary. The nom alm agnetic eld generated by the Pearl vortex is given by equation
©@2) . Num erical calculations based on equations (51,22) for the caseR > shows that B,
attheS— In (z= 0) changessign at somer= R, (see gure2) in the presence of the vortex
centered at r= 0, but it is negative everywhere at r > R In the absence of the vortex.

T he physical explanation ofthis fact isas follow s. T he dot itself isan ensam bl ofparallel
m agnetic djpoles. Each dipolk generatesm agnetic eld at the plane passing through the dot,
w hich hasthe sign opposite to tsdipolarm om ent. The elds from di erent dijpoles com pete
at r< R, but they have the sam e sign at r> R . The SC current resists this tendency. T he

eld generated by the vortex decays slower than the dipolar eld (I=r°® vs. 1=r? ). Thus,
the sign of B, is opposite to the m agnetization at an all values of r (out larger than R)
and positive at large r. The m easuram ent of m agnetic eld near the In may serve as a
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Figure 2: M agnetic eld ofdot w ith and w ithout vortex ®rR= = 5and =8 “mR = 4

diagnostic toolto detect a S-vortex con ned by the dot. To our know ledge, so far there were
no experin entalm easuram ents of this e ect.

In the presence of a vortex, energy of the system can be caloulated using equations
©328) . T he appearance of the vortex changes energy by the am ount:

- -

= "¢+t "y (53)

where ", = "o In( = ) is the energy of the vortex without m agnetic dot, 'y = 5=(16 2 );
". v is the energy of interaction between the vortex and the m agnetic dot given by equation
(€6) . For this speci c problem the direct substitution of the vectorpotential, m agnetic eld

and the phase gradient (see equations (0,51))kads to a Hllow ing result:

W or DR s
o 1+2qg
T he vortex appearswhen tums into zero. T his criterion determ ines a curve In the plane of
two din ensionalvariablesR= andm (=", . Thiscurve ssparating regin esw ith and w ithout
vortices is depicted n  gure 3. T he asym ptotic of ", , or large and sm allvalues ofR= can
be found analytically:

"m v m o (_ l)

" m 5 (5 1)

mv 0 2
T hus, asym ptotically the curve = 0 tums Into a horizontal straight Inem (=", = 1 at
large R= and logarithm ically distorted hyperbola m (=",) R= )= 2 atanallratioR= .

At further increasing of ettherm =", or R= the second vortex becom es energy fa—
vorable. D ue to symm etry the centers of the two vortices are Jocated on the straight lne
Including the center of the dot at equal distances from i. The energy of the two—vortex
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Figure 3: Phase diagram of vortices Induced by a m agnetic dot. The lines correspond to
the appearance of 1,2 and 3 vortices, respectively.

con guration can be calculated by the sam e m ethod. The curve 2 on  gure () corresponds
to this second phase transition . In principle there exists an in nite series of such transitions.
However, here we lim it ourselves w ith the rst three since it is not quite clear what is the
m ost energy favorable con guration for 4 vortices (for 3 it is the regular trianglk) . &t is not
yet studied what is the role of con gurations w ith several vortices con ned inside the dot
region and antivortices outside.

3.1.2 M agnetic D ot: ParallelM agnetization

N ext we consider an In niely thin circularm agnetic dot whose m agnetization M is directed
iIn the plane and is hom ogeneocus Inside the dot. An explicit analytical expression for M
reads as ollow s:

M =m, R ) ()R (55)

where R is the radius of the dot, m ( is the m agnetization per uni area and R is the unit
vector along the x-axis. T he Fourier transform of the m agnetization is:

J
M, = 2 m.R 1 (@R)

R (56)

T he Fourerrepresentation for the vectorpotential generated by the dot In the presence of
m agnetic In takes the fom :

2

.. 8 “m R
? ikd 0
Apy = [7k§+q2J1<qR)C:os(q)
Ze{kzd e @
K (67)
q 1+ 2 g
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Let Introduce a vortex-antivortex pair with the centers of the vortex and antivortex
ocated at x = + o, x = 0, Tespectively. Em plying equations (2326) to calculate the
energy, we nd:

E = 2,n(-) 4 Zlmd
° ° o 1+2q 7
Z
J J
omy R 1 @R)J1 @ O)dq+E0 58)
0 1+ 2 g

where E is the dot self energy. O ur num erical calculations indicate that the equilibbrium
valie of  isequalto R . The vortex-antivortex creation changes the energy of the system
by:

21 3, 2aR)
-zane) 4
213 @)1 @R)
2my oR T 1124 3 dg (59)

The instability to the vortex-antivortex pair appearance develops when  changes sign.
T he curve that corresponds to = 0 is given by a follow ing equation:

R
Mo o 2In (=) 4 0l Jf+22qRq)dq (60)
- R1 J; @R)JI1 (@R)
0 R o Topg

T he critical curve in the plane of two din ensional ratios ®22 and ® is plotted num erically
in gure (4). The creation of vortex-antivortex is energy unﬁvorab]e In the region below
this curve and favorable above it. T he phase diagram suggests that the an aller is the radius
R ofthe dot the lJarger value mo—oo is necessary to create the vortex-antivortex pair. At large
valuesofR andm, | o, the vortex is ssparated by a lJarge distance from the antivortex.
T herefore, their energy is approxin ately equal to that of two fiee vortices. This positive
energy is com pensated by the attraction of the vortex and antivortex to the m agnetic dot.
The critical values of m( (= ¢ Seam s to be num erically lJarge even at R= 1. This is
probably a consequence of com parably ine ective interaction of n-plane m agnetization w ith
the vortex.

M agnetic dotsw ith a nite thickness were considered by M ilosevic et al. B2, 43,44]. N
qualitative changes of the phase diagram orm agnetic elds were reported.

3.2 Array ofM agnetic D ots and Superconducting F iIm

321 Vortex Pinning by M agnetic D ots

Vortex pinning In superconductors is of the great practical im portance. First tine the
arti cial vortex pinning was created by S— In thickness m odulation in seventies. M artinoli
et al. [10] have used grooves on the In surface to pin vortices and Hebard et al. {11, 12]
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Figure4: Phassdiagram forvorticesantivortices induced by them agneticdotw ith in-plane
m agnetization.

have used trangular arrays of holes. M agnetic structures provide additional possibilities to
pin vortices. F irst experin ents were perform ed in the Louis Neel lab in G rencble 3, 4.
T hese experin ents were perform ed w ith dots severalm icrons w ide w ith the m agnetization
parallel to the superconducting In . They cbserved oscillations of the m agnetization vs
m agnetic eld. T hese oscillation was attributed to a sin plem atching e ect: pinning becom es
stronger w hen vortex lattice is com m ensurate w ith the Jattice of pinning centers. This can be
m easured In tem s of extermal, nom alto the In m agnetic eld needed to generate Integer
num ber of vortices per unit cell of the pinning array.

F lux pinning by a trangular array of subm icron size dotsw ith typical spacing 400-600nm
and diam eters close to 200nm m agnetized in-plane was rst reported by M artih et al. [@].
O scillations ofthe resistivity w ith increasing ux were cbserved w ith period corresoonding to
one ux quanta perunit cellofm agnetic dot Jattice (see gure BLeft. This can be explained
by the m atching e ect. Though m atching e ect is not speci ¢ to m agnetic pinning arrays,
enhanced pinning w ith m agnetic dots w ith m agnetization parallel to the In was ocbserved
by M artin et al. [].

D ots array w ih out-ofplane m agnetization com ponent was st created and studied
by M organ and Ketterson [}]. They have m easured critical current as a function of the
extemalm agnetic eld and found strong asymm etry of the pinning properties vs m agnetic

eld direction (see gure BRight). This experin ent has given the rst direct experin ental
evidence that the physics of vortex pinning by m agnetic dots isdi erent from that ofcom m on
pihning centers.

P Inning properties of the m agnetic dots array depends on several factors: m agnetic
m om ent orientation, the strength ofthe stray eld, the ratio ofthe dot size and the dot lattice
constant to the e ective penetration depth, array m agnetization, the strength and direction
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Figure 5: Left: Field dependence of the resistivity ofa Nb thin In wih a trdangular array
ofNidots. From M artin etal [4)).

Right: Crtical current as a function of eld for the high density trangular array at T =
852K T.= 856K (From M organ and K etterson f1]).

of the external eld, etc. The use of m agnetic In aging technique, nam ely Scanning Hall
P robe M icroscope (SHPM ) and M agnetic Force M icroscope M FM ) has revealed exciting
pictures of vortex \world". Such studies in com bination w ith traditionalm easurem ents gives
new Insight in vortex physics. This work was donem ainly by the group at the University of
Leuven. Below we brie y discuss only a few cases studied in great details by this group.

D ots with ParallelM agnetization. Van Baelet al.B7] studied w ith Scanning HallP robe
M icroscope (SHPM ) them agnetization and vortex distribution in a square array (1.5 m pe-
riod) of rectangular (540nm X 360nm )cobalt trilayer Au (7.5nm )/Co (20nm )/Au (7.5nm ) dots
w ith m agnetization along the edges of the dots lattice. SHPM in ages have revealed m ag—
netic eld redistribution due to superconducting transition in the covered 50nm thin lead
superconducting In . These data were interpreted by Van Bael et al.B7] as form ation of
vortices of opposite sign on both sides of the dot. By applying extemalm agnetic eld Van
Baelet al[g1] have dem onstrated the com m ensurate Jattice of vortices residing on the \end"
ofm agnetized dots. T his Iocation is in agreem ent w ith theoretical prediction [32]. R em ark-
ably, they were able to cbserve \com pensation” of the vortices created by the dots stray eld
w ith vortices of the opposite sign due to applied nom al eld (see gure 6).

D ots with Nom alM agnetization. Van Bael et al B8] have elucidated w ith the SHPM
in ages the nature of previously reported (seeeg. work [1]) anisotropy in the vorticespinning
by the array ofdotsw ith nom alm agnetization. They haveused 1 m period lattice of square,
400nm side length and 14nm thin, Co/Pt mulilayer dots covered w ith 50nm thin lead Im.
Zero eld SHPM im ages show the checkerboard-lke distribution ofm agnetic eld (see Sec.
334) Thestray eld from the dotswere not su cient to create vortices. In a very weak (1.6
Oe) extemal eld the average distance between vortices was about 4 lattice spacings. In the
case ofthe eld parallel to the dotsm agnetization vortices reside on the dots, as the SHPM
in age show s (see gureila). Ih the case ofthe ssme eld w ith opposite direction, the SHPM
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{a} positive FL negative FL {b}

magnetic dipole

Figure 6: Scheam atic presentation of the polarity dependent ux pinning, presenting the
cross section ofa Pb  In deposited over a m agnetic dipole w ith in-plane m agnetization: @)
A positive FL (wide gray arrow ) is attached to the dot at the pol where a negative ux
quantum is induced by the stray eld (black arrow s), and () a negative FL ispinned at the
pok where a positive ux quantum is nduced by the stray eld. From Van Baelet al[B7))

Figure7: SHPM dmagesofa (105 m )? area of the sampl In H=-1.6 Oe (kft panel) and
H=1.6 Oe (rght panel), at T=6.8 K ( eld-ocooled). The tiny black/white dots Indicate the
posi-tions of the Co/P t dots, which are allaligned in the negative sense m < 0). The ux
Inesemerge asdi use dark H < 0) orbright H > 0) soots n the SHPM im ages. (From
Van Baelet al.[Bg))
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show s vortices located at interstitial positions in the m agnetic dots lattice (see gure o). &k
is plausbl that the pinning barrers are lower in the second case.

