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T he very special characteristic of the proxim ity e ect in superconductor-ferrom agnet system s is
the dam ped oscillatory behavior ofthe C ooper pairwave function in a ferrom agnet. In som e sense,
this is analogous to the inhom ogeneous superconductivity, predicted long tim e ago by Larkin and
O vchinnikov (1964), and Fulde and Ferrell (1964), and constantly searched since that. A fter the
qualitative analysis of the peculiarities of the proxim ity e ect in the presence ofthe exchange eld,
the author provides a uni ed description of the properties of the superconductor-ferrom agnet het—
erostructures. Special attention is paid to the striking non-m onotonous dependance of the critical
tem perature of the m ultilayers and bilayers on the ferrom agnetic layer thickness and conditions
of the realization of the " "- Josephson junctions. The recent progress in the preparation of
the high quality hybrid system s pem itted to observe on experim ents m any interesting e ects,
which are also discussed in the article. F inally, the author analyzes the phenom enon of the
dom ain-w all superconductivity and the in uence of superconductivity on the m agnetic structure
in superconductor-ferrom agnet bilayers.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Due to their antagonistic characters, singlet superconductivity and ferrom agnetic order cannot coexist in bulk
sam ples w ith realistic physical param eters. G inzburg (1956) was the rst to set up theoretically the problem of
m agnetian and superconductivity coexistence taking into account the orbital m echanian of superconductivity de—
struction (interaction of the superconducting order param eter w ith a vectorpotentialA ofthem agnetic eld). A fter
the creation ofBC S theory, i becam e clear that superconductiviy (in the singlet state) can be also destroyed by the
exchangem echanian . The exchange eld, In them agnetically ordered state, tends to align soins ofC ooperpairs in the
sam e direction, thus preventing a pairing e ect. This is the so-called param agnetic e ect (Saint-Jam es et al.,, 1969).
Anderson and Suhl (1959) dem onstrated that ferrom agnetic ordering is unlkely to appear in the superconducting
phase. Them ain reason for that is the suppression of the zero wave-vector com ponent of the electronic param agnetic
susceptibility in the presence of superconductivity. In such situation the gain of energy for the ferrom agnetic ordering
decreases and instead of the ferrom agnetic order the non-uniform m agnetic ordering should appear. Anderson and
Suhl (1959) called this state cryptoferrom agnetic.

The 1977 discovery oftemary rareearth RE) com pounds RE)Rh;B, and RE)M ogXg X=S, Se) (@asa review see,
for exam ple, M aple and Fisher, 1982) provided the rst experin ental evidence ofm agnetisn and superconductivity
coexistence In stoichiom etrical com pounds. Ik tumed out that in m any of these system s, superconductivity (W ith
the critical tem perature T.) coexists rather easily w ith antiferrom agnetic order w ith the N eel tem perature Ty ), and
usually the situation with Ty < T, is realized.

T hem ore recent discovery of superconductivity in the quatemary interm etallic com pounds RE )N B,C (@sa review
see, for exam ple, M uller and N arozhnyi, 2001) gives another exam ple of antiferrom agnetism and superconductivity
coexistence.

Indeed, superconductivity and antiferrom agnetism can coexist quite peacefiilly because, on average, at distances of
the order of the C ooper pair size (superconducting coherence length) the exchange and orbital elds are zero. M uch
m ore Interesting a re-entrant behavior of the superconductivity was observed in EXRh,B, and HoM 04Sg M aple
and Fisher,1982). For exampl, EXRhsB,; becom es superconductor below T, = 8:7 K. W hen i is cooled to the
Curie tem perature 0:8 K an inhom ogeneous m agnetic order appears In the superconducting state. W ith further
cooling the superconductivity is destroyed by the onset ofa rst-order ferrom agnetic transition at the second critical
tem perature T., 07 K.HoM ¢Sg gives another exam ple of the re-entrant superconductivity with T = 18 K,

074 K ,and T, 07K.

In these com pounds at Curie tem perature, follow ing the prediction of Anderson and Suhl (1959) a non-uniform
m agnetic order appears. Its presence was con m ed by neutron scattering experim ents. T he period of this m agnetic
structure is an aller than the superconducting coherence length, but larger than the interatom ic distance. In som e
sense this structure is a realization of the com prom ise betw een superconductivity and ferrom agnetisn : for the super-
conductivity i is seen as an antiferrom agnetism , but for the m agnetism i looks lke a ferrom agnetisn . T heoretical
analysis, taking into account both orbital and exchange m echanian s and m agnetic anisotropy (@s a review see Bu-
laevskiiet al., 1985), revealed that the coexistence phase is a dom ain-like structure w ith very sm allperiod. T he region
ofm agnetian and superconductivity coexistence n ExRhyB,4 and HoM 0gSg is narrow , but In HoM ogSeg the dom ain
coexistence phase survives tillT = 0K .

The rsttruly ferrom agnetic superconductorsU G e; (Saxena et al., 2000) and URhGe @A okietal, 2001) havebeen
discovered only recently, and apparently the coexistence of superconductivity w ith ferrom agnetian is possible due to
the triplet character of the superconducting pairing. Indeed, the superconductivity in URhGe (@A okiet al, 2001)
appears below 0.3 K in the ferrom agnetic phase which has the Curie tem perature = 95 K ; thism akes the singlet
scenario of superconductivity rather In probable.

T hough the coexistence of singlet superconductivity w ith ferrom agnetism is very unlikely in bulk com pounds, im ay
be easily achieved in arti cially abricated layered ferrom agnet/superconductors E /S) system s. D ue to the proxin iy
e ect, the Cooper pairs can penetrate into the F layer and induce superconductivity there. In such case we have
the unigue possibility to study the properties of superconducting electrons under the In uence of a huge exchange

eld acting on the electron spins. In addition, it is possible to study the interplay between superconductivity and
m agnetisam In a controlled m anner, since varying the layerthicknessesw e change the relative strength oftw o com peting
orderings. T he behavior of the superconducting condensate under these conditions is quite peculiar.

Long tim e ago Larkin and O vchinnikov (1964), and Fulde and Ferrell (1964) dem onstrated that in a pure ferro-
m agnetic superconductor at low tem perature the superconductivity m ay be non-uniform . D ue to the incom patibiliy



of ferrom agnetism and superconductivity it is not easy to verify this prediction on experin ent. It occurs that in S/F

system s there exists som e analogy w ith the non-uniform superconducting state. T he C ooper pair wave function has
dam ped oscillatory behavior In a ferrom agnet in contact w ith a superconductor. It results In m any new e ects that
we discuss In this article : the spacial oscillations of the electron’s density of states, the non-m onotonous dependance
of the critical tem perature of S/F multilayers and bilayers on the ferrom agnet layer thickness, the realization of
the Josephson " "— junctions in S/F /S system s. The spin-walve e ect in the com plex S/F structures gives another
exam ple of the interesting interplay between m agnetism and superconductivity, prom ising for the potential appli-
cations. W e discuss also the issues of the localized dom ain-w all superconductivity In S/F bilayers and the inverse
In uence of superconductivity on ferrom agnetisn , which favors the non-uniform m agnetic structures. An interesting
exam ple of atom ic thickness S/F m ulilayers is provided by the layered superconductors like Sm ;.55C €y.15Cu0 4 and
RuSrnGdCu,0 g. Forsuch system sthe exchange eld in F layeralso favorsthe " "-phasebehavior, w ith an altemating
order param eter in ad-pcent superconducting layers.

N ote that practically all interesting e ects related w ith the interplay between the superconductivity and the m ag—
netisn in S/F structures occurs at the nanoscopic range of layers thicknesses. T he cbservation of these e ectsbecam e
possible only recently due to the great progress In the preparation of high-quality hybrid F /S system s. T he exper-
In ental progress and the possbility of potential applications in its tum stim ulated a revival of the interest to the
superconductivity and ferrom agnetian interplay in heterostructures. It seem s to be tin ely to review the present state
of the research iIn this dom ain and outline the perspectives.