F igure § show s dependance of superconduction In m agnetization versus applied m ag—
netic eld nom alto the In .M oshchakov et al.B9] have shown that m agnetic eld depen—
dence of In m agnetization ofthe superconducting In isvery sim ilar to the critical current
dependence on m agnetic eld. Figure § show s strong anisotropy ofthe pinning properties on
the extemalm agnetic eld direction. M agnetic eld parallel to the dots m agnetic m om ent
show s much stronger vortex pinning than antiparallel.

322 M agnetic Field Induced Superconductivity

Consider a regular array of m agnetic dots placed upon a superconducting In with mag-
netization nom alto the In . For sin plicity we consider very thin m agnetic dots. N am ely
this stuation is realized m agnetic In sw ith norm alm agnetization used in experin ent PQ]) .
Thenet ux from them agnetic dot through any plane including the surface of the supercon-
ducting Im (see gure 9) isexactly zero. Suppose that on the top of the m agnetic dot the
z-com ponent of the m agnetic eld is positive as shown In the m entioned gure. D ue to the
requirem ent of zero net ux the z-com ponent of the m agnetic eld between the dotsmust
be negative. Thus, S— In occurs In a negative m agnetic eld nom alto the In . It can be
partly or fully com pensated by an extemalm agnetic eld parallel to the dot m agnetization
(e gure9). Such a com pensation can be even more e ective .n for a reqular array of
m agnetic w ires embedded In alum ina tem plate 35, 37,91]. Lange et al.P(] have proposed
this trick and reached a positive shift of the S-transition tem perature In an extemalm ag-
netic eld, the resul looking counterintuitive if one forgets about the eld generated by the
dots. In this experin ent a thin superconducting In was covered wih a square array of
the CoPd m agnetic dotsw ith nom alto the In m agnetization. T he dots had square shape
w ith the side 0.8 m, the thickness 22nm and the dot array period 1.5 m . The H-T phase
diagram s presented in 0] or zero and nite dots m agnetization dem onstrate appearance
of the superconductivity by applying m agnetic eld paralkel to the dot m agnetization. At
T=720K the system w ith m agnetized dots is In nom al state. Tt undergoes transition to the
superconducting state In the eld 0.em T and back to the nom alstate at 33m T . From the
data in gure 3 in work by Lange et al.P0] one can conclude that the com pensating el is
about 2m T .

323 M agnetization C ontrolled Superconductivity

Above (Sec. 32 2) we have discussed exam ple when application ofm agnetic eld can trans-
form FSH system from nom alto superconducting state. T his was due com pensation of the
dots stray m agnetic eld w ith externalm agnetic eld.

Earlier Lyuksyutov and Pokrovsky R6] have discussed theoretically situation when de-
m agnetized array of m agnetic dots w ith nom alm agnetization create resistive state in the
coupled superconducting In . However, superconducting state can be restored by m agneti-
zation of the dots array. T his counter intuitive phenom ena can be explained on qualitative
level. In the case when single dot creates one vortex, m agnetized array of dots results in

periodical vortex/antivortex structure w ith antivortices localized at the centers of the unit
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Figure 8: M (H /H;) m agnetization curves at di erent tem peratures near T . (7.00 K open
symbols, 710K lled symbols) show ing the superconducting response ofthe Pb Jayer on top
of the Co/Pt dot array w ith all dots aligned in a positive upper panel and negative lower
panelsense. H;=20.68 Oe isthe rstmatching ek. From Van Baelet al.B8))

23



Figure 9: Schem aticalm agnetic eld distrbbution in the the array of dots w ith nom alto

cells of the square Jattice of dots as shown in  gure 10Left. Such order provides strong pin—
ning. M ore interesting is dem agnetized state n which the induced vortices and antivortices
create a random eld for a probe vortex. Ifthe lattice constant ofthe array a is less than the
e ective penetration depth , the random elds from vortices are logarithm ic. The e ective
num ber of random logarithm ic potentials acting on a probe isor_tex isN = ( =a)? and the
e ective depth of potential well for a vortex (@ntivortex) is N . At proper conditions,
for exam ple near the S-transition point, the potential wells can be very desp enabling the
goontaneous generation of the vortex-antivortex pairs at the edges between potential val-
Jys and hills. The vortices and antivortices w ill screen these desp wells and hills sin ilarly
to the screening in the plasn a. The di erence is that, in contrast to plaan a, the screen—
Ing "charges" do not exist without extermnal potential. In such a attened selfconsistent
potential relief the vortices have percolated In nite tra fctories passing through the saddle
points P9]. T he drift m otion ofthe delocalized vortices and antivortices in the extemal eld
generates dissipation and transfer the S— In into the resistive state (see gure 10R ight).
R eplacing slow varying logarithm ic potentialby a constant at distances lessthan and zero
at Jarger distances, Feldm an et al. have found them odynam ic and transport characteristics
of this system . Below we brie y outline their m ain results. For the sake of sim plicity we
replace this slow varying potentialV (r) by a potential having a constant value w ithin the
shgle cell: Vo = 2 3 at thedistancer < and zeroatr> ,where (= 2=(16 2 ), ,
is them agnetic ux quantum . Considering the In asa set of aln ost unbound cells of the
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Figure 10: Left: M agnetized m agnetic dots array. Vortices of di erent signs are shown

schem atically by supercurrent direction (dashed lines). The m agnetic m om ent direction

is Indicated by . Both vortices bound by dots and created spontaneously are shown.

M agnetized array ofdots create reqular Jattioe of vortices and antivortices and provide strong

pihning. Right: D em agnetized m agnetic dots array resuls in strongly uctuating random

potential which creates unbound antivortices/vortices, thus transform ing superconducting
In into resistive state.

linear size we arrive at the follow Ing H am iltonian for such a cell:
X X X
H= U n; + nf+ 2, nn;; 61)
i i I
where n; is integer vorticity on either a dot and or a site of the dual Jattice (between the
dots) which we conventionally associate w ith location of unbound vortices. ;= 1, where
subscript i relates to the dot, describes the random sign ofthe dotm agneticmoments. ;= 0
on the sites of dual attice. The rst tem of the Ham itonian (61) descrbes the binding
energy of the vortex at the m agnetic dot and U 0 a= o, Wwih 4 belhg the m agnetic
ux through a single dot. The second term in the Ham iltonian is the sum of sihgle vortex
energies, = (Ih( . =a), where a is the period of the dot array, is the superconducting
coherence length. The third term m in icsthe jntervort@é Interaction. Rede ning the constant
, one can replace the last term of equation (61) by o ( ni)?. The sign of the vorticity on a
dot follow s two possble (Uup’—and Yown-’) orientations of its m agnetization. T he vortices
Jocated between the dots (n; on the dual Jattice) are correlated on the scales oforder and
form the above-m entioned irreqular checkerboard potential relief.
To nd the ground state, we consider a cell w ith large num ber of the dots of%adl sign

( =a¥f 1. The energy {61') ism inin alwhen the "neutrality" condition Q n;=0
is satis ed. Tdeed, ifQ 6 0 the interaction energy grows as Q 2, whereas the rst tem
of the Ham iltonian behaves as P jand can not com pensate the last one unless Q 1.

T he neutrality constraint m eans that the unbound vortices screen alm ost com pltely the
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Figure 11: LeftT he chedckerboard average structure of the vortex plasna. Right: The
average num ber of the unbound vortices in the cell of size a via the param eter propor-
tional to the dot m agnetic m om ent. D ot-dashed line corresponds to T= o = 0:15, solid lne
corresoonds to T= g = 04, dashed line correspondsto T= 4 = 2.

\charge" of those bound by dots, that is K N, N) Py =a where K is the

di erence between the num bers ofthe positive and negative dotsand N  are the num bers of
the positive and negative vortices, respectively. N eglecting the total charge P jas com pared
wih =a, wem Inin ize the energy (b1) accounting for the neutrality constraint. AtQ = 0
the Ham iltonian (61) can be written as the sum of one~vortex energies:

X
H = Hl; Hi= §) g+ I’]i: (62)

Them inina orany H; is achieved by choosing n; = n?, an integer closest to the m ag—

niude ; = U= ). The glbalm nimum oonsistent w ith the neutrality is realized by
values ofn; that di er from the Jocalm inin a va]uesng nothore than over 1. Indeed, in the
con guration with n; = n{, the total charge is 3 n?3 j  ij= K .Hence if =a,

then the change ofthe vorticity at a an allpart of sitesby 1 restoresneutrality. To bem ore
goeci ¢ ktusoonsiderK > 0. Letn be the Integerclosest to  , and considerthe case < n.
Then them inin al energy corresponds to a con guration w ith the vorticity n; = n ateach
negative dot and w ith the vorticity n orn 1 at positive dots. T he neutrality constraint
In plies that the num ber of positive dotsw ith the vorticity n 1 isM = K n. In the opposite
case > n the occupancies of all the positive dots are n; whereas, the occupancies of the
negative dots are eithern orn + 1. Note that in ourm odel the unbound vortices are absent
In the ground state unless is an Integer. Indeed, the transfer of a vortex from a dot w ith
the occupancy n to a dual site changes the energy by E = 2 ( n + 2). Hence, the
energy transfer is zero if and only if is an Integer, otherw ise the energy change upon the
vortex transfer is positive. At integer , the num ber of the unbound vortices can vary from
0 to K n wihout change of energy. The ground state is degenerate at any non-integer
since, while the total num ber of the dots w ith the di erent vorticities are xed, the vortex
exchange between two dots w ith the vorticities n and n 1 does not change the total en—
ergy. Thus, our m odel predicts a step-like dependence of dot occupancies on  at the zero
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Figure 12: The static resistance ofthe In vs din ensionlss tem perature t = T=T. at
typical values of param eters.

tem perature and peaks in the concentration of unbound vortices as shown in  gure 11,. The

data or nite tem perature were calculated in the Ref.R9] T he dependencies of the unbound

vortex concentration on  for severalvalues ofx = =T are shown In gure'l]. O scillations

are well pronounced for x 1 and are suppressed at anallx (large tam peratures). At low

tem peratures, x 1, the halfw idths of the peaks in the density ofthe unbound vortices are
1=x and the heights of peaks are n,where = K=N.