II.PARAMAGNETIC 1IM IT AND QUALITATIVE EXPLANATION OF THE NON-UNIFORM PHASE FORMATDON
A.The (H, T) phase diagram

Fora pure param agnetice ect, the critical eld ofa superconductorH , atT = 0m ay be found from the com parison
oftheenergy gain E , due to the electron soin polarization in the nom alstate and the superconducting condensation
energy E :Really, in the nom alstate, the polarization of the electron gas changes its energy in the m agnetic eld
by

En = n—, 7 1)

where , = 2 éN (0) is the spin susoeptibility of the nom almetal,  is the Bohrm agneton, 2N (0) is the density
of electron states at Fem i level (per two soin proections), and the electron g factor is supposed to be equalto 2.
O n the other hand, In a superconductor the polarization is absent, but the BC S pairing decreases its energy by

2
Es= N (0>7°; @)

where (= 1:76T. isthe superconductinggap atT = 0. From thecondiion E , = E g;we ndtheChandrasskhar
(1962) —C logston (1962) lin i (the param agnetic lm it at T = 0)

Hp(0)= p—0—: @®)
2B

Note that i isthe eld ofthe rst-order phase transition from a nom alto a superconducting state. T he com plete
analysis (Saint-Jam es et al,, 1969) dem onstrates that at T = 0 this critical eld ishigher than the eld ofthe second
orderphase transition H ' (0) = (=2 g, and the transition from a nom alto a uniform superconducting state is of
the second-orderat T < T < Toonl,whereT = 056T.;H = H (T )= 061 (= 5 = 105T.= 5 :However, Larkin
and O vchinnikov (1964), and Fulde and Ferrell (1964) predicted in the fram ew ork of the m odel of pure param agnetic
e ect the appearance of the non-uniform superconducting state w ith a sihusoidalm odulation of the superconducting
order param eter at the scale of the superconducting coherence length ¢ (the FFLO state). In this FFLO state, the
Cooper pairs have a nite m om entum , com pared w ith zero m om entum in conventional superconductors. R ecently
Casabuoniand N ardulli (2004) review ed the theory ofthe Inhom ogeneous superconductivity applied to the condensed

m atter and quantum chrom odynam ics at high density and low tem perature.
The critical eld ofthe second-order transition nto FFLO state goes som ew here above the rst-order transition line
into a uniform superconducting state (Saint-Jam eset al, 1969). At T = 0;iis HFFLO (0)= 0:755 o= 5 (Whereas
Hy= 057 o= 5):ThisFFLO stateonly appears In the tem perature interval0 < T < T , and is sensitive to in purities



(A slam azov, 1968). In a dirty 1im it it is suppressed, and the rst-order transition into the uniform superconducting
state takes place instead. T he phase diagram for the 3D superconductors in the m odel of pure param agnetic e ect
ispresented In Fig. 1 (Saint-Jameset al, 1969). Up to now , there were no unam biguous experin ental proofs of this
state observation. Note however that, recently, the m agnetic— eld-induced superconductivity has been cbserved in
the quasi two-din ensional organic conductor BETS),FeCl; (U jet al, 2001) which is an excellent candidate for
the FFLO state form ation (Balicas et al.,, 2001 and Houzet et al., 2002).

B .Exchange eld i the ferrom agnet

In a ferrom agnet the exchange Interaction between the electrons and the m agnetic m om entsm ay be considered as
som e e ective Zeam an eld. In the case ofm agnetic m om ents w ith spin S ;; localized in the sites rj, their Interaction
w ith electron spins is described by the exchange H am iltonian

. ( )

Hipc= &r " (@ J@ 1)S; @®); @)

where (r) istheelectron’s spinoroperator, = f ;; y; .garethePaulim atrices, and J (r) is the exchange integral.
Below the Curie tem perature , the average value ofthe localized goinshS ;i isnon-zero, and the exchange interaction
m ay be considered as som e e ective Zeeman eld H °ff = hSiin ™ 5 (r)dr, where n is the concentration of localized
m om ents, and the spin quantization z-axis is chosen along the ferrom agnetic m om ent. It is convenient to introduce
the exchange eld h as

Z

h= pH®f=1s%in J@dr= s )hy; G)

wheres(T) = hS{i=hS{i, _, isthe din ensionlessm agnetization and h, isthem axinum value ofan exchange eld at
T = 0. Theexchange eld h describesthe spin-dependent part ofthe electron’s energy and the exchange H am iltonian
Eqg. (4) isthen sinply written as

Hipc= J&r "©h , @©: (6)

Ifwe also want to take into acoount the proper Zeem an eld ofm agnetization M , then wem ay sin ply replace h In
Eg. (6) by h+4 M p . The reader is wamed that in principle, if the exchange integral is negative, the exchange
eld m ay have the direction opposite to the m agnetic m om ents and the interesting com pensation Jaccarino-P eter
(1962) e ect ispossible. However, In the ferrom agnetic m etals, the contrbution of the m agnetic induction to the soin
splitting is severalorder ofm agniude sn aller than that ofthe exchange Interaction and m ay be neglected: In the case
of the Rudem an-K ittelK asuya-Yosida RKKY ) mechanian of the ferrom agnetic ordering, the Curie tem perature
h(2)=EF and in all real system s the exchange eld hg >> ;T .. This explains that the conditions of singlet
superconductivity and ferrom agnetism coexistence are very stringent. Indeed, if > T . the exchange eld In a
ferrom agnet h > > T, which strongly exceeds the param agnetic lim . O n the other hand, if < T . then, instead of
the ferrom agnetic transition the lnhom ogeneousm agnetic ordering appears M apl and F isher, 1982; Bulevskiietal,
1985). T he very high value of the exchange eld In ferrom agnet pem its us to concentrate on the param agnetic e ect
and neglect the orbialone (note that wellbelow the Curie tam perature the m agnetic induction 4 M in ferrom agnets
is of the order of severalkoe only).

C .W hy does the FuldeFerreltHLarkin-O vchinnikov state appear?

W hat isthe physicalorigin ofthe superconducting orderparam eterm odulation n the FFLO state ? T he appearance
ofm odulation ofthe superconducting order param eter is related to the Zeam an’s splitting ofthe electron’s levelunder
am agnetic eld acting on electron spins. To dem onstrate this, we consider the sin plest case ofthe 1D superconductor.

In the absence of the eld, a Cooper pair is form ed by two electrons w ith opposite momenta +kp and Kk
and opposite spins (") and (#) respectively. T he resulting m om entum of the Cooperpairky + ( k& )= 0. Undera
m agnetic eld, because ofthe Zeem an’s splitting, the Ferm im om entum ofthe electron w ith spin (") w ill shift from kg



toki =kr+ ¥k ,where k = pH=w andw istheFem ivelocity. Sin ilarly, the Ferm im om entum ofan electron
with soin &) will shift from k to ky = k¥ + ¥ (seeFig. 2) . Then, the resulting m om entum of the C ooper
pairwillbe k; + k; = 2 k 6 0; which just in plies the space m odulation of the superconducting order param eter
with a resulting wavevector 2 Ik : Such type of reasoning explains the origin of the non-uniform superconducting
state form ation iIn the presence ofthe eld acting on electron spins, and, at the sam e tin e, dem onstrates the absence
of a param agnetic Im it @t T! 0) for the 1D superconductor Buzdin and Polonskii, 1987). For 3D (Larkin and
O vchinnikov, 1964 and Fulde and Ferrell, 1964) or 2D ®Bulaevskii, 1973) superconductors, it is not possible to choose
the single wave vector k which com pensates the Zeam an splitting for all electrons on the Fem i surface @s k
depends on direction of vr ); and the param agnetic lin it is preserved. However, the critical eld for a non-uniform
state at T = 0 isalwayshigher than for a uniform one. However, the critical eld for a non-uniform state at T = 0
is always higher than for a uniform one. At nite temperature wWhen T & H ), the sn earing of the electrons
distrbbution function near the Fem ienergy decreases the di erence of energies between the non-uniform and uniform
states. A s it llow s from the m icroscopical calculations, at T > T = 0:56T. the uniform superconducting phase is
alwaysm ore favorabl (Saint-Jam eset al, 1969).

D . Genemralized G nzburg-Landau functional

Q ualitatively, the phenom enon ofthe FFLO phase form ation and the particularities of the proxim ity e ect in S/F
system s m ay be described in the fram ework of the generalized G nzburg-Landau expansion. Let us rst recall the
form of the standard G inzburg-L.andau fiinctional (see, for exam ple, D e G ennes, 1966)

2

F-=ajf+ 5 +§jj‘*; %)
where is the superconducting order param eter, and the coe cient a vanishes at the transition tem perature T .:At
T < T.;the coe cient a isnegative and them Ininum ofF in Eq. (7) isachieved for a uniform superconducting state
wih j 32 = % : If we consider also the param agnetic e ect of the m agnetic eld, allthe coe cients in Eq. (7) will
depend on the energy ofthe Zeam an splitting g H , i. e. an exchange eld h in the ferrom agnet. N ote that we neglect
the orbiale ect, so there is no vectorpotentialA in Eqg. (7). To take into aCOOLu;lt the Ic>1:loji:ale ect in the G inZburg—
Landau functional, we m ay substitute the gradient by its gauge-nvariant form 5 ! 5 %A . Usually, the orbital
e ect ism uch m ore In portant for the superconductivity destruction than the param agnetic one. It explainswhy in the
standard G Inzburg-Landau theory there is no need to take into account the eld and tem perature dependence of the
coe cients and b. However, when the param agnetic e ect becom es predom inant, this approxin ation fails. W hat
are the consequences ? If it was sin ply som e renom alization of the coe cients n G inzburg-Landau functional, the
general superconducting properties of the system would basically be the sam e. H ow ever, the qualitatively new physics
em erges due to the fact that the coe cient changes its sign at thepoint @ ;T ) ofthe phase diagram , see Fig. 1.
T he negative sign of m eans that them inimum of the functional does not correspond to an uniform state anym ore,
and a spatial variation of the order param eter decreases the energy of the system . To descridbe such a situation it is
necessary to add a higher order derivative term in the expansion (7), and the generalized G Inzburg-Landau expansion
willbe:

| 2

Fo =a®;T)j §+ ©;T)5 + @®)
. 2 .
+ (HIT)S!Z +b(HIT)jJA
2 2

T he critical tem perature of the second order phase transition into a superconducting state m ay be found from the
solution of the linear equation for the superconducting order param eter

2
a + = = 0: 9
> )
Ifwe seek for a non-uniform solution = | exp (igr), the corresponding critical tem perature depends on the wave—
vector g and is given by the expression
a= 4§ 5q‘l : (10)