Vortex transport{ At m oderate extemal currents j the vortex transoort and dissjpation
are controlled by unbound vortices. T he typical energy barrer associated w ith the vortex
m otion is ;. The unbound vortex density ism a? @ )?! and oschJatestith as
it was shown above. The average distance between the unbound vortices is 1 a . The
transport current exerts the M agnus (Lorentz) foroe Fy = J (=c acting on a vortex. Since
the condition T o is satis ed in the vortex state everyw here except for the regions too
close to T, the vortex m otion occurs via them ally activated jum ps w ith the rate:

= oexp( o=T)= (J o=cl)exp( o=T); (63)
where = (2 )= &) isthe Bardeen-Stephen vortex m obility P2]. The induced electric
eld is accordingly

E.= B=c=m , kc; (64)

The Ohm ic losses per unbound vortex are W . = JE. a = j ¢ I=c giving rse to the dc
resistivity as
W 2
= 55 = 5Pl o)=T] (65)
de 22 2z

N ote the non-m onotonic dependence of 4. on tem perature T gure 12.. The density of the
unbound vortices is the oscillating fiinction ofthe ux through a dot. T he resistivity of such
a system is detemm ined by them ally activated jum ps of vortices through the comers of the
irreqular checkerboard fom ed by the positive or negative unbound vortices and oscillates
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wih 4. These oscillations can be observed by additional deposition (or ram oval) of the
m agnetic m aterial to the dots.

3.3 Ferrom agnet — Superconductor B ilayer
3.3.1 Topological Instability in the FSB

LetusoonsideraF /S bilayerw ith both layers In nite and hom ogeneous. An in nitem agnetic

In wih idealparallel surfaces and hom ogeneousm agnetization generates no m agnetic eld
outside. Indeed, it can be considered as a m agnetic capacitor, the m agnetic analog of an
electric capacior, and therefore its m agnetic eld con ned inside. Thus, there is no direct
Interaction between the hom ogeneously m agnetized F —layer and a hom ogeneous S-layer in
the absence of currents in it. However, Lyuksyutov and Pokrovsky argued (3] that such a
system is unstable w ith respect to spontaneous fom ation of vortices in the S-layer. Below
we reproduce these argum ents.

A ssum e the m agnetic anisotropy to be su ciently strong to kesp m agnetization perpen—
dicular to the In (In the z-direction). A s we have dem onstrated above, the hom ogeneous
F—- In creates nom agnetic eld outside itself. H owever, if a Pearl vortex som ehow appears
In the superconducting In, it generatesm agnetic eld Interacting w ith the m agnetization
m peruni area ofthe F- In . At a proper circulation direction in the voEJitex and the rigid
m agnetization m this eld decreases the totalenergy over the amountm B, OFx=m ,
where is the total ux. W e ram ind that each Pearl vortex carries the ux equalto the
fam ous ux quantum = hcee. The energy necessary to create the Pearl vortex In the
iolated S-n is @ = (h(=) [I2], where ( = 2=16 2 , = 2=d isthe e ective
penetration depth {71], . is the London penetration depth, and  is the coherence length.
T hus, the totalenergy of a single vortex in the FSB is:

v= 4 Mmoo (66)

and the F'SB becom es unstabl w ith respect to spontaneous form ation vortices as soon as
tums negative. Note that close enough to the S-transition tem perature T, , is de niely
negative since the S-electron density ng and, therefore, @ is zero at T,. Ifm is so snall
that > 0atT = 0, the instability exists In a tem perature interval T, < T < Ty, where T,
isde ned by equation , (T,) = 0. O therw ise Instability persists till T = 0.

A new ly appearing vortex phase cannot consist of the vortices ofone sign. M ore accurate
statem ent is that any nite, lndependent on the size of the In L ¢ density of vortices is
energetically unfavorabl in the them odynam ic Ilim it Ly ! 1 . Indeed, any system w ith
the non—zero average vortex density n, generates a constant m agnetic eld B, = n, o along
the z direction. The energy of this eld for a Jarge but nite In of the lnear size L ¢
grows as L} exceeding the gain in energy due to creation of vortices proportional to L2
In them odynam ic lim it. Thus, paradoxically the vortices appear, but can not proliferate
to a nie density. This is a m anifestation of the long-range character of m agnetic forces.
The way from this controversy is sim ilar to that in ferrom agnet: the In should solit in
dom ains w ith altemating m agnetization and vortex circulation directions. Note that these
are com bined topological defects: vortices in the S-layer and dom ain walls in the F-ayer.
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Figure 13: M agnetic dom ain wall and ocoupled arrays of superconducting vortices w ith
opposite vorticity. A rrow s show the direction of the supercurrent.

T hey attract each other. T he vortex density is higher near the dom ain walls. T he described
texture represents a new class of topological defects which does not appear In isolated S and
F layers. W e show below that if the dom ain linear size L ismuch greater than the e ective
penetration length , the most favorabl arrangem ent is the stripe dom ain structure (see
( gure 13)). T he quantitative theory of this structure was given by Exdin et al. [B1].

T he total energy of the bilayer can be represented by a sum :

U = Usv+ va+ Uvm + Umm + wa (67)

where U, isthe sum ofenergies of single vortices; U, isthe vortex-vortex nteraction energy;
Uyn Isthe energy of interaction between the vortices and m agnetic eld generated by dom ain
walls; Uy, is the sslfdnteraction energy ofm agnetic layer; Ug, is the linear tension energy
of dom ain walls. W e assum e the 2d perodic dom ain structure consisting of two equivalent
sublattices. The m agnetization m , (r) and density of vortices n (r) altemate when passing
from one sublattice to another. M agnetization is supposed to have a constant absolute value:
m, (r) = ms(), where s(r) is the periodic step function equalto + 1 at one sublattice and
-1 at the other one. W e consider a dilute vortex system in which the vortex spacing ismuch
larger than . Then the sihglevortex energy is:
z
Usw = v nsodx; .= 9 m, (68)
T he vortex-vortex interaction energy is:
12
Un = 5 n@EVE An ) Fxd x5 (69)

where V (r ) is the pair interaction energy between vortices located at points r and r°.
Tts asym ptotics at large distances jr £ 7 sve H= 2=@¢ *3r £I P31 This
long-range Interaction is induced by m agnetic eld generated by the P earl vortices and their
slow }y decaying currents . T he energy ofvortex interaction w ith them agnetic eld generated

3From this Jong—range interaction ofthe P earlvortices it is ready to derive that the energy ofa system of
vortices w ith the sam e circulation, located w ith the pem anent density n, on a In having the lateral size
L, is proportionalto nZL>
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by them agnetic In looks as ollows B2]:

Z
Uy = 820 r’'c Ane®) 9 @)dPxdx° (70)

Here’ (r ¥) = arctan? iz is a phase shift created at a point r by a vortex centered at
a point r’ and a®™’ (r) is the value of the vectorpotential induced by the F— In upon the
S— In . This part of energy sin ilarly to what we did for one vortex can be reduced to the
renom alization of the single vortex energy w ih the nal result already shown n equation
©8) . The m agnetic selfinteraction reads:
z
m ) 2
Unnm = E B, '(msmdx (71)

F inally, the dom ain walls linear energy is Uy, = gy Law Where g, is the linear tension of
the dom ain walland Lg, isthe total length of the dom ain walls.

Erdin et alf31] have com pared energies of stripe, square and triangular dom ain wall
lattices, and found that stripe structure has the lowest energy. D etails of calculation can
be found in B1] (see correction in B3]. The equilbrim dom ain width and the equiliorium
energy for the stripe structure are:

cC+1 (72)
B 16Mm 2 "dw
Ug = exp 2

wherem = m 2= ; and C=0.57721 is the Euler constant.T he vortex density for the stripe
dom ain case is:

+ C 1 (73)

4 ~ 1

R ey g

(74)

N ote a strong singularity of the vortex density near the dom ain walls. O ur approxin ation is
Invalid at distances of the order of , and the shgularities m ust be an eared out In the band
ofthewidth around the doman wall

The domains become In nitely wide at T = Tg and at T = T,. If g 4’ , the
continuous approxin ation becom es invalid (see sec. 32 3) and instead a discrete lattioe of
vortices m ust be considered. Tt is possble that the Jong nuclation tin e can interfere w ith
the cbservation ofdescribed textures. W e expect, how ever that the vortices that appear rst
w ill reduce the barriers for dom ain walls and, subsequently, expedite dom ain nucleation.

D espite of theoretical sin plicity the ideal bilayer is not easy to realize experim entally.
The m ost popular m aterial w ith the perpendicular to In m agnetization is a m ulilayerer
made from Co and Pt ulrathin Ins (see Sec33.4). Thism aterial has very large coercive

eld and rather chaotic m orphology. Therefore, the dom ain walls n such a multilayer are
chaotic and aln ost unm ovabk at Iow tem peratures (see Sec334). W e hope, however, that
these experim ental di culties w ill be overcom e and spontaneous vortex structures w ill be
discovered before Iong.
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3.32 Superconducting transition tem perature of the FSB

T he superconducting phase transition n ferrom agnet-superconductor bilayer was studied
by Pokrovsky and W ei 33]. They have dem onstrated that in the FSB the transition pro—-
ceeds discontinuously as a result of com petition between the strijpe dom ain structure In a
FM Jayer at suppressed superconductivity and the combined vortex-dom ain structure in
the F'SB . Spontaneous vortex-dom ain structures in the FSB tend to Increase the transition
tam perature, whereas the e ect of the FM selfinteraction decreases it. The nal shift of
transition tem perature T. depends on several param eters characterizing the SC and FM
In s and vares typically between 0.03T . and 0.03T .