N ote that the coe cient a may be written asa = (T Tew B )); where Toy H ) is the critical tem perature of the
transition into the uniform superconducting state. In a standard situation, the gradient term in the G inZburg-Landau
functional is positive, > 0, and the highest transition tem perature coincides wih T, # ); it is realized for the
uniform state wih g= 0. However, n the case < 0; them aximnum critical tem perature corresoonds to the nie
value of the m odulation vectorqg = = and the corresponding transition tem perature into the non-uniform FFLO
state T¢; © ) is given by

2
as (o Ta)= ¢ a1
Tt ishigher than the critical tem perature T, ofthe uniform state. T herefore, we see that the FFLO state appearance
m ay sin ply be Interpreted as a change of the sign of the gradient tetm in the G inZburg-Landau functional. A m ore
detailed analysis of the FFLO state in the fram ework of the generalized G nzburg-Landau fiinctional show s that it
is not an exponentialbut a one din ensional sinusoidalm odulation of the order param eter w hich gives the m inin um
energy Buzdin and K achkachi, 1997; Houzet et al, 1999). In fact, the generalized G inzburg-Landau functional
describes new type of superconductors w ith very di erent properties, and the whole theory of superconductivity m ust
be redone on the basis of this functional. The orbiale ect In the ﬂa{n ewoqk of the generalized G Inzburg-Landau
functionalm ay be introduced by the usual gauge-invariant procedure 5 ! 5 %A . The resulting expression for
the superconducting current is quite a special one and the critical eld m ay corresoond to the higher Landau level
solutions aswellas new types of vortex latticesm ay exist H ouzet and Buzdin, 2000; H ouzet and Buzdin, 2001).

TIT.PROXM ITY EFFECT IN FERROM AGNETS
A . Som e generalities about superconducting proxin iy e ect

T he contact ofm aterials w ith di erent long-range ordering m odi es their properties near the interface. In the case
of a superconductornom alm etal interface, the C ooper pairs can penetrate the nom alm etal at so distance. If
the electronsm otion is di usive, this distance is of the order of the them aldi usion length scale L 1 s ﬁ; where
D isthe di usion constant. In the case of pure nom alm etal the coresoonding characteristic distance is 1 s ww =T .
T herefore the superconducting-like properties m ay be lnduced in the nom alm etal, and usually this phenom enon is
called the proxim iy e ect. At the sam e tin e the leakage of the C oopers pairs weakens the superconductivity near
the Interface w th a nom alm etal. Som etin e this e ect is called the "inverse proxin ity e ect", and it results in the
decrease of the superconducting transition tem perature n thin superconducting layer In contact w ith a nomm alm etal.
TIfthe thickness ofa superconducting layer is sm aller than som e critical one, the proxin ity e ect totally suppresses the
superconducting transition. A llthese phenom ena and the earlier experin entaland theoreticalw orks on the proxin ity
e ect were review ed by D eutscher and de G ennes (1969).

N ote that the proxin iy e ect is a rather generalphenom enon not lim ied by the superconducting phase transition.
For exam ple, in the case of the surface m agnetism W hite and G eballe, 1979) the critical tem perature at the surface
can be higherthen the bulk one. In the resul the m agnetic transition at the surface nduces the m agnetisation nearby.
O n the other hand, the volum e strongly a ects the surface transition characteristics.

However, the unique and very in portant characteristic of the superconducting proxin iy e ect is the Andreev
re ection revealed at the m icroscopical level. Andreev (1964) dem onstrated how the single electron states of the
nom alm etal are converted into C ooper pairs and explained the m echanism of the transform ation at the interface
of the dissipative electrical current into the dissipationless supercurrent. An electron wih an energy below the
superconducting gap is re ected at the interface as a hole. T he corresponding charge 2e is transferred to the C ooper
pair which appears on the superconducting side of the interface. T he m anifestation of this double charge transfer is
that for a perfect contact the sub-gap conductance occurs to be tw ice the nom al state conductance. T he classical
work by B londer, T inkham and K lapw ik (1982) gives the detailed theory of this phenom enon.

Andreev re ection plays a prin ary roke for the understanding of quantum transport properties of superconduc—
tor/nom alm etal system s. T he Interplay between A ndreev re ection and proxin ity e ect was review ed by P annetier
and Courtois (2000). The reader can nd a detailed description of the Andreev re ection In the nom almetal-
superconductor junctions in the fram ework of the scattering theory form alisn in the review by Beenakker (1997).
Recent review by D eutscher (2005) is devoted to the Andreev re ection spectroscopy of the superconductors.



B .D am ped oscilatory dependence of the Cooper pair wave function in the ferrom agnets

T he physics of the oscillating C ooper pair wave function In a ferrom agnet is sin ilar to the physics of the supercon—
ducting order param eterm odulation in the FFLO state —see section IIC . Q ualitative picture of this e ect hasbeen
well presented by D em ler, A mold, and Beaslky (1997). W hen a superconductor is in a contact with a nom alm etal
the C ooper pairs penetrate across the interface at som e distance Inside them etal. A C ooper pair in a superconductor
com prises two electrons w ith opposite spins and m om enta. In a ferrom agnet the up spin electron W ih the spin
ordientation along the exchange eld) decreases its energy by h , whik the down soin electron increases its energy by
the sam e value. To com pensate this energy variation, the up spin electron increases its kinetic energy, while the down
spin electron decreases its. In the resul the C ooper pair acquires a centerofm assm om entum 2 k& = 2h=w , which
In plies the m odulation of the order param eter w ith the period w =h. T he direction of the m odulation wave vector
m ust be perpendicular to the interface, because only this orientation is com patible w ith the uniform order param eter
In the superconductor.

To get som e idea about the peculiarity of the proxim ity e ect in S/F structures, we m ay start also from the
description based on the generalized G inzburg-Landau functionalEqg. (8). Such approach is adequate or a small
wave-vector m odulation case, i. e. in the vicinity ofthe H ;T ) point ofthe # ;T ) phase diagram , otherw ise the
m icroscopical theory m ust be used. T his situation correspoonds to a very weak ferrom agnet w ith an extrem ely sm all
exchange eld h sH = 1:05T. , which is non realistic asusually h >> T.. However, we w ill discuss this case
to get a prelim nary understanding of the phenom enon. W e address the question of the proxim ity e ect for a weak
ferrom agnet described by the generalized G inzburg-Landau functionalEq. (8).M ore precisely, we consider the decay
of the order param eter in the nom alphase, i. e. at T > T.; assum ing that our system is In contact w ith another
superconductor w ith a higher critical tem perature, and the x axis is choosen perpendicular to the interface (see F ig.
3).

The Induced superconductivity is weak and to deal with i, we may use the linearized equation for the order
param eter (9), which is w ritten for our geom etry as

@2 ch
a —+ ——— = 0: 12
@x? 2@x*4 42)
The solutions of this equation in the nomn al phase are of the type = | exp kx), with a com plx wave-vector
k= k; + ik, and
r_ !
.o T i
I - 13)
2 Tes Tu
r_ !
.o T .
k§=j—j 1+ 1+7TC : (14)
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Ifwe choose the gauge w ith the real order param eter In the superconductor, then the solution for the decaying order
param eter In the ferrom agnet is also real

x)= | exp( kx)cosk:x); 15)

w here the choice of the root for k is the condition k; > 0. So the decay of the order param eter is accom panied by
its oscillation Fig. 3b), which is the characteristic feature of the proxin ity e ect in the considered system . W hen
we approach the critical tem perature Tq; tlale  decaying w ave-vectorvanishes, k; ! 0; while the oscillating w ave-vector
k; goes to the FFLO wavewvector, k, ! j—j, s0 a FFLO phase em erges. Let us com pare this behavior w ith the
standard proxin ity e ect O eutscher and D e G ennes, 1969) described by the lnearized G nzburg-Landau equation
for the order param eter

@2
a — = 0; 16
o (16)
wih > 0.In such casel"al"c_sinply coincides w ith T, ; and the decaying solution is = | exp( x= (T)); where the
coherence length (T) = =a (Fig. 3a). This sin pk analysis brings in evidence the appearance of the oscillations

of the order param eter in the presence of an exchange eld. This is a fundam entaldi erence between the proxin ity
e ect In S/F and S/N system s, and it is at the origin of m any peculiar characteristics of S/F heterostructures.



In real ferrom agnets, the exchange eld is very large com pared w ith superconducting tem perature and energy
scales, so the gradients of the superconducting order param eter variations are large too, and can not be treated in
the fram ew ork of the generalized G Inzburg-Landau finctional. To describe the relevant experin ental situation we
need to use a m icroscopical approach. The m ost convenient schem e to do this (see Appendix A and B) is the use
of the Boboliuibov-de G ennes equations or the G reen’s functions in the fram ew ork of the quasiclassical E ilenberger
E flenberger, 1968) or U sadel (U sadel, 1970) equations.