A s it was discussed earlier, the hom ogeneous state of the FSB w ith the m agnetization
perpendicular to the layer isunstable w ith respect to form ation ofa stripe dom ain structure,
In which both, the direction of the m agnetization in the FM In and the circulation of the
vortices In the SC In alemate together. T he energy of the stripe structure per unit area
U and the stripe equilbbrium width L, is given in equations 73,72. To nd the transition
tem perature, we combine the energy given by equation 173 w ith the G nzburgLandau free
energy. T he total free energy per unit area reads:

16m2 dw
F=UH+Fg,= eXP(4m2+C D+ nds[ T T)+ EHS]I (75)

e

Here and are the G inzZburg-Landau param eters. W e om it the gradient term in the
G inzburg-Landau equation since the gradients of the phase are included in the energy (73),
w hereas the gradients of the superconducting electrons density can be neglected everyw here
beyond the vortex cores. M inin izing the total free energy Pokrovsky and W ei 3] have
found that near T, the FSB free energy can be represented as

2 T)?
Fg= %ds (76)

where T, is given by the equation:

64 m2e

T, = Te+
r c msc2

exp(4md: +C 1) 77)

The SC phase is stable if its free energy equation 7§ is less than the free energy ofa single
FM In wih the stripe dom ain structure, which has the ollow ing form P4, 951:

Fp = (78)

where L is the stripe width of the shgke FM In. Near the SC transition point the
tem perature dependence of the variation of thism agnetic energy is negligible. Hence, when
T ncreases, the SC In transform s into a nom al state at som e tem perature T | below T..
This is the rst-order phase transition. At transition point both energies Fy and F, are
equal to each other. The shift of the transition tem perature is detem ined by a follow ing
equation:
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(79)

Two temm s in equation 79 play opposite roles. The rst one is due to the appearance of
soontaneous vortices which lowers the fiee energy of the system and tends to increase the
transition tem perature. T he second tem is the contrbution of the purely m agnetic energy,
which tends to decrease the transition tem perature. The values of param eters entering
equation 779 can be estin ated as llows. The din ensionlss G inzburg-Landau param eter
is = 704T.~=y, where ; is the Fem ienergy. A typical value of is about 10 ° for
Jow —tem perature superconductors. The second G inZzburg-Landau param eter is = T.=n,
where n. is the electron density. For estin ates Pokrovsky and W ei B3] take T, 3K,
Ne 16° an®. The m agnetization per unit area m is the product of the m agnetization
per uni voluime M and the thikness ofthe FM In d, . For typical values of M 16

Oe and d, 10nm . m 10* Gs/an?. T an ultrathin magnetic In the cbserved
values of Ly vary in the range 1 to 100 m [P§, 97]. IfL¢ lm,d=d, = 10nm, and
exp( ww=4m?+ C 1) 10°, T =T. 003. ForLk = 100 m, dy = 50nm, and and

ep( w=4m?+ C 1) 102, T =T. 002.

3.3.3 Transport properties of the FSB

T he spontaneous dom aln structure violates initial rotational sym m etry of the FSB . T here—
fore, it m akes transport properties of the FSB anisotropic. K ayali and P okrovsky [34] have
calculated the periodic pinning force In the stripe vortex structure resulting from a highly
Inhom ogeneous distribution ofthe vortices and antivortices in the F'SB . T he transport prop—
erties of the F'SB are associated w ith the driving foroe acting on the vortex lattice from an
extemalelctric current. In the F SB the pinning foroe isdue to the interaction ofthe dom ain
walls w ith the vortices and antivortices and the vortex-vortex interaction U, Periodic pin-—
ning forces In the direction parallel to the stripes do not appear In continuously distribbuted
vortices. In the work [34] the discreteness e ects were ncorporated. T herefore, one need to
m odify the theory {(31]to incorporate the discreteness e ects.

K ayaliand P okrovsky [B41have showed that, in the absence ofa driving foree, the vortices
and antivortices lines them selves up In straight chains and that the force between two chains
ofvortices fallso exponentially asa function ofthe distance ssparating the chains. They also
argued that pihning force in the direction parallel to the dom ains drops faster in the vichiy
ofthe superconducting transition tem perature T4 and vortex disappearance tem perature T, .

In the presence of a pem anent current there are three kinds of forces acting onto a
vortex. They are 1) The M agnus force proportional to the vector product of the current
density and the velocity of the vortex; ii) T he viscous force directed oppositely to the vortex
velocity; i) Periodic pinning foroe acting on a vortex from other vortices and dom ain walls.
The pinning foroe have perpendicular and parallel to dom ain walls com ponents. In the
continuous lin it the parallel com ponent obviously vanishes. Tt m eans that it is exponentially
an all if the distances between vortices are m uch less than the dom ain wallw idth. The sum
of all three forcesmust be zero. This equation determ ines the dynam ics of the vortices. Tt
was solved under a sin plifying assum ptions that vortices inside one dom ain m ove w ith the
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Figure 14: Schem atic vortex distribution in the FSB . T he sign refers to the vorticity of
the trapped ux.

sam e velocity. T he crtical current have been caloulated for for parallel and perpendicular
orientation. Theory predicts a strong anisotropy of the critical current. The ratio of the
parallel to perpendicular critical current is expected to be in the range 10° 10 close to the
superconducting transition tem perature Tg and to the vortex disappearance tem perature T, .
T he anisotropy decreases rapidly when the tem perature goes from the ends of this interval
reaching itsm ninum som ew here Inside it. The anisotropy is associated w ith the fact that
the m otion of vortices is very di erent in this two cases. At perpendicular to the dom ains
direction of the pem anent current all the vortices are involved by the friction force into
a drft in the direction of the current, whereas the M agnus force induces the m otion of
vortices (antivortices) In neighboring dom ains in opposite directions, both perpendicular to
the current. Them otion of all vortices perpendicular to the dom ains captures dom ain walls,
which also m ove In the sam e direction. T his is a G oldstone m ode, no perpendicular pinning
force appears In this case. The periodic pinning in the parallel direction and together w ith
it the perpendicular critical current is exponentially an all. In the case of parallel current
the viscous force Involves all vortices Into the parallelm otion along the dom ain walls and in
alremating m otion perpendicularly to them . Thedom ain walls rem ain unm oving and provide
very strong periodic pinning force In the perpendicular direction. T his anisotropic transoort
behavior could serve as a diagnostic tool to discover spontaneous topological structures in
m agnetic-superconducting system s.

334 Experim ental studies of the FSB

In the preceding theoretical discussion we assum ed that them agnetic In changes itsm agne—
tization direction in a weak extemal eld and achievesthe equillbbrium state. A llexperin ental
works have been done with the Co/Pt, Co/Pd mulilayers, which have large coercive eld
and are virtually "frozen" at the experim ent tem perature. Lange et al. 98,99, 10d] have
studied phase diagram and pinning properties of such m agnetically "frozen™ FSB . In these
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Figure 15: M agnetic properties of the Co/Pt mulilayer: (@) Hysteresis loop m easured
by m agneto-optical Kerr e ect wih H perpendicular to the sam ple surface. M FM In ages
5 5 m?) show that the dom ain structure of the sam Pl oconsists of band dom ains after
out-ofplane dem agnetization (), bubbl dom ainsin thes= 03 (c) and s= 093 (d) states.
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works the average m agnetization is characterized by the param eter s, the fraction of spins
directed up. M agnetic dom ains In Co/Pd (Pt) multilayers look lke m eandering irregular
bands at s= 05 (zero m agnetization) (sse gure15b) and as "bubbk" dom ains (see gure
15d) w ith typical size 025 m 035 m near fiully m agnetized states (s= O ors= 1). The
stray eld from dom ains ism axin alat s= 0:5 and decreases the superconducting transition
tem perature T, ofthe Pb Im by 02K (see gure 16). The e ective penetration depth is
about 0.76 m at 6.9K .

Cbsstos= 0ors = 1Lange et al. [98, 199, 100] have observed behavior in the
applied m agnetic eld which is sin ilar to the array ofm agnetic dotsw ith nom alto the Im
m agnetization (see Sec. 32.1). They have found asymm etry in the applied m agnetic eld
for T, # ) dependence and for pinning properties. T he bubbl dom ains have a perpendicular
m agnetic m om ent. If the thickness and m agnetization is su cient, they can pin vortices
which appear in the applied extemal m agnetic eld. In this resgpect they are sin ilar to
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Figure 17: M agnetic charges (+ and -) and m agnetic ux (thin linesw ith arrow s) In a ferro—
magnetic In (M ) wihout (@) and with (o) a superconducting substrate (SC).Them ag—

random Iy distrbuted dots w ith nom alm agnetization. Thus, In the range of lling factor
S O orl the crtical current m ust be lJarge enough. Contrary to this situation at s 05
the random ly bent band dom ains destroy a possible order of the vortex lattice and provide
percolation "routes" for the vortex m otion. Thus the pinning is weaker and correspoonds
either to an aller critical current or to a resistive state. T his qualitative di erence between
m agnetized and dem agnetized state hasbeen cbserved in the experim entsby Lange et al([98,
99, 100]). The above qualitative picture of vortex pinning is close to that developed by
Lyuksyutov and Pokrovsky RG] and by Feldm an et al PY] for the transport properties of
the regular array of m agnetic dots w ith the random nom alm agnetization (sse Sec323).
In this m odel the dem agnetized state of the dot array is associated w ith the vortex creep
through the percolating network. T he strongly m agnetized state, on the contrary, provides
m ore regular vortex structure and enhances pinning.

335 Thick Film s

Above we have discussed the case when both m agnetic and superconducting Im s are thin,
nam ely, dg . and d L¢. In this subsection we brie y discuss, follow Ing works by
Sonin 48], situation when both In s are thick dj . and d, L¢. Below we neglect
the dom ain wallw idth. Consider rst the ferrom agnetic In w ithout superconductor. This
problen has been solved exactly by Sonin [101]. Figure 17a show s schem atically m agnetic
eld distrlbution around thick ferrom agnetic In . The problem can be solved by calculating
eld from \m agnetic charges" on them agnetic In surface @8].
The magnetic eld, wihout a superconducting substrate, at the ferrom agnetic In
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boundary y = 0" isgiven by {81:

X
H, = 4M Intan— : 80
x) oL 80)
!
X
H,x)= 2 Msin tan— at y! 0: (81)
2L¢

The eld pattem is periodic w ith the period 2L ¢ along the axis x. The m agnetic charge on
the In boundary y= 0 is

|
v = M @s;mng ©2)
Sonin has argued [48] that in the case of buk superconductor and with additional re-
quirement ;=L¢ ! 0, the magnetic ux from the magnetic In is practically expelled
from superconductor and problem can be solved by using in ages ofm agnetic charges on the
magnetic Im surface as shown In gure L7p. Sonin has calkulated energy change due to
presence of the superconducting substrate and concluded that the substrate ncreases the
totalm agnetic energy by 1.5 tin es. The energy of the dom ain walls per unit length along
the axis x is inversely proportional to dom ain width L¢s and the energy of the stray elds
is proportional to L¢s. The dom ain width L¢g is detem ined by m Inin ization of the total
enggy per unit length. The grow th of the m agnetic energy decreases the dom ain width Lgg
by 15 tines. Relative correction to the energy for nie =L¢g isofthe order of =L¢g
Ea).

4 Proxim ity E ects in Layered Ferrom agnet — Super—
conductor System s

4.1 O scillations of the order param eter

A 11 oscillatory phenom ena theoretically predicted and partly observed in the S/F layered
systam s are based on the Larkin-O vchinnikov-FuldeFerrel (LOFF) e ect rst proposed for
hom ogeneous system s w ith coexisting superconductivity and ferrom agnetisn  [3,'54]. They
predicted that the energy favorable superconducting order param eter In the pressnce of
exchange eld should oscillate in space. T he physical picture of this oscillation is as follow s.
In a singlkt C ooper pair the electron w ith the soIn proction paraliel to the exchange eld
aocquires the energy  h, whereas the electron w ith the antiparalle]l soin acquires the energy
+h. Their Fem i m om enta therefore split onto the value g = 2h=w . The Cooper pair
aocquires such a m om entum and therefore its wave function ism odulated. T he direction of
this m odulation vector in the bulk superconductor is arbitrary, but in the S/F bilayer the
preferential direction ofthem odulation is determ ined by the nom alto the interface (z-axis).
T here exist two kinds of C ooper pairs di ering w ith the direction of the m om entum of the
electron whose son is parallel to the exchange eld. T he hnterference of the wave fiinctions
for these two kinds of pairs leads to the standing wave:

F (z) = Fgcosgz (83)
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A modi cation of this consideration for the case when the Cooper pair penetrates to a
ferrom agnet from a superconductor was proposed by D em kr et al.[102]. They argued that
the energy ofthe singlet pair isbigger than the energy of 2 electrons in the buk ferrom agnet
by the value 2h (the di erence ofexchange energy between soin up and spin dow n electrons).
Tt can be com pensated if the electrons slightly change theirm om entum so that the pairwill
aocquire the sam e totalmomentum g = 2h=w . The value 1, = w =h called the m agnetic
length is a natural length scale for the LOFF oscillations In a clean ferrom agnet. A nyway,
equation (83) show s that the sign of the order param eter changes in the ferrom agnet. This
oscillation leads to a serdes of interesting phenom ena that w illbe listed here and considered
In som e details In next subsections.

1. Perdodic transitions from O0-to phase in the S/F /S Jossphson junction when varying
thickness ds of the ferrom agnetic layer and tem perature T .

2. O scillations of the critical current vs. df and T .
3. O scillations of the critical tem perature vs. thickness of m agnetic layer.

T he penetration of the m agnetized electrons Into superconductors strongly suppresses the
superconductivity. T his obviouse ect is accom panied w ith the appearance ofm agnetization
in the superconductor. It penetrates on the depth of the coherence length and is directed
opposite to m agnetization of the F-layer. A nother im portant e ect which does not have
oscillatory character and w illbe considered later is the preferential antiparallel orientation
of the two F-layers in the S/F /S trilayer.

T he described sim ple physical picture can be also treated in tem s of the Andreev re ec—
tion at the boundariesfl03], long known to form the in-gap bound states P31, [[04]. Due to
the exchange eld the phasesofA ndreev re ection in the S/F /S junction aredi erent than in
Junctions S/I/S or S/N /S (W ith non-m agnetic nom alm etalN ). Indeed, et consider a point
P inside the F-layer at a distance z from one of the interfaces [L0J]. The pair of electrons
am itted from thispoint at the anglke ;o ) to the z-axisw illbe re ected asa hole along
the sam e Ines and retums to the sam e point ( gure 18). The interference of the Feynm an
am plitudes for these 4 tra pctories creates an oscillating wave function of the C ooper pair.
Them ain contribution to the totalwave function arises from a am allvicinity of = 0. Tak—
Ing only this direction, we nd for the phases: S; = S= gz;$ = S = qgkd z).
Summ ing up allFeynm an’s am plitudes e ;k = 1:::4, we nd the spatial dependence of the
order param eter:

F / cosqds cosqde  2) (84)

At the nterface F / (cosade )?. Tt oscillates as a filnction ofm agnetic Jayer thickness w ith
theperiod df = =g= 2 w=h and decays due to the interference of tra pctories w ith
di erent

In a real experim ental sstup the LOFF oscillations are strongly suppressed by the elastic
In purity scattering. The trafctories are di usive random paths and sin ple geom etrical
picture is not m ore valid. However, as long as the exchange eld h exceeds or is of the
sam e order of m agnitude as the scattering rate in the ferrom agnet 1= ¢, the oscillations do
not disappear com pltely. Unfortunately, the experim ents w ith strong m agnets possessing
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Figure 18: Four types of tra fctories contributing (in the sense of Feynm an’s path Integral)
to the anom alous wave function of correlated quasiparticles in the ferrom agnetic region.
T he solid lines corresoond to electrons, the dashed lines | to holes; the arrow s Indicate the

large exchange elds are not reliabl sihce the period of oscillations goes to the atom ic
scale. Two layersw ith di erent thickness when they are so thin can have di erent structural
and electronic properties. In this situation it is very di cult to ascribe unam biguously the
oscillations of properties to quantum interference.

42 Non-monotonic behavior of the transition tem perature.

This e ect was st predicted by Radovic et al. [63]. Its reason is the LOFF oscillations

described in subsection 4.1. If the transparency of the S/F interface is Iow , one can expect
that the order param eter in the superconductor is not strongly In uenced by the ferro—
m agnet. On the other hand, the condensate wave fiinction at the interface in the F-ayer
F / (00s2de= , )? becomes zero at df = , M + 1=2)=2 (0 is an integer). At this values
of thickness the discontinuity of the order param eter at the boundary and together w ith it
the current of C ooper pairs Into the ferrom agnet hasa m axim um . T herefore one can expect
that the transition tem perature is m inin al {10§]. Experin ental attem pts to ocbserve this
e ect were made many tines on the S/F multilayers Nb/Gd [L07], Nb/Fe [108], V /V Fe

[109], vV /Fe [110]. M ore references and details about these experin ents and their theoretical
description can be found in the cited review s [0, 61]. Unfortunately, In these experin ents
the m agnetic com ponent was a strong ferrom agnet and, therefore, they faced allthe di cul-

ties m entioned in subsection 3.31: the F-ayer must be too thin and its variation produce
unoontrollable changes In the sam pl, the In uence of the grow th defects is too strong. Be—
sides, In m ultilayers the reason of the non-m onotonous dependence of T, on dr m ay be the
0 transition. Therefore, the reliable experim ent should be perform ed with a bilayer
possessing a su ciently thick F-Jayer. Such experin ents were perform ed recently [11, 112].

The idea was to use a weak ferrom agnet (the dilute ferrom agnetic alloy Cu-N i) w ith rather
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Figure 19: FS bilayer. TheF and S layersoccupy the regions d < z< 0and 0< z< dg,
resoectively.

an all exchange eld h to Increase the m agnetic length 1, = ! D ¢=h. They perfom ed the
experin ents w ith S/F bilayers to be sure that the non-m onotonic behavior is not originated
from the O —“transition. In these experim ents the transparency of the Interface was not
too an all or too large, the exchange eld was of the sam e order as the tam perature and the
thickness of the F —-layer was of the sam e order of m agnitude as m agnetic length. T herefore,
for the quantitative description ofthe experin ent theory should not be restricted by lim iting
cases only. Such a theory was developed by Fom inov et al.[l05]. In the pioneering work by
Radovic et al. (3] the exchange eld was assum ed to be very strong.

A salwayswhen i goes about critical tem perature, the energy gap and anom alous G reen
function F are In nitely an all. T herefore one needs to solve lnearized equations of super-
conductivity. The approach by Fom inov et al. isbased on solution of the linearized U sadel
equation and is valid in the di usion lm it ST, 1; T, 1; ¢h 1. Nam ely this sit-
uation was realized In the cited experin ents {111, 112]. The work by Fom inov et al. [105]
covers num erous w orks by their predecessors [66,113,114,102,106] clarifying and in proving
their m ethods. Therefore in the presentation of this subsection we ollow presum ably the
cited work [105] and brie y describbe speci ¢ results of other works.

T he starting point is the linearized U sadel equations for singlt pairing for anom alous
G reen functions F'y in the superconductor and F¢ In the ferrom agnet:

Fs |
D, I Fst+ = 0;0< z< dg: (85)
Q@z2
Q%F¢ g
D¢ o (nJ+ thsgn!)Fe = 0; & < z< O: 86)
Z

Thus, we acospt a sinpli edmodelin which = 0 In the ferrom agnetic layerand h = 0 in
the superconducting one. T he geom etry is schem atically shown In  gure 19.
Equations 84,85) must be com plm ented w ith the selfconsistency equation:
|
X (r)

= Es(nin) (87)
n j~nj

T
r) In $= T

where T is the buk SC transition tem perature, and w ith lihearized boundary conditions
at the Interface:

dF's dF ¢
dz T az

(88)
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dF ¢
A f— = GpEs0) F:Q0); 89)

dz
where 4 is the conductivity of the superconducting (ffrrom agnetic) layer in the nom al
state; G, is the conductance of the interface and A is the area of the interface. W e assum e
that the nom alderivative of the anom alous G reen function is equalto zero at the interface

w ith the vacuum :
e | e (90)
dz A= dz 2=ds

The condition of solvability of linear equations 85;86487) wih the boundary conditions

©8,89,90) determ ines the value of transition tem perature T, for the F /S bilayer.

The solution F; (! ,;z) In the F-layer satisfying the boundary condition (90) reads:
v

u

B jl,3+ thsgn!,

Fe(ln;2z)=C (!y)coshke, @+ de)]; kep = © 5 ; (91)
f

where C (!,) is the integration constant to be detem Ined from the m atching condition at
the F /S interface z = 0. From the two boundary conditionsatz = 0 (8§,89) i is possble to
elin nate F; and dF¢=dz and reduce the problem to nding the function F¢ from equation
@©35) and the e ective boundary condition at z = 0:

s _ F (92)
“dz ptBe(ln) 7
k! 1
where ¢ = Ds=@ Tesi = £=si b= B £)=(Gp)andB¢(!,)= Ken stanh kende))

Since ks, iscom plex theparam eterB ¢ (! ) and consequently the fiinction F'g iscom plex. The
coe cients of the U sadel equation (85) are real. T herefore, it is possbl to solve it for the
realpart of the function F traditionally denoted asF [ (!,;2) % Es(nsz)+ Fs( 1h52)).
T he boundary condition for this inction reads:

dr . A, (pt+ <Bg)+
s =W (!))F] Geoi W (1n) = — ;
AgpJpt BeF+ (p+ <Bg)

dz G3)

S
where A, = kg dstanh kg, ds) and kg, = ]].?Sj. To derive this boundary condition we

acospt the function (z) to be real (it willbe justi ed Jater). Then the im aghary part of
the anom alous G reen function F_ (!, ;z) obeys the hom ogeneous linear di erentialequation;

d°F

2
dz? = ksnF s

and theboundary condition dfi; = 0atz= ds. Ikssolution isF_ (!,;z) = E (!,) cosh ke, (2

ds)]. At the nterface z = 0 its derivative dfi; 3-0 Isequalto k,tanh ke, ds)F, (h;z= 0).
E lin nating F, and its derivative from realand in aginary parts of the boundary condition
©2), we arrive at the boundary condition 93). Note that only F! participates in the self-

consistence equation (7). This fact serves as justi cation of our assum ption on reality of
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Figure 20: Theoretical t to the experinental data. (From Fominov et al. ond+

the order param eter (z).

Sin ple analytic solutions of the problm are available for di erent lim iting cases. T hough
these cases are unrealistic at the current state of experin ental art, they help to understand
the properties ofthe solutions and how do they change when param etersvary. Let us consider
the case of very thin S-layer dg s. In thiscase the orderparam eter isaln ost a constant.