If the electron scattering m ean free path 1 is small which is usually the case in S/F system s), the m ost natural
approach is to use the Usadel equations for the G reen’s functions averaged over the Fem i surface @A ppendix).
Linearized over the pair potential (x), the Usadel equation for the anom alous fiinction F (x;!) depending only on
one coordiate x is

y el D @2
33+ i sgn(!) o F&!l)= &); @
where! = @2n+ 1) T aretheM atsubara frequencies, and D = %VF 1 isthe di usion coe cient. In the F region, we

m ay neglect the M atsubara frequencies com pared to the large exchange eld th >> T.), and the pairing potential
isabsent (Wwe assum e that the BC S coupling constant is zero there) .T his results in a very sin ple orm ofthe U sadel
equation for the anom alous fiinction F¢ in the ferrom agnet

D¢ Q%F¢
ihsgn (! ) F — = 0; 18
agn (! )F¢ > ex? 18)

where D ¢ is the di usion coe cient In the ferrom agnet. For the geom etry in Fig. 3 and ! > 0; the decaying solution
f)rFf is

i+ 1
Fr (x;! > 0)= A exp X (19)
£
d D
where ¢ = Tf is the characteristic length of the superconducting correlations decay W ith oscillations) n F-
layer (see Tac}fb I).Due to the condiion h > > T, this length ismuch sn aller than the superconducting coherence
ength 5= 2DTSC ,1e. £ << 4. The constant A is detemm ined by the boundary conditions at the S/F interface.

For exam pl, In the case of a low resistivity of a ferrom agnet, at st approxin ation the anom alous function in a
supemon%uctor Fs is Independent on coordinate and practically the sam e as In the absence of the ferrom agnet, ie.

Fg = = 24+ 12, Epm addition, the interface is transparent then the oontJnthy of the function F at the F/S
boundary givesA = = 2+ 12 For! < O,wesimply haveF¢ (x;! < 0) = F; ;! > 0). In a ferrom agnet, the
role of the C ooper pair wave function isplayed by than decays as
X X X
F x;!) exp( —)cos(—): (20)

| £ £

W e retrieve the dam ping oscillatory behavior of the order param eterEq. (15), Fig. 3b. The in portant conclision we
obtain from the m icroscopic approach is that in the dirty lim it the scale for the oscillation and decay of the C ooper
pair wave function in a ferrom agnet is the sam e.

In the case of a clkan ferrom agnet the dam ped oscillatory behavior of the Cooper pair wave function rem ains,
though at zero tem perature the dam ping is non-exponential and m uch weaker i : Indeed, the decaying solution
of the E ilenberger equation in the clean lin it (see Appendix B) is

2(' + ih)x
f&; ;!) exp ——— (21)
Vr £ COS

where isthe angle between x-axis and Fem ivelocity in a ferrom agnet, and ¢ is itsm odulus. A fter averaging
over the angle and summ ation over the M atsubara frequencies ! we obtain

. 1 b 4 D
fx; ;!)sn d ;eXp( —)sin(—): (22)
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Herethedecaying kength 1¢ = ;IF—;, and the oscillating length ¢ = th (seeTablk I):Atow temperature ¢ ! O
and the C ooper pair w ave function decays very slow ly i sin (% ). An im portant di erence w ith the proxim ity e ect
for the nom alm etal is the presence of the short-ranged oscillations of the order param eter w ith the tem perature
Independent period 2 ,¢. In contrast w ith the dirty lin it In a clean ferrom agnet the characteristic lengths of the
superconducting correlations’ decay and oscillations are not the sam e. Halterm an and Valls (2001) perform ed the
studies of the ferrom agnet-superconductor interfaces on the basis of the selfconsistent num erical solution of the
m icroscopicalB ogoliitbov-de G ennes equations. T hey clearly observed the dam ped oscillatory behavior of the C ooper
pair wave function of the type i sin (% ):

W e m ay conclude that at low tem peratures the proxin ity e ect In clean ferrom agnet m etals is long—ranged. On
the other hand, in the dirty lim it the use of the U sadel equations gives the exponential decay of . This is due to
the fact that the U sadel equations are obtained by averaging over the im purities con gurations. Zyuzin et al (2003)
pointed out that at distances x > > ¢ the anom alous G reen’s function F (as well as the C ooper pair wave function)
has a random sam ple-speci ¢ sign, whilke the m odulus does not decay exponentially. T his circum stance leads to the
survival of the proxin ity e ect in the dirty ferrom agnet at distances x > > ¢. The use of the U sadel equations at
such distancesm ay bem islkading. H owever, from the practicalpoint of view the range of interest isx < 5 ¢, because
at larger distances it is di cul to observe the oscillating phenom ena on experin ent. In this range the use of the
U sadel equation is adequate.

T he characteristic length of the Induced superconductivity variation in a ferrom agnet is sn all com pared wih a
superconducting length, and i im plies the use of the m icroscopic theory of the superconductivity to describe the
proxin ity e ect in S/F structures. In this context, the calculations of the free energy of S/F structures in the
fram ew ork of the standard G inzburg-Landau functional R yazanov et al, 2001a; R yazanov et al, 2001b) can not be
Justi ed. Indeed, the possbility to neglect the higher gradient termm s In the G inZburg-Landau functional In plies that
the length scale ofthe van'atjogll ofthe order param eterm ust be larger than the correlation length. In the frrom agnet

the correlation length is ¢ = DTf in the dirty lim it and (f) = VFTf in the clean 1im it. W e see that they coincide w ith
the characteristic lengths of the order param eter variation in a ferrom agnet. T herefore the higher gradient tem s in
the G Inzburg-Landau functionalw illbe of the sam e order of m agnitude as the term w ith the rst derivative.

C . D ensity of states oscilations

Superconductivity creates a gap in the electronic density of states @ O S) nearthe Femm ienergy Er , i e. theDO S
is zero for a energy E In the ntervalEp < E < Ep + .So, i isnatural, that the nduced superconductivity in
S/N structuresdecreasesD O S at Er near the interface. D etailed experin ental studies of this phenom enon have been
perform ed by M oussy et al. (2001). D am ped oscillatory dependence of the C ooper pair wave function in ferrom agnet
hints that a sin ilar dam ped oscillatory behavior m ay be expected for the variation ofthe DO S due to the proxin iy
e ect. Indeed, the DOS N ("), where "= E Er isthe energy calculated from the Ferm ienergy, is directly related
to the nom alG reen function In the ferrom agnet G ¢ x;!) Abrkosov et al, 1975)

Ne(")=N OReGe ;! ! 1"); @3)

where N (0) is the DO S of the ferrom agnetic m etal. In a dirty lim it taking into account the relation between the

nom al and anom alous G reen ﬁmctjonsGi + Ff2 = 1 Usadel, 1970), and using forF¢ = P—— Xp i*—flx ,we
directly obtain the DO S at the Fermm ienergy ("= 0) In a ferrom agnet Buzdin, 2000) at the distance x > > ¢
1 2x 2x
N:("=0) N (@O 1 EGXP( —)cos(—) : (24)
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Thissin ple calculation implies << T . . An interesting conclusion is that at certain distancesthe DO S at the Ferm i
energy m ay be higher than In the absence of superconductor. This contrasts w ith the proxin ity e ect in the S/N
system s. Such behavior has been cbserved experim entally by K ontos et al. (2001) in the m easurem ents ofthe DO S
by planar-tunneling spectroscopy n A /A L0 3/PdN i/Nb Jinctions, see Fig. 4.

Forthe PdN i layer thickness 50 A we are at the distance w hen the tem oos(z—}f‘) n Eg. (24) ispositive and we have

the nom aldecrease of the DO S inside the gap due to the proxin ity e ect. However, for PdN i layer thickness 75 A
the oos(z—f) term changes its sign and the DO S becom es a little bit larger than its value in the nom ale ect. Such

Inversion ofthe DO S pem is us to roughly estin ate ¢ for the PdN iallby used by Kontoset al. (2001) as 60 A .



At them om ent, there exist only one experim entalwork on theD O S in S/F system s, w hile several theoreticalpapers
treat this sub fct m ore in details. In a serdes of papers H alterm an and Valls (2001, 2002, 2003) perfom ed extensive
theoretical studies of the localD O S behavior in S/F system s in a clean lim it In the fram ew ork of the selfconsistent
B ogoliibov-D e G ennes approach. They calculated the DO S spectra on both S and F sides and took into account the
Fem iwave vectorsm igm atch, interfacial barrier and sam ple size.

Fazio and Lucheroni (1999) perfom ed num erical selfconsistent calculations of the JocalDO S in S/F system in the
fram ew ork ofthe U sadel equation. The iIn uence of the in purity scattering on the D O S oscillations has been studied
by Baladie and Buzdin, (2001) and Bergeret et al. (2002). An Interesting conclision is that the oscillations disappear
In the clean lin it. In this context it is quite understandable, that the calculations of the DO S oscillations m ade In
the ballistic regin e for the ferrom agnetic In on the top of the superconductor (Zareyan et al, 2001, Zareyan et al,
2002 ) depend essentially on the boundary conditions at the ferrom agnetvacuum interface. Sun etal (2002) used the
quasiclassical version of the B ogoliubov-D e G ennes equations for the num erical calculations of the DO S In the S/F
system wih sem in nite ferrom agnet. They obtained in the clean lim it the oscillations ofthe DO S and presented a
quantitative t ofthe experin entaldata ofK ontosetal. (2001). A stonishingly, in the another quasiclassicalapproach
on the basis of E flenberger equations the oscillations ofD O S are absent in the case ofan in nite electron m ean free
path @Baladie and Buzdin, 2001 and Bergeret et al., 2002).

DO S oscillations in ferrom agnets hint on the sin ilar oscillatory behavior of the local m agnetic m om ent of the
electrons. T he corresponding m agnetic m om ent induced by the proxim ity e ect m ay be w ritten as

X
M =1isN (0) T Ge&itih) Gek;!; h)): @5)

!
A ssum Ing the low resistivity of a ferrom agnet in the dirty lim it at tem perature near T, the m agnetic m om ent is
2 2% 2%

—)sin(—): 2
2TCe><p( f)szn(f) (26)

M = M+ gN (O)h: 27)

Sin ilarly to the DO S the localm agnetic m om ent oscillates, and curiously In som e regions it m ay be higher than in
the absence of superconductivity. P roxin ity e ect also lnduces the localm agnetic m om ent in a superconductor near
the S/F interface at the distance of the order of superconducting coherence length g:

T he proxin iy induced m agnetism was studied on the basis of the U sadel equations by B ergeret al. (2004a, 2004b)
and K rivoruchko and K oshina (2002) . Num ericalcalculations ofK rivoruchko and K oshina (2002) revealed the dam ped
oscillatory behavior ofthe localm agneticm om ent in a superconductor at the scale of ¢ w ith positive m agnetization at
the Interface. O n the other hand Bergeret al. (2004a) argued that the induced m agneticm om ent in a superconductor
m ust be negative. T his is related to the C ooper pairs located In space in such a way that one electron ofthe pair is In
superconductor, while the other is In the ferrom agnet. T he direction along the m agnetic m om ent in the ferrom agnet
ispreferable for the electron ofthe pair located there and thism akes the spin ofthe other electron ofthe pair (located
In superconductor) to be antijparallel.

T he m icroscopic calculations of the localm agnetic m om ent in the pure 1lim it in the fram ework of B ogoliubov-de
G ennes equations Halem an and Valls, 2004) also revealed the dam ped oscillatory behavior of the localm agnetic
m om ent but at the atom ic length scale. P robably In the quasiclassical approach the oscillations of the localm agnetic
m om ents disappear in the clean lin i, sin ilarly to the case o£fDO S oscillations. The m agnitude of the proxim ity
Induced m agnetic m om ent is very am all, and at present tim e there are no m anifestations of this phenom ena on
experim ent.

D .Andreev re ection at the S/F interface

The spin e ects play an im portant roke in the Andreev re ection at the S/F interface. Indeed, an incident spin up
electron in ferrom agnet is re ected by the Interface as a spin down hole, and in the resul a C ooper pair of electrons
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w ith opposite spins appears in a superconductor. T herefore the both spin up and spin down bands of electrons in
ferrom agnet are involved In this process. D e Jong and Beenakker (1995) were the st to dem onstrate the m apr
In uence of spin polarization in ferrom agnet on the subgap conductance of the S/F interface. Indeed, in the fully
soin-polarized m etalall carriers have the sam e soin and Andreev re ection is totally suppressed. In general, w ith the
Increase of the spin polarization the subgap conductance drops from the double of the nom alstate conductance to a
an allvalue for the highly polarized m etals. Follow ing de Jong and B eenakker (1995) let us consider a sin ple intuitive
picture of the conductance through a ballistic S/F point contact. U sing the language of the scattering channels
(subbands which cross the Fermm i level), the conductance at T = 0 ofa ferrom agnet-nom alm etal contact is given by
the Landauer form ula

eZ

Ggy = o N : (28)

T he totalnum ber of scattering channelsN isthe sum ofthe spin up N+« and spin down N4 channelsN = N« + Ny ,

and the spin polarization mmplies that N« > N4 . In the case of the contact of the superconductor w ith the non—

polarized m etal all electrons are re ected as the holes, which doubles the num ber of scattering channels and the

conductance itself. For the spinpolarized m etalwhere N« > N4 ; allthe spin down electronsw illbe re ected as the

soin up holes. However, only the part N4 =N » < 1 ofthe spin up electrons can be Andreev re ected. T he subgap
conductance of the S/F contact is then

G _ < ON g + 2N o —462N : ©9)
FS h # " h # -

Com paring this expression wih Eq. (28) we see that Gps=Gry = 4N+=@N4 + N« ) < 2 and Ggg = 0 for the
fulbpolarized ferrom agnet with Ny = 0: Ifthe soin polarization isde ned asP = N« Ny )= 4 + N« ), then the
suppression of the nom alized zeroias conductance gives the direct access to the value of P

Grs

=2@0 P): 30
Gon ( ) 30)

T he subsequent experim entalm easurem ents ofthe goin polarization w ith A ndreev re ection (U padhyay etal, 1998;
and Soulen et al, 1998) fully con m ed the e ciency of this m ethod to probe the ferrom agnets. T he A ndreev point
contact spectroscopy pem its to m easure the soin polarization in a m uch w ider range ofm aterials (Zutic, Fabian and
D as Sam a, 2004) com paring w ith the spin-polarized electron tunneling M eservey and Tedrow , 1994).

However, the Interpretation of the Andreev re ection data on the conductance of the S/F interfaces and the
com parison of the spin polarization w ith the one obtained from the tunneling data, m ay be com plicated by the band
structure e ects M azin, 1999). Zutic and Valls (1999, 2000), Zutic and D as Sam a (1999) generalized the resuls of
the theoretical analysis of B londer, T inkham and K lapw ik (1982) to the case of the S/F interface. An interesting
striking result is that in the absence of the potential barrier at the S/F interface, the soin polarization could increase
the subgap conductance. T he condition of perfect transparency of the interface is vg v 4 = vﬁ , where vg » and vg &
are the Fem i velocities for two soin polarizations in ferrom agnet, and vs is the Fem i velocity in superconductor.
Vodopyanov and Tagirov (2003a) proposed a quasiclassical theory of Andreev re ection in F/S nanocontacts and
analyzed the soin polarization calculated from the conductance and tunneling m easurem ents.

N ote that a rather high spin polarization hasbeen measured N Cx0O, ImsP = 90% and in Lag;SrpsM nOs; Ins
P = 78% (Souln etal, 1998). T he spin-polarized tunneling data for these system s is lJacking.

A nother Interesting e ect related w ith the crossed A ndreev re ection hasbeen predicted by D eutsher and Feinberg
(2000) (see also D eutsher, 2004 and Yam ashita, Takahashiand M aekawa, 2003). T he electric current between two
ferrom agnetic leads attached to the superconductor strongly depends on the relative ordentation of the m agnetization
In these leads. If we assum e that the leads are fully polarized, then the electron com ing from one lead cannot
experience the A ndreev re ection in the sam e lead. H owever, this re ection ispossible in the second lead, provided its
polarization is opposite, and the distance betw een the leads is sm aller than the superconducting coherence length. The
resistance betw een the leadsw illbe high for the parallel orientation ofthe m agnetizations and low for the antiparallel

ordentation.
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IV.OSCILLATORY SUPERCONDUCTING TRANSITION TEM PERATURE IN S/F M ULTILAYERS AND BILAYERS
A . First experin ental evidences of the anom alous proxin ity e ect In S/F system s

T he dam ped oscillatory behavior of the superconducting order param eter in ferrom agnets m ay produce the com —
m ensurability e ects between the period of the order param eter oscillation (Which is of the order of ¢) and the
thickness of a F layer. This results in the striking non-m onotonous superconducting transition tem perature depen—
dence on the F Jayer thickness in S/F m ultilayers and bilayers. Indeed, for a F layer thickness am aller than ¢ , the
pair wave function in the F layer changes a little and the superconducting order param eter in the adpcent S layers
m ust be the sam e. T he phase di erence betw een the superconducting order param eters in the S layers is absent and
we call this state the "0"-phase. On the other hand, if the F layer thickness becom es of the order of ¢, the pair
wave finction m ay go trough zero at the center of F layer providing the state w ith the opposite sign (or shift ofthe
phase) of the superconducting order param eter in the ad-pcent S layers, which we callthe " "-phase. T he increase of
the thickness ofthe F' layersm ay provoke the subsequent transitions from "0"-to " "-phases, what superpose on the
com m ensurability e ect and result in a very special dependence of the critical tem perature on the F layer thickness.
Forthe S/F bilayers, the transitionsbetween "0" and " "-phases are in possibl; the com m ensurability e ect between

¢ and F Jayer thickness nevertheless kads to the non-m onotonous dependence of T, on the F layer thickness.

T he predicted oscillatory type dependence of the critical tem perature Buzdin and K uprianov, 1990; Radovic et
al., 1991) was subsequently observed experin entally in Nb/Gd (Jiang et al,, 1995), Nb/CuM n M ercaldo et al.,, 1996)
and Nb/Co and V/Co (Obiet al, 1999) multilayers, as well as in bilayers Nb/N i (Sidorenko et al.,, 2003), trilayers
Fe/V /Fe G arifullin etal, 2002),Fe/Nb/Fe M uhgeetal.,, 1996),Nb/ Fe/Cu] layers (Vekzetal, 1999) and Fe/Pb/Fe
(Lazar et al., 2000).