T he solution ofequation (85) in such a siuation isF} (1,;2) = 35t coshky, 2 4),
where . isan integration constant. From the boundary condition (93) we nd:

~ 2w (1) o)
T 3@t W (1)

where the coe cients A , are the same as in equation (93). W e assum e that kg, ds 1.
Then A, K sds= % m+ 1=2). The function F (! ,;z) aln ost does not depend on z.
T he selfoonsistence equation reads:

Tes X W (1y)
n-—==2 (95)

Te no@+3) =@+ H+W (Iy)

The summ ation can be perfom ed explicitly in tem s of digam m a-functions ):

In 11
. <( . i(p+ <Bg) - } s 4 =B¢ Fé)#)
2(pt+ <Bg)ds =B¢ 2 ds pt <Bg¢
(96)
gossfb]e oscillations are associated w ith tl&e coe cients B . Ifthe magnetic length , =
D ¢=h ismuch less than dg, then B¢ 42C5exp( 21 iq). In the opposite lin iting
caAse o ds there are no oscillations of the transition tem perature. Note that In (T=T.)
can be rather large s=dg, 1e the transition tem perature in the F /S bilayer w ith very thin
S—layer can be exponentially suppressed. This tendency is reduced if the resistance of the

h&:
Te
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Interface is large ( 1).

In am ore realistic situation considered in thework {L05]neitherofparam etersds= 5;de= n; 7 »
is very am all or very large and an exact m ethod of solution should be elaborated. The au—
thors propose to separate explicitly the oscillating part of the functionsFJ (!,;z) and (2)
and the rem Inders:

pea
Fr (e = £ 0dE A F cosha @ d) 97)

s cosads - cosh ¢, ds

cosq (z c;>+><1 wshq, z d) 08)

cosads S cosh g, ds
w here the wavevectors g and ¢, aswell as the coe cients of the expansion m ust be found
from the boundary conditions and selfconsistence equation. Equation (93) results in rela—
tions between ocoe cients of the expansion :

(z) =

fo= ———— fan= —————: 99
" da3+ D’ T 3.3 D@ )

Substituting the values of coe cients f ,;f,, from equation (99) to the boundary condition

©3),we nd an In nite system ofhom ogeneous linear equations for coe cients  and o :

] ® |
gtanads W <.n)+ mqntanhqnds W () 100)

Fadt Do, SPERRE:
E quating the determ nant of this system D to zero, we nd a relation between gand ¢, . &t
isworthw hile to m ention a popular approxin ation adopted by severaltheorists [66,102,106]
the socalled single-m ode approxim ation. In our term s it m eans that allcoe cients , ;m =
1;2::: are zero and only the coe cient  survives. The system (100) inplies that it is only
possible when the coe cientsW (! ,) do not depend on theirargum ent !, . It happens indeed
In the Im it dg= ¢ landh T.Foramore realistic regin e the equation D = 0 must be
solved num erically together w ith the selfconsistence condition, which tums into a system of

equations:

ni® - }+Dsq2 Fl)
T 2 Te 5

JnE = F 1 D% Fé) (101)
T, 2 T,

These systam s were truncated and solved w ith all data extracted from the experim ental
setup used by Ryazanov et al. {112]. The only 2 tting param eters were h = 130K and
= 03.

F igure 2( dem onstrates rather good agream ent between theory and experin ent. Various
types of the curves T, (d¢) are shown in gure 21,. Note that them ninum on these curves
eventually tums Into a plateau at T, = 0, the rentrant phase transition into the super-
conducting state. Som e of the curves have a wellpronounced discontinuiy, which can be
treated as the rst order phase transition. The possibility of the st order transition to
superconducting state in the F /S bilyer was rst indicated by Radovic et al. [b3].
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Figure 21: Theoretical t to the experimental data. (From Fom nov et al. Pondr

43 Josephson e ect in S/F /S Junctions

A s we already m entioned the exchange eld produces oscillations of the order param eter
Inside the F-ayer. This e ect n tum can change the sign of the Jossphson current in
the S/F /S janction com pared to the standard S/I/S or S/N/S Jjunctions. As a result the
relative phase of the S-layers in the ground state is equal to (the socalled —janction).
In the closed superconducting loop with such a junction spontaneous m agnetic ux and
soontaneous current appear In the ground state. These phenom ena were rst predicted by
Bulevsky et al. BY] for —junction independently on the way of its realization. Buzdin et
al. B4l have rst argued that such a situation can be realized in the S/F/S janction at a
proper choice of its length. Ryazanov etal. 57, 58] have realized such a situation em ploying
the weak ferrom agnet Cu,N i , as a ferrom agnetic layer. A sin ilar approach was used by
Kontos et al. [59], who used a diluted alloy PAN i The weakness of exchange eld allowed
them to drive the oscillations and In particular the O0— transition by the tem perature at a

xed m agnetic eld. The sucoess of this experin ent have generated an extended literature.
T he theoretical and experin ental study of this and related phenom ena still are active. In
what ollow swe present a brief description of relevant theoretical ideas and the experin ents.

431 Simpli ed approach and experin ent

Here we present a sin pli ed picture of the S/F /S junction based on the follow ing assum p—

tions:

)T he transparency of the S/F interfaces is am all. T herefore the anom alous G reen function

In the F-ayer is sm all and it is possibbl to use the linearized U sadel equation.

il) The energy gap  inside each ofthe S—layers is constant and equalto e ¥ =2 (the sign
relates to the keft S-ayer, + to the right one).

i) = 0 In the F-layer and h = 0 In the S-layers.

T he geom etry of the system is shown In gure @9). From the second assum ption it follow s

that the anom alousG reen function F isalso constant w thin each ofS-layers: F = Pﬁ .
J'n 0
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T he linearized U sadel equation in the F-layer @§) has a follow ing general solution:

F (ln;2)= €%+ e % 102)
w here v
u
o 5,3+ ihsgn!
kep = € 202 5 _ (103)
f

(com pare equation (©1)). The boundary condition at the two interfaces follows from the

second boundary condition of the previous section €9) in which F¢ is neglected:
dF ¢
F = pF' s (104)

dz

The coe cients , and , are com plktely detem ined by the boundary conditions (L04):

. cos (=) (105)

: " sinh (kende)
R ) 106)

: " sinh (kende)
whereQ, = —PL - Equation (34) forthe electric current m ust be slightly m odi ed

b tken I 0 -
to Incorporate the exchange eld h:
X

j= ie TN QD E€r FEF); 107)
whereF (! ,;z)= F ( !,;z).Notethat at this transform ation the wave vectors k¢, rem ain

invariant. A fter substitution ofthe solution {10Z) we nd that j= j.sih’ with the Hllow ing
expression for the critical current {114,115, 571:

X 1
<4 12+  2kendesinh kends) 9 (108)

where Ry isthe nom al resistance ofthe ferrom agnetic Jayer and 4, is the din ensionless pa—
ram eter characterizing the ratio ofthe interface resistance to that ofthe F Hayer. K upriyanov
and Lukichev BY] have found the relationship between , and the the barrier transm ission

coe cientD () ( istheanglkbetween the electron velocity and the nomm alto the interface) :
2 cos D
= ]f] b( )l: (109)
3ds 1 Dp()

Aswe explained earhea, the oscillations appear since kg, are com plex valies. Ifh 2T

!, then k¢, @a+ 1 ﬁ and oscillations are driven only by the thickness. Ik was very
In portant to use a weak ferrom agnet w ith exchange eld h comparabl to T . Then the

tem perature also drives the oscillations. In the Cu-N ialloys used in the experin ent [57] the

44



sorry, this figure is
too big for archive

Figure 22: (Upper) Scheam atic cross-section ofthe sample. (Lower) Left : critical current Ic
as function of tem perature for Cug.gN jy5, Junctions w ith di er-ent F-layer thicknesses be-
tween 23 nm and 27 nm as indicated. R ight : m odel calculations of the tam —perature depen—

Curie point T, was between 20 and 50K . N everthelss, the ratio h= T was in the range of
10 even for the lowest T, . In this situation k¢, does not depend on n for the large num ber
of term s in the sum (108). This is the reason why the sum in total is periodic finction of
df¢ wih the perod , = 2D ¢=h. The dependence on tem perature is generally weak.
However, if the thickness is close to the value at which } tums into zero at T = 0, the
variation of tem perature can change the sign of ..

In gure @2b) theoretical curves . (T ) from cited work [105] are com pared w ith the ex—
perin ental data by Ryazanov et al. [, 74]. The curves are plots of the m odulus of 3. vs
T . Therefore, the change of sign of j. is seen as a cusp on such a curve. At tem perature of
the cusp the transition from 0-to -state of the junction proceeds. The change of sign is
clearly seen on the curve corresponding to df = 27nm . The experin ental S/F /S Junction
is schem atically shown In  gure @Za). The details of the experin ent are descrbed in orig—
inalpaper B/l and ;n reviews [/§,6(0]. Not less in pressive agreem ent between theory and
experin ent is reached by K ontos et al. £9] (theory was given by T .Kontos) (see gure23).

Very good agreem ent w ith the sam e experim ent was reached in a recent theoreticalwork
by Buzdin and Baladie {I16] who solved the E ilenberger equation .

Zyuzin et al. fl117]have found that in a dirty sam ple the am plitude of the Jossphson current
J Isa random value w ith an inde nite sign. They estin ated the average square uctuations
of this am plitude for the interval of the F-layer thickness < de < D =T as:

| |
) g 4 D, 2

hifi= A
= ° 8 N (0)D¢ 2 2T

(110)

where A isthe area of interface and g is its conductance perunit area. The uctuations are
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IR, (1Y)

F igure 23: Jossphson coupling as a function ofthickness ofthe PdAN ilayer (fullcircles). T he
crtical current cancelsout at d / 65 A indicating the transition from "0" to " "-coupling.
The full line is the best t obtained from the theory as described in the text. Insert show s
typical IV characteristics of two junctions w ith (full circles), and w ithout (em pty circles)
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q
signi cant when df becom es an aller than the di usive them allength D =T.

432 Josephson e ect in a clean system

In a recent work by Radovicet al [118] considered the sam ee ect in a clean S/F /S trilayer. A
sim ilar, but som ewhat di erent in details approach was developed by Halterm an and O lives
fl19]. The m otivation for this consideration is the sim plicity of the m odel and very clear
representation of the solution. Though in the existing experin ental system s the oscillations
are not disguised by Inpuriy scattering, it is usefiil to have an idea what maximale ect
could be reached and what rok plays the nite transparency of the nterface. The authors
em ployed the sin plest version of theory, B ogolubov-D G ennes equations:

2} =E ; 111)
v v
where means and the e ective H am iltonian reads:
!

p_ Ho@ h (r) (r) )

m ) Ho+ he) 412)
12

Ho @) = P z +W (¥ 113)

In the last equation isthe chem icalpotentialand W (r) is the barrier potential:
W @=W/|[ (z+d=2)+ (z d=2)I: (114)

T he assum ption about exchange eld h (r) and the order param eter (r) are the sam e as
in the previous subsubsection. W e additionally assum e that the left and right S-ayers are
dentical and sam in nie extending from z = 1l toz = d=2 and from z = d=2 to
z = 1 . Due to translational nvariance In the (X;y)-plane the dependence of the solution
on the lateral coordinates is a plane wave:

Yo gk (y) (115)
VA

There are 8 fundam ental solutions of these equations corresponding to the Inection of the
quasiparticke or quasholk from the kft or from the right with soin up ordown. W e will
w rite explicitly one ofthem ; (z), corresponding to the In fction ofthe quasiparticle from the
right. In the superconducting area z <  d=2 we w ill see the incident quasiparticle wave w ith
the coe cient 1 and the nomm alwave vectork *, the re ected quasiparticle w ith the re ection
coe cient b* and the nom alwave vector K ; the re ected quasihole (A ndreev re ection)

w ith the re ection coe cient a ; and the wave vector k , where ( )? = %(EF j K,
g -
Er istheFemienergyand = E? jF.Thusthesolution ;(z)atz< d=2 reads:
! !
ik+ ik+ ue =2 ik ve =2
L@) = € %+ e ¥7) v,  +ae® ?) v (116)
ve ue
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g — q
whereu and v are thebulk B ogolyubov-Valatin coe cients: u = @+ =E)=2;v= (1 =F )=2.

In the F-layer d=2 < z < d=2 there appear transamn itted and re ected electron and trans—

m itted and re ected hole. Since according to our assum ption = 0 in the F-layer, there is

no m ixing of the electron and hol. W ih this explanation we can w rite directly the solition
1 (z) In the F-ayer:

4 4 1 . .
1(2) = (C:Le]q Z 4 Czelq Z) 0 + (C3e]q Z 4+ C4ejq Z) H (117)

q
where q = %(EFf+ h E) E Finally n the right S-ayer z > d=2 only the trans-
m itted quasiparticke and quasihol propagate:

| |
=2 =2
ikt ue ik ve
1@)= ge™ * ve 2 T de ™ ° e ¥=2 (118)

T he value of all coe cients can be established by m atching of solutions at the interfaces:

d - 9L, 9. d . _ 2uwW 19
( 5 ) = (5 )i 53%4.0 Ej%o_ hl ( )

O ther fuindam ental solutions can be found by sym m etry relations:
a)=a( ")iga= axja= ajb=bib=b; (120)

where index 2 relates to the hole incident from the left, ndices 3,4 relate to the electron and
hole ncident from the right. Each m ode generates the current independently on others. T he
critical current reads:

!

eT X A a;,  amm
=i otk amam (121)

h itn kg 2n k; kq

Here allthe valuesw ith the index n m ean functions ofe&lergy E denoted by the sam e sym bols
in which E is substituted by i!,, Prexamplk , = 1 !2+ 2. W e willnot dem onstrate
here straightforward, but som ewhat cum bersom e calculations and transit to conclisions.
The critical current displays oscillations origihated from two di erent types of the bound
states. One of them appears if the barrer tranam ission coe cient is amall. This is the
geom etrical resonance. T he superconductivity is irrelevant for it. A nother one appears even
In the case of deal trananm ission : this is the resonance due to the Andreev re ection. W hen
the tranan ission coe cient isnot an alland not close to 1, it isnot easy to ssparate thesstwo
type of resonances and the oscillationspicture becom es rather chaotic. The LO FF oscillations
are better seen when trananm ission coe cient is close to 1 since geom etrical resonances do
not Interfere. Varying the thickness, one observes periodic transitions from 0 to -state
w ith the period equalto (=2 = 2 w=h. The lowest value of d at which 0 -transition
takes place is approxin ately =4. T he tem perature changes this picture only slightly, but
near the thickness corresponding the 0 ~transition the non-m onotonic behavior of j vs.
tam perature Including tem perature driven 0 -transition can be found.
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An intem ediate case between the di usion and clean lin itswas considered by B ergeret et al.

f120]. They assum ed that the F-layeris so clean thath ¢ 1,whereasT. ; 1. Thereore

U sadel equation is not valid for the F -layer and they solved the E ilenberger equation. T hey

have found that the superconducting condensate oscillates as fiinction of the thickness w ith

period ¢ and penetrates into the F-layer over the depth equal to the electron m ean fiee
path 1l . The period of oscillations of the crtical current is ¢=2. No qualitative di erences

w ith considered cases appear unless the m agnetization is inhom ogeneous. Even very sm all
Inhom ogeneiy can com pletely suppress the 0 —~transitions. This is a consequence of the
generation of the triplet pairing, which w illbe considered later.

4 3.3 H alfinteger Shapiro steps at the 0 transition

Recently Sellieretal. {121]have reported the observation of the Shapiro steps at the voltage
equal to halfinteger of the standard valies V, = nh!=2e¢, where ! is the frequency of
the applied ac current. Let us ram ind that the standard (Integer) Shapiro steps appear
as a consequence of the resonance between the extermal ac eld and the tim edependent
Josephson energy E 5 = %oos’ (t) where the phase is proportional to tim e due to extemal
pem anent voltage through the contact: ’ (t) = 26V t=h. Just in the 0 transition point
J tums Into zero. Then the next tetm iIn the Fourierexpansion of the Jossphson energy

proportional to cos(2’ ) dom inates. T hat m eans that the Jossphson current is proportional
tosin 7). Such a term  leads to the Shapiro stepsnot only at Integer, but also at half-nteger
values since the resonance now happens at (4eV=h) = ! .Nom ally the temm wih sin 2’ ) is

0 an all that it was always assum ed to vanish com pltely. The resonance hfm ethod used

by the authors had su cient sensitivity to discover this tem .

T he authors prepared the Nb=Cus,N 441s=Nb jinction by the photolitography m ethod. Curie

tem perature of the F-ayer is 20K . The 2 sam ples they used had the thicknesses 17 and

19nm. The O transition was driven by tem perature. The transition tem perature in
the rst and ssoond sample were 112 and 536K, respectively. T he extemal ac current had
the frequency ! = 800 kH z and am plitude about 18 A . The voltage current curves for

de = 17nm and tem peratures close to 112 K are shown in gure @4). The fact that the
half-nteger steps disappear at very am all deviation from the transition tem perature proves
convincingly that it is associated w ith the 0 transition.

434 Spontaneous current and ux in a closed loop

Bulkevsky et al. B3] argued that a closed loop containing the —junction may carry a
soontaneous current and ux In the ground state. Below we reproduce their argum ents. T he
energy of the closed superconducting loop depends on the total ux through the loop:

27 2

h
E()= 2—eJcoos’ t ;’ch,- 122)

where ' = 2—0, J¢ is the critical current and L is the inductance of the Ioop. The st
term in equation (122) is the Josephson energy, the second is the energy of m agnetic eld.

The location of the energy m ininum depends on the the parameter k = —%—. Ifk is
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Figure 24: Shapiro stegps :n the voltagecurrent curve of a 17 nm thick junction wih
an excitation at 800 kH z (am plitude about 18 A). Halfdnteger steps (= 1/2 and n= 3/2)
appear at the 0 { crossover temperature T . Cuxves at 110 and 1.07 K are shifted by 10

sorry, this figure is
too big for archive

Figure 25: Real (upper) and schem atic (low) picture of the network of wve SEF'S jinctions
Nb CwueNiss Nb (@ = 19 nm), which was used in the phase-sensitive experin ent.

positive, there is only onem Inimum at ” = 0. Ifk < 1, the only m nimnum is located
againat’ = 0. If 1< k < 0, theminhinum is located at the nonzero root of equation
sn’=" = kFjthevalie’ = 0 corresponds to am axinum ofenergy. T hus, the spontaneous
ux appears at su ciently large inductance ofthe loop. It ispossible to avoid this lim itation

m easuring the dependence of the current inside the Ioop on the external ux through it B8].
They used triangular bridge array wih —junctions in each shoulder (see Figs. 25). D ue

to the central —junction the phases of the current in two sub-loops of the bridge di er by
. Therefore the critical current between the two contacts of the bridge is equal to zero in
the absence of magnetic eld. If the ux inside the loop reaches half of ux quantum , it
com pensates the Indicated phase di erence and the currents from both sub-loops are in the

sam e phase. Thus, the shift of the current m axinum from = Oto = 0=2 is the direct
evidence ofthe 0 transition. Such experin ental evidence was rst obtained in the sam e
work B71.

The graphs of the current vs m agnetic eld for two di erent tem peratures ( gure 26)
clearly dem onstrates the shift ofthe current m aximum from zero to non—zerom agnetic eld.
The next graph gure 27 show s the shift of the ux through the loop 0 to 1/2 of the ux
quantum at the tem perature driven 0 transition.
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Figure 26: M agnetic eld dependences of the critical transport current for the structure
depicted n gure 25 at tem perature above (@) and below ) T.,. From From Ryazanov et

sorry, this figure is
too big for archive

Figure 27: (@) Tem perature dependence of the critical transport current for the structure
depicted in gure 2§ in the absence of m agnetic eld; () tem perature dependence (jam p)
of the position ofthe m axin alpeak on the curves I, #H ), corresoonding to the two lim iting

44 F/S/F junctions

The trlayersF /N /F (N isnom alnon-m agneticm etal) have attracted m uch attention start-
ing from the discovery by G runberg [122] of the G iant M agnetoresistance (GM R). The di-
rection of m agnetization of ferrom agnetic layers in these system s m ay be either paralkel or
antiparallel n the ground state oscillating w ith the thickness ofthe nomm al layer on the scale
of few nanom eters. T he m utual ordentation can be changed from antiparallel to parallel by
a rather weak m agnetic eld. Sinultaneously the resistance changes by the relhtive value
reaching 50% . T hisphenom enon hasalready obtained a technologicalapplication in them ag—
netic transistors and valves used in com puters [123]. A natural question is what happens if
the central layer is superconducting: w ill it produce the spinvalve e ect (a preferentialm u-
tual orientation of F —layers m agnetization) and how does it depend on thicknesses of S and
F-layers? This question was considered theoretically by several authors 64,65, 66, 86, 1241.
Recently the spinvalve e ect was experin entally observed by Tagirov et al. [125].

Even w ithout calculations it is clear that, independently on the thicknesses of S and F' layers,
the antiparallel orientation of m agnetizations in F—layers has always lower energy than the
parallel one. Ik happens because the exchange eld always suppresses superconductivity.
W hen the elds from di erent layers are paralk], they enhance this e ect and increase the

energy, and vice versa. The e ect strongly depends on the Interfaces transparency. If it is
very am all, the e ect isweak. In the case of aln ost deally transparent interfaces the m a—
prity electrons w ith the preferential spin ordentation can not penetrate from the F-layer to
the S-layer desper than to the coherence length . Therefore, it is reasonable to work w ith
the S-layer w hose thickness does not exceed . T he choice of the m aterdal and thickness of
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F —ayers is dictated by the requirem ent that they could be reoriented by su ciently weak
m agnetic eld. Thus, the coercive force m ust be an all enough. W e refer the reader to the
origihalworks for quantitative details.