T he strong pairbreaking in uence ofthe ferrom agnet and the nanoscopic range ofthe oscillation period com plicate
the observation of this e ect. Advances In thin In processing techniques were crucial for the study of this subtle
phenom enon. The rst indications on the non-m onotonous variation of T. versus the thickness of the F layer was
obtained by W ong et al. (1986) for V /Fe superlattices. However, In the subsequent experin ents of K oorevaar et
al. (1994), no oscillatory behavior of T, was found, while the recent studies by Garifullin et al. (002) of the
superconducting properties of Fe/V /Fe trilayers even revealed the re-entrant T, behavior as a function ofthe F layer
thickness. B ourgeois and D ynes (2002) studied am orphous Pb/N ibilayer quench-condensed In s and observed only
m onotonic depairing e ect w ith the Increase of the N i layer thickness. In the work of Sidorenko et al. (2003), the
com parative analysis of di erent techniques of the sam ple preparation was m ade and the conclusion is, that the
m olecular beam epitaxy M BE) grown sam ples do not reveal T oscillations, w hereas m agnetron sputtered sam ples
do. This di erence is attribbuted to the appearance of m agnetically "dead" interdi used layer at the S/F interface
which plays an in portant role for the M BE grown sam ples. T he transition m etal ferrom agnets, such as Fe, have a
strongly itinerant character of the m agnetic m om ent which is very sensitive to the local coordination. In thin Fe
layers, the m agnetism m ay be strongly decreased and even vanished. P robably the best choice is to use the rareearth
ferrom agnetic m etalw ith localized m agnetic m om ents. T his has been done by Jiang et al. (1995) who prepared the
m agnetron spouttered Nb/G d m ultilayers, which clearly revealed the T. oscillations, Fig. 5.

T he curves show a pronounced non-m onotoneous dependence of T, on the Gd layer thickness. The increase of T,
In plies the transition from the "0"-phase to the " "-phase. N ote that the previous experin ents on the M BE grown
Nb/Gd sam ples (Strunk et al,, 1994) only revealed the step-like decrease of T, w ith increasing G d layer thickness.
T he com prehensive analysis ofdi erent problem s related to the sam ples quality wasm ade by Chien and Reich (1999).
Aarts et al. (1997), studied in detail the proxin ity e ect in the system oconsisting of the superconducting V and
ferrom agneticVi yFe, alloysand dem onstrated the in portant role ofthe interface transparency forthe understanding
of the pairbreaking m echanism .

B . Theoretical description of the S/F m ultilayers

To provide the theoretical description of the non-m onotoneous dependence of T, we consider the S/F m ultilayered
system w ih a thickness ofthe F layer 2ds and the S layer 2ds, see Fig. 6.

The x-axis is chosen perpendicular to the layers with x = 0 at the center of the S layer. The "0"-phase case
corresponds to the sam e superconducting order param eter sign in all S layers Fig. 6a) whilke in the " "-phase the
sign of the superconducting order param eter in ad-poent S layers is opposite F ig. 6b). In the case ofa S/F bilayer,
the anom alous G reen function F (x) has zero derivative at the boundary wih vacuum , see Eq. (32) below. It is
Just the case for the function F (x) in the "0"-phase at the centers of the S and F layers. So the superconducting
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characteristics ofa S/F bilayerw ith thicknesses ds and df ofthe S and F layers resgpectively are equivalent to that of
the S/F multilayer w ith double layer thicknesses (2ds and 2dg).

T he approach based on the quasiclassicalE ilenberger (1968) or U sadel (1970) equations is very convenient to deal
with S/F system s (see Appendix B). In fact, it ismuch sin pler than the com plete m icroscopical theory, it does not
need the detailed know ledge of all the characteristics of the S and F m etals, and is applicable for scales larger than
the atom ic one. Then, it m ust work for thicknesses of the layers in the range 20 200A , which is of prin ary interest
for S/F system s.

In the dirty lim i, if the electron elastic scattering tine = l=¢ is sn all, m ore precisely T, 1 and h 1;
the use of the U sadel equations is jisti ed. The second condition, however is m uch m ore restrictive due to a large
valie of the exchange eld G T.). The Usadelequationsdealonly with the G reen’s finctions G x;!) and F x;!)
averaged over the Fem 1 surface. M oreover, to calculate the critical tem perature of the second-order superconducting
transition in S/F system s, it is enough to dealw ith the lin it of the an all superconducting order param eter ( ! 0)
In the U sadel equations. T his linearization pem isto put G = sgn (! ) and In the form linearized over , the Usadel
equation for the anom alous fiinction Fg in the S region is w ritten as

2
33 S Fes 60, G1)
where D ¢ is the di usion coe cient in the S layer. In the F region, the exchange eld is present while the pairing
potential is absent, and the corresponding U sadel equation for the anom alous function F ¢ is jast the Eq. (18).

T he equations for Fg and F¢ must be supplem ented by the boundary conditions. At the superconductorvacuum
Interface, the boundary condition is sin ply a zero derivative of the anom alous G reen function, which im plies the
absence of the superconducting current through the interface. The general boundary conditions for the U sadel
equations at the superconductornom alm etal interface have been derived by K upriyanov and Lukichev (1988) and

near the critical tem perature they read

QFg _ £ QF ¢
@x x=0 s @x x=0
QF
Fe @ =Fe (0 o5 — ; (32)
@x

x=0

where ¢ ( 5) is the conductivity of the F-layer (S-layer above T.) : The param eter p characterizes the interface

transparency T = 1+1B and is related to the S/F boundary resistance per unit area Ry, via the ollow ing sim ple

relationship 5 = 2L (Kupryanov and Lukichev, 1988). By ana]og%/ w ith the superconducting coherence length
q n

s = ZD;C , we Introduce the nom alm etal coherence length , = ZD;C : The presented form of the boundary

conditions correspondsto the S/F Interface x = 0 and the positive direction ofthe x axis chosen along the outernom al
to the S surface (i e. the x axis isdirected from the S to theF m etal). It isworth notify that the boundary conditions
for the U sadel equations (K upriyanov and Lukichev, 1988) have been obtained for superconductor/nom alm etal
Interfaces, and their applicability for S/F interfaces is Justi ed, provided that the exchange eld in the ferrom agnet
ismuch amaller than the Ferm i energy, i. e. h << Eyp . For a ferrom agnet w ith localized m om ents, such as Gd,
this condition is always fil lled, while i becom es m ore stringent for transition m etals and violated for halfm etals.
R ecently Vodopyanov and Tagirov (2003b) obtained the boundary conditions for E flenberger equations in the case of
a strong ferrom agnet. T hey used them to study the critical tem perature ofa S/F bilayer when ferrom agnet is in the
clean lim it. N evertheless the In portant question about the boundary conditions for U sadel equations at the interface
superconductor/ strong ferrom agnet is still open.
P rovided the solutions of U sadel equations in the F and S layers are known, the critical tem perature T, m ay be
found from the selfconsistency equation for the pairpotential (x) in a superconducting layer
X
®)= T, Fs&;!); (33)

!

where isBCS coupling constant In S layer whilke in F layer it is supposed to be equalto zero). This equation is
m ore convenient to w rite In the follow ing form
X (x)

T
x)In T—C"' T, ? Fsx;!) =05 (34)
c , -
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w here T, is the bare transition tem perature of the superconducting layer in the absence of the proxin iy e ect.

T he U sadel equations provide a good basis for the com plete num erical solution of the problem of the transition
tem perature of S/F superlattices. F irstly such a solution hasbeen obtained fora S/F system w ith no Interface barrier
by Radovicetal (1988, 1991), using the Fourder transform m ethod, and this case w as treated analytically by Buzdin
and K uprianov (1990) and Buzdin et al. (1992). The role of the S/F interface transparency has been elucidated by
P roshin and K husainov (1997), (form ore references see also the review by Izyum ov et al. 2002) and Tagirov (1998).
R ecently Fom Inov etal. (2002), perform ed a detailed analysis of the non-m onotonous critical tem perature dependence
of S/F bilayers for arbitrary interface trangparency and com pared the results of di erent approxin ations w ith exact
num erical calculations.

Below we illustrate the appearance of the non-m onotonous superconducting transition tem perature dependence for
the case ofa thin S-layer, which has a sin ple analytical solution. M ore precisely, we consider the case dg sy which
In plies that the variations of the superconducting order param eter and anom alous G reen’s function in the S layer are
anall. W e m ay w rite the fllow ing expansion up to the x? order tem ©rFg in the S layer centered at x = 0 :

Fokjl)=Fo 1 éxz ; (35)

where F is the value of the anom alous G reen’s functions at the center of the S-layer, and the linear over x term is
absent due to the symm etry of the problem in both "0"-and " "-phases (see Fig. 4). Putting this orm ofFg into
the U sadelequation (31), we readily nd

Fo= Tsl; 36)

1 _ Ds
s 2

w here we have introduced the com plex pairbreaking param eter y and In the rst approxin ation over

ds= s 1, the pair potential m ay be considered as spatially independent. The pairbreaking param eter | 1, is
directly related to the logarithm ic derivative ofFg at x = dg
F. (ds) 2d, !
=== 4, = —=—: 37)
Fs@s) Ds

Theboundary conditionsEqg. (32) pem itusto calculate the param eter | !, provided the anom alousG reen fiinction
In the F layer is known:

0
D F? (Ge)=F¢ @)
L. (38)
2ds sl n BFf (ds)zFf (ds)

C."O"-and " "-phases

T he solution of the Usadel equation (18) in the F layer is straightforward but di erent for "0"-and " "-phases.
Let us start rst with a "O0"-phase. In such a case (see Fig. 6a), wem ust take as a solution forF¢ (x) at ! > 0 in the
Intervaldg < x < dg + 2d¢ the function sym m etrical relative to the plane x = dg + d¢, 1. e.

i+ 1
Fegx;! > 0)= A cosh

x 4 &) : (39)

£

T herefore the pairbreaking param eter 01 for "0"phaseat ! > 0 is

S

i1
Lo - e £t e
PR - T ; . i
° 2ds s r 14 #1 L tann Hlg
(40)
and does not depend on the M atsubara frequencies ! :For a negative ! we sin ply have S;g (! <0)= s;ol (!> 0)
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Now, ket us address the case of the " "-phase. The only di erence is that In such case we must choose the
asymm etrical solution for F¢ (x)

Fe&;! > 0)= B snh ! & a4 &) ; 41)

£

1

and the corresponding pairbreaking param eter ¢, is given by the expression

s >0= <0 = 42)

£

i+ 1
Ds ¢i+ 1 coth ==d¢

2 s £ 1+ HL, coth g

W e see that in all cases the pairbreaking param eter ! is com plex and depends on the sign of the M atsubara
frequency only but not on its value. A s a result, with the help of the selfconsistency equation (34), we obtain the

ollow Ing expression for the critical tem perature T, ofthe S/F mulilayer

In

7 @43)

alts

where istheD igamm a function, and the pairbreaking param eter ! isgiven by Egs. (40) and (42) orthe "0"-and
" "-phases respectively. T his type ofexpression for T, rem inds the corresponding form ula for the critical tem perature

of a superconductor w ith m agnetic in purities @A brikosov and G or’kov, 1960), though the "m agnetic scattering tim "

s Is com plex In our system . If the critical tem perature variation is an all (ﬁ << 1), the fom ula for the critical

T.
tem perature shift Eqg. (43) m ay be sin pli ed

T L _ Re '
T, 4T, s

44)

D . O scillating critical tem perature

To illustrate the oscillatory behavior of the critical tem perature, w e consider the case ofa transparent S/F interface
s = 0. The critical tem peratures T, %and T, forthe "0"-and " "-phases respectively, are

T T.°_ sinh Qy)  sin Qy) @)
T. 4T. o oosh (RQy) + cos(y)
Te T _ sinh 2y) + sin (2y) w6
T. 4T. ¢ oosh Qy) cos(2y)
where | 1= 2§:f —f and 2y = 2d¢= ¢ isthe din ensionlessthicknessofthe F layer. T he critical tem perature variation

versus the F Jayer thickness is presented in Fig. 7.

W e see that forthe an allF Jlayer thicknesses, the "0"-phase has a higher transition tem perature. The rst crossing
ofthe curves T, O(y) and T, (y) occursat 2y, t 2:36 and in the intervalofthickness 2:36 ¢ < 2d¢ < 55 ¢ ,the " "-
phase has a higher critical tem perature. T he oscillations of the critical tem perature rapidly decay w ith the increase
ofy; and it is not realistic to observe on experin ent m ore than tw o periods of oscillations.

In the general case, the F-ayer thickness dependence of the critical tem perature Eq. (43) may be written for
"0"-phase in the follow ng form convenient for num erical calculations

T, ° 1
n = — @a7)
Te 2
( )
2T 1
Re -+ 0 T3 -
2 T, % ~+ Zlooth [+ 1yl
w here the din ensionless param eter ~, 1= 1= 4 Tc g)and ~ = p (p= ¢) :The corresponding form ula for the critical

tem perature for the " "-phase is sin ply obtained from Eq. (47) by the substitution coth ! tanh :
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In Fig. 8, we present the exam ples of calculations of the thickness dependence of the critical tem perature for S/F
m ultilayers for di erent interface transparencies.

T he oscillations of the critical tem perature are m ost pronounced for transparent interface ~ = 0; and they rapidly
decrease w ith the increase of the boundary barrier (at ~ & 2 the oscillations are hardly observable). Note that, for
certain values of the param eters ~y and ~; the T, 0(df) dependence m ay show the in nite derivative, which indicates
the change of the order of the superconducting transition from second-order to the rst-orderone. T his question was
studied in detailby Tollis (2004). T he increase ofthe boundary barriernot only decreases the am plitude ofthe critical
tem perature oscillations, but also it decreases the critical thickness of F layer y., corresponding to the "0"-" "-phase
transition. The limit ~ = 5 (,= ¢) >> 1 is rather special one. In such case the S/F interface barrier becom es a
tunnel barrier, and the critical thickness y. m ay be m uch am aller than 1. Indeed, if the critical tem perature variation
is an all, m ore precisely if~ o >> 1), the condition Re( S;Ol) = Re( s;l) is realized at

) . 3 1=3
dg = 5> - i 48)
and the m echanism of the "0"-" "-phase transition is now related to the peculiarity of tunneling through the F
layer. T his is very di erent from the case of low interface transparency, when the transition occurs due to the spatial
oscillations of the anom alous G reen’s function. It must be very di cult to observe the low transparency regin e of
the "0"-" "transition with the help of the critical tem perature m easurem ents due to the fact that at ~ >> 1 the
oscillations of T, (de) becom e very am all. On the other hand, the m easurem ents of the critical current in S/F/S
Josephson junctionsm ay be the adequate technique to revealthe "0"-" "transition In this regin e (see next Section).

Tt is Interesting to note that for sm all thicknesses of F' layer (de < ¢) the critical tem perature decreases w ith the
Increase of the Interface barrier (provided the condition ~ ([de= ¢) < 1 is ful lled) —see Fig. 8. Such a counterintiutive
behaviorm ay be explained in the ollow ing way. T he low penetration of the barrier prevents the quick retum of the
Cooper pair from thin F layer. T herefore, the C ooper pair stays for a relatively long tim e in the F layer before going
back to the S layer. In the resuls, the pairbreaking role of the exchange eld In the F layer occurs to be strongly
enhanced.

The cases of S/F bilayers or F/S/F threelayers w ith parallel m agnetization are equivalent to the "0"-phase case
or the m ultilayers (with double F layers thickness) and the corresponding T, (dr ) dependence reveals a rather weak
non-m onotonous behavior in the case of nite transparency of the S/F interface (see Fig. 8). The com parison of
the experin ental data of Ryazanov et al. (2003) for the critical tem perature of the bilayer Nb/Cug.43N j.57 vs the
thickness of the ferrom agnetic layer w ith the theoretical t Fom inov et al, 2002) ispresented in Fig. 9.

Now let us address a question, if it is possble to have a transition into a state w ith the phase di erence another
than 0 and ? For example the state w ith the intermm ediate phase di erence 0 < 7§ < m ay be expected at F
layer thicknesses near d% . The num erical calculations of Radovic et al. (1991) indeed revealed the presence of the
interm ediate phase. H owever, the relative w idth ofthe region of its existence near d§ wasvery sm all-around several
percents only. O n the other hand, the analytical calculations show that for the thin S layer case the states w thout
current (corresponding to the highest T.) are possble only for the phase di erence 0 or . Also, In the S/F/S
Junctions the transitionsbetween "0"-and " "-states are discontinuous —see discussion in the next section. P robably
the narrow region of the "’ "— phase existence obtained by the num erical calculations Radovic et al. , 1991) is
sin ply related w ith its accuracy s 1% ; and the w idth of this region m ay decrease w ith the increase of the accuracy.
N evertheless there is anotherm echanism ofthe realization ofthe "’ o"-phase due to the uctuations ofthe thickness
ofF layer. In such case near the criticalF layer thickness d; the regionsof"0"-and " "-phaseswould coexist. Ifthe
characteristic din ensions of these regions are sm aller than the Jossphson length In S/F structure, then the average
phase di erence would be di erent from 0 and Buzdin and K oshelev, 2003).

T he quasiclassical E ilenberger and U sadel equations are not adequate for treating the strong ferrom agnets w ith
h s Er because the period of G reen’s function oscillations becom es com parable w ith the Interatom ic distance. On
the other hand, the approach based on the B ogoliibov-de G ennes equations in clean lim it isuniversal. H alterm an and
Valls (2003, 2004a) applied it to study the properties of clean S/F m ulilayers, at low tem perature. T hey cbtained the
excitation spectrum through num erical solution of the selfconsistent B ogolitbov-D e G ennes equations and discussed
the In uence ofthe interface barrier and Fem ienergy m isn atch on the localdensity of states. C om paring the energy
of the "0" and " " phases Halterm an and Valls con m ed the existence of the transitions between them with the
Increase of F layer thickness. It is of interest that the local density of states is quite di erent in the "0" and " "
phases, and its m easurem ents could pem it to trace the "0" - " " transition. In the m ore recent work Halterm an
and Valls (2004b) showed that a lot of di erent order param eter con gurationsm ay correspond to the local energy
m inin a n S/F heterostructures.
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T he calculations of the energy spectrum in the S/F/S system in "0" and " " phases on the basis of E ilenberger
equations were perform ed by D obrosavlgvicG rujic, Zikic and Radovic (2000) for swave superconductivity and d-
wave superconductivity (Zikicetal, 1999). The large peaks In the density of states were attributed to the spin—split
bound states appearing due to the special case of the Andreev re ection at the ferrom agnetic barrier.

In the previous analysis the soin-orbit and m agnetic scattering were ignored. D em ler, A mold, and Beasky (1997)
theoretically studied the in uence of the spin-orbit scattering on the properties of S/F system s and dem onstrated
that it is quite ham fi1l for the observation of the oscillatory e ects. A sin ilar e ect is produced by the m agnetic
scattering which at som e extend is always present in S/F system s due to the non-stoichiom etry of the F layers (and
i may be rather lJarge when the m agnetic alloy is used as F layer). The calculations of the critical tem perature
of the S/F mulilayers in the presence of the m agnetic scattering were rstly perform ed by Tagirov (1998). In the
fram ew ork of the form alism presented in this section it is very easy to take into account the m agnetic di usion w ith
the soin- ip scattering tine , - it is enough to substitute the exchange eld h in the linearized U sadel equation
(17) by h  isgn (!), 1: This renom alization leads to the decrease of the dam ping Jength and the increase of the
oscillation perdod, which m akes the T (dr) oscillations less pronounced (T agirov, 1998).

V.SUPERCONDUCTOR-FERROM AGNET-SUPERCONDUCTOR " "-JUNCTION
A . General characteristics of the " "—jinction

A Josephson junction at equilbrium hasusually a zero phase di erence’ between tw o superconductors. T he energy
E ofJossphson junction m ay be w ritten as (see for exam ple D e G ennes, 1966a)

0lc

E = @1 cos’); 49)
c

2

where 1. is the Josephson critical current, and the current-phase relation is I (" ) = % ZE = I.sih’ :At the standard
situation, the constant I. > 0; and the m inInum energy of a Josgphson jinction is achieved at /¥ = 0: However,
n the previous section it has been dem onstrated that in the S/F multilayers the transition into the " "-phase m ay
occur. Thism eans that for the Josesphson S/F /S janction (with the sam e thickness of F layer w hich corresponds to
the " "-phase In the m ultilayered system ) the equilbrium phase di erence would be equalto ;and it isnaturalto
call such a junction the " "—junction. For the " "—junction, the constant L in the equation (49) is negative, and
the transition from "0"-to " "-state m ay be considered as a change of the sign of the critical current, though the
experin entally m easured critical current is alw ays positive and equals to J.j: The S/F /S Junctions would reveal the
striking non-m onotonous behavior of the critical current as a function of F layer thickness. The vanishing of the
critical current signals the transition from "O"-to " "-state.

T he possibility of the negative Josesphson coupling was rstly noted by Kulk (1966), who discussed the spin— i
tunneling through an insulator w ith m agnetic in purities. Bulaevskiiet al. (1977) put forward the argum ents that
under certain conditions such a spin— i tunneling could dom inate the direct tunneling and lead to the " "—Jjunction
appearance. Up to now there are no experim ental evidences of the " "-coupling in the Jossphson junctions w ith
m agnetic in purities. O n the otherhand, Buzdin et al. (1982) showed that in the ballistic S/F /S weak link I. displays
dam ped oscillations as a function of the thickness ofthe F layer and its exchange eld. Later, Buzdin and K uprianov
(1991) dem onstrated that these oscillations rem ain in the di usive regin e and so, the " "-coupling is the Inherent
property ofthe S/F /qumctjons. T he characteristic thickness of F' layer corresoonding to the transition from the "0"—

to" "phaseis ¢ = DTf; and it israthersmall 10 50)A in the typical ferrom agnets because of the large value
of the exchange eld (h & 1000K ). So, the experin ental veri cation ofthe " "-coupling in S/F /S janction was not
easy, due to the needed very carefilcontrolofthe F layerthickness. Finally the st experin entalevidence fora " "-
Junction was obtained by Ryazanov et al. (2001a) for the Josephson jinction w ith a weakly ferrom agnetic interlayer
ofa CugN i; 4 allby. Such choice of F layer pem itted to have a ferrom agnet w ith a relatively weak exchange eld
(hs 100 500K ) and, therefore the relatively large ¢ length.

B .Theory of " "—junction
The com plte qualitative analysis of the S/F /S Junctions is rather com plicated, because the ferrom agnetic layer

m ay strongly m odify superconductivity near the S/F interface. In addition, the boundary transparence and electron
m ean free path, aswellasm agnetic and spin-orbit scattering, are in portant param eters a ecting the critical current.
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To introduce the physics of " "-coupling, we prefer to concentrate on the rather sin plk approach based on the
U sadel equation and consider the S/F /S junction with a F-ayer of thickness 2d¢, (see Fig. 10) and identical S/F
Interfaces. In the case of sm all conductivity of F layer or am all interface transparency ¢ Sf; s £ <<max(; ,)we

m ay use the "rigid boundary" conditions G olubov et al.,, 2004) with Fs ( &)= e Y ™2= 124+ 2 andFg (df) =
e¥=2="124+ 2.

T he solution of Eqg. (18) in a ferrom agnet satisfying the corresponding boundary conditions is w ritten as

cos (" =2) cosh (kx)
(cosh kdg) + k , , sinh (kdg))
isin (" =2) sinh (kx)
(shh kdg) + k , , cosh (kdg))

(50)
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w here the com plex wavevector k = P 2 (3 j+ isign (! )h)=D ¢ : This solution describes the F (x) behavior near the
criticaltem perature. N ote, that In principle, at arbitrary tem perature, the boundary conditions are di erent from the
Eg. (32), see Prexample (G olubov et al, 2004). However, in the lim it of low S/F interface transparency ( , >> 1),
when the am plitude of the F function in F- layer is an all, we m ay use the linearized U sadel equation (18) at all
tem peratures. The only m odi cation in the boundary conditionsEq. (32) isthat F s must be gubstituted by Fs={5J

and , by , =33 where the nom alG reen fiinction in superconducting electrode Gg = != !2+ 2. Taking this
renom alization into account in the explicit orm Eq. (50) ; wem ay use it in the ormm ula for the supercurrent
I, ()= ieN O)D TSXl rir F3p (51)
S f dXF F dx ’

1

whereb: x;h)=F &; h);S isthe area ofthe cross section ofthe junction and N (0) is the electron density of state
for a one spin progction. T his expression gives the usual sihusoidal current-phase dependence Iy (" ) = L.sin(" ) wih
the critical current

I.= eSN O)D¢ T

2 2k=cosh (2kds) . &)
'2 tanh 2kde) L+ 2k2)+ 2k |
where | = | ,=%s]) This expression may be easily generalized to take into account the di erent interface
transparencies ,,, ., >> 1, i is enough to substiute ih Eq. (52) ¢ ! - Ez(n=j35ﬁ2 and 2 , !
(o, + .,) n=FsJ) NearT. and in the case of transparent interface , ! 0 Buzdin and Kupranov, 1991)
z k
= eSN (0)D Re = 53
e OP o sinh (2kds) ©3)
Vo 4y 5 @Qy) sinh (2y) + sin 2y) cosh @Qy)
R, cosh (dy) cos (y) '

where 2y = 2de¢= ¢ is the dim ensionless thickness of the F layer, R, = 2de¢= ( £S) is the resistance of the junction
(¢= 2e’N (0)D ¢ is the conductivity ofthe F layer), and V, = ﬁ:

The dependence I.R,=V;y vs. 2y is presented In Fig. 11.The st vanishing of the critical current signals the
transition from "O0"-to " "-state. It occurs at 2y, t 2:36 which is exactly the critical value of F layer thickness
in S/F mulilayer system corresponding to the "0" " "-state transition, i. e. to the condition T, 0= T, In the
Egs.(45). T he theoretical description ofthe S/F /S junctions w ith arbitrary interface transparencies near the critical
tem perature was proposed by Buzdin and Baladie (2003).

At low tem perature or low S/F barrier the am plitude of the anom alous G reen’s function F¢ (x) isnot smalland we
need to use the com plete (non-linearized) U sadel equation. In the lim it of lJarge thickness of F layerds >> ¢ and

. = 0; the analytical solution was ocbtained by Buzdin and K uprianov (1991), and the critical current is

_ P=33 J3 . .
I.R, = 64 2—F S 2vexp( 2y)sin 2y+ 7 (54)
e
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w ith the function

33 33
F E T s— o i (55)
o (+1) 2 4+ 1
g — o o o
where = 12+ 33%,andF 12 t 2 atT t Tcwhilkat ow temperature T << T;the fincton F &7 t

0:071:

Note that in the clean 1m it ( h > > 1) the thickness dependence of the critical current is very di erent Buzdin et
al.,, 1982) and near T, i is
2 sin (%)
LRy = . w; (56)
i. e. the critical current decreases v 1=d¢ and not exponentially like in the dirty lin it case. In general, in the clean
Iim it the S/F proxim ity e ect is not exponential, but a power low one.

The expression (56) was obtained on the basis of E ilenberger equations. In the case of a strong ferrom agnet
h . Er ; the period of the oscillations of the G reen’s finctions becom es of the order of the interatom ic distance,
and this approach does not work anym ore. U sing the technique of the B ogoliibov-de G ennes equations, C ayssoland
M ontam baux (2004) dem onstrated that the quasiclassicalresult (56), w here the only relevant param eter forthe critical
current oscillations being hds=v+ , is not applicable for the strong ferrom agnets. This is related to the progressive
suppression of the Andreev re ection channels w ith the increase of the exchange energy.

In the fram ew ork of the B ogoliibov-de G ennes equations Radovic et al. (2003) studied the generalcase ofthe bal-
listic S/F /S janction for a strong exchange eld, arbitrary interfacial transparency and Ferm iw ave vectorsm ism atch.
T he characteristic feature of such ballistic junction is the short-period geom etrical oscillations of the supercurrent as
the function ofde¢