An altemative approach isto study the themm odynam ics ofthe F /S/F trilayerata xed mu-
tual orientation ofm agnetic m om ents. Such a study was perform ed by Baladie and Buzdin
f124] or the case of very thin superconducting layer d s. They considered F, aln ost
as a oonstant, but incorporated an all linear and quadratic deviations and solved the lin—
earized U sadel equation as it was shown in subsection 4 J to nd the critical tem perature
vs. thickness of the ferrom agnetic layers. They have found that at large , (low Interface
transparency) the transition tem perature m onotonically decreases w ith dr increasing from
its value in the absence of the F -layers to som e saturation value and there is no substantial
di erence between parallel and antjparalkel orientations. At an aller values of 4, the suppres—
sion of T, Increases and at parallel orientation the reentrant transition occurs at de £r
but still the transition tem perature saturates at large ds . At , am aller than a critical value
the transition tem perature becom es zero at a nite thickness dr for both paraliel and an-—
tiparallel orentation. The authors also have found som e evidences that at low  the SC
transition becom es discontinuous for the parallel orentation. T his conclusion was con m ed
by a recent theoretical study by Tollis 124], who has proved that the SC transition for the
antiparallel orientation is always of the ssocond order, w hereas for the parallel orientation it
becom es of the rst order for am all [126]. Baladie and Buzdin {124] have considered also
the energy gap at low tem perature. For the case of thick ferrom agnetic layers de ¢ they
have found that the energy gap is them onotonically decreasing fiinction ofthe din ensionless
collision frequency (¢ o) ', where | isthe value of the energy gap in the absence of the
ferrom agnetic layers. It tums into zero at (¢ ) ' = 025 forthe paralleland 0.175 fr the
antiparallel orientation.

45 Triplet pairing

If the direction of the m agnetization in F-layer is inhom ogeneous due to a dom ain wall
or arti cially, the singlet C ooper pairs penetrating into the F- from S-layer w ill be partly

transfom ed into the triplet pairs. This e ect was rst predicted by K adigrobov et al. [67]

and by Bergeret et al. [68]. The triplkt pajrg cannot penetrate to the superconductors over
the length lJargerthan m agnetic length 1, = D ¢=h (orw =h forthe clean ferrom agnet), but
in the ferrom agnet they are neither exchange Interaction nor the elastic gcatterjng suppresses
them . Therefore, they can penetrate over much longer distance ¢ = D ¢=T . Even ifthe
triplet pairing is weak, it provides the long-range coupling between two superconducting
layers n a S/F/S junction. M oreover, if the thickness df exoeeds 1, signi cantly, only

triplet pairs survive at distances much larger than 1, com plktely changing the symm etry

properties of the superconducting condensate.

The exchange eld rotating In they  z-plane is naturally described by the operator in the
SoIn space A=nh (3008 + ";sin ), where h is a scalar function of coordinates, *, and
"3 are the Paulim atrices and the angle is a function of coordinates. It is clear that the
non-diagonalpart ofh Josone of soins of the pair transform ing the singlet into the triplet.
Tt does not appear if the m agnetization is collinear ( = 0). To m ake things m ore explicit,
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et consider the U sadel equation in the F-layer, ie. equation (3§) of the Section (2). First
we sin plify them by lihearization, which is valid if either the transparency of the nterface
barrier is sn all B3]. Then the condensate G reen tensor £ in F-layer is sn all. T he linearized
U sadel equation reads:

D; @2f . . h ' i

——— J§+ih Bf;foos + S[if]lsin g = 0; (123)

2 @z?
where fA ;B g m eans the anticom m utator of operators A and B . If = coonst, equations
@23) have an exponential solution £ = €“f;. The secular equation fork is:

A\l Zh#
k> K)Y & K)Y+ o =0 (124)
£

where k¥ = 23 D ¢. Note that the secular equation does not depend on . I is a conse-
quence of rotational invariance ofthe exchange interaction. At = 0 the two-Pld eigenvalue
k? = k? correspondsto £, (triplktpairingw ith projection 1 onto them agnetic eld). Since
!, is proportionalto T, these m odes are Iongrange. Two other m odes have wave vectors
k =k, andk = k,,wherek? = 2 (3! 3+ ihsign! )=D ;. They penetrate not deeper than on the
m agnetic length. T hese short—range m odes are linear com binations of the singlet and triplet
w ith soin proction zero, ie. orthogonalto the m agnetic eld.

Bergeret et al. considered two di erent geom etries. In the rst one [68] they considered S/F
bilayer. The angle was a linear fiinction of coordinate starting from 0 at the S/F interface,
reaching avalue , atthedistancew from the interface and rem aining constant at larger dis—
tances. They have solved the linearized U sadel equation {123) w ith the boundary condition

fdjzf = Fs proper at an all transparency of the interface by a clever uniary transform a—

tionf! U@EU ()] ' withU () = exp(i0 ~12=2) and Q = £ = —= . This transfom ation
tums the rotating m agnetic eld Into the constant one, directed along z-axis, but di erential
term generates perturbations proportionalto Q and Q2. By this trick the initial equations
w ith the coordinate dependent h (z) is transform ed into an ordinary di erential equation
w ith constant (operator) coe cients. T he generation of the triplet com ponent isweak if
is large and it acquires an additional am all factor if the ratio ¢=w is anall W m In ics the
dom ain wallw idth), but, as we have dem onstrated, this com ponent has a Jarge penetration
depth. Experin entally it could produce a strong enhancem ent of the F —layer conductivity.
Such an enhancem ent was observed in the experin ent by Petrashov et al.fl27] n 1999, two
years afore the theoretical works. They studied an F/S bilayer m ade from 40nm thick N1
and 55nm thick A1l Ins. The interface was about 100x100nm 2. T he sam ples w ere prepared
by ebeam lithography. They m easured the resistivity and the barrier resistance directly.
They have found also the di usion coe cients D 4 = 100an ?=s and D ¢ = 10am *=s, which
we cite here to give an idea about the order of m agnitudes. T hey have found a large drop
of the resistance of the sam pl, whidch could not be explained by the existing singlkt pairng
m echanisn . W e are not aware about the detailed com parison of the theory 8] and the
experin ent {127]. O ne m ore evidence of long range penetration of the superconducting or-
der param eter through the ferrom agnet was reported in [128]. The authors m easured the
resistance of 05 m Niloop connected with superconducting A 1w ire. They extracted the
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Figure 28: 6-ayer structure.

decay length for proxin ity e ect in ferrom agnet from di erential resistance and concluded
that it ismuch larger than it could be expected for singkt pairing.

In their second work on the triplet pairing 3] the authors have proposed an interesting
6-layer structure presented In  gure 28. The assum e that the m agnetization in each layer is
constant, but its direction is di erent in di erent layers. It is supposed to lay In they  z—
plane and thus it can characterized by one angle. Let this anglk is in the layer F;, 0 In
the layer F, and In the lJayer F;. They speak about the positive chirality if the sign is +
and negative chirality ifthe sign is . They prove that, if the thickness of F -ayers is larger
than 1, , the superconducting layers S, and Sy are connected by O0—junction ifthe chirality is
positive and by —junction ifthe chirality isnegative. T his phenom enon is com pletely due to
the triplet pairing since i dom inates on this distance. K ulic and K ulic [129] considered two
bulk m agnetic superconductors w ith rotating m agnetization ssparated by an lnsulating layer.
They also have found that the sign of the Jossphson current can be negative depending on
the relative chirality. In this system singlet and triplet pairs coexist in the buk, whereas in
the systam proposed by Bergeret et al. the triplet dom nates. W e w illgive a brief description
how did they derive their results. T hey solved the U sadel equation in each layer ssparately
(it can be done w ithout linearization, since the coe cients of the di erential equations are
constant) and m atch these solutions using the K upriyanov-Lukichev boundary conditions.
T he current density in the F', layer can be calculated using the m odi ed E ikenbergert sadel
expression : .
X df’

f R
i, dz

A A

j= fTr 3% T 125)
Them axin ale ect is rrached when m agnetic m om ent of the central layer is perpendicular
to two others.

5 Conclusions

This short review show s that though the studies of Ferrom agnet-Superconductor H ybrids
are com ing ofage, we are at the beginning of Interesting voyage into thisem erging eld. The
m ost active developm ent undoubtedly take place in the eld of proxin iy bassd phenom ena
In Jayered ferrom agnet-superconductor system s. T he strong point of this thrust is fruitfiil
collaboration between experim ent and theory. This progress was achieved due to a new

idea due to Ryazanov and coworkers to use the weak ferrom agnets In th experim ent. This
dea allowed to increase the thickness of ferrom agnetic layers to a m acrosopic scale and
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sim ultaneously allow Ing to drive the non-m onotonous behavior of the Jossphson current by
tam perature. On this way experim enters have reliably found several Interesting phenom ena
predicted m any years ago, as 0 -transition and oscillations of critical tem perature vs. the
thickness of the F Jayer and also som € new phenom ena asthe valve e ect n F/S/F janction
and the Shapiro steps at half- nteger frequencies.

T he experin ental studies of ordering/transport in F SH have greatly bene ted w ith intro—
duction of im aging technique (SHPM M FM ) In the eld. W eexpect that severalexperin ental
groups w ill get access to this technigque in the near future which will result in m ore exciting
experin ents. T he theoretical and experin ental studies of ordering/transport in FSH have
surprisingly little overlap, especially In com parison w ith studies of proxin iy based phenom —
ena. The m aterials used In the experim ent are far from being regular, w hereas the theorist
so far preferred sin ple problem s w ith reqular, hom ogeneous or periodical system s. Even the
sin plest idea about topological instability in the S/F bilayerw as not checked experim entally.
Tt would be very instructive to nd experin entally the phase diagram of a single m agnetic
dot using the SQU D m agnetom eter or the M FM . Fnally the transport properties of the
S/F-bilayer and the S— In s supplied w ith regular or random Iy m agnetized arrays of F -dots
should be m easured. O n the other hand the experin ent dictates new problam s for theory:
a description of random set of strongly pinned dom ain walls, their m agnetic eld and its
e ect on the S— In s. W e think that both experim ental and theoretical comm uniies can nd
system s of comm on interests. Another possbility for interesting developm ent in the FSH

eld we expect w ith introduction ofnew types ofFSH, eg. arrays ofm agnetic nanow ires in
alum ina tem plates, covered w ith superconducting In . Such arrays provides altemative to
m agnetic dots source of altemating m agnetic eld ofhigh strength and short scale variation.
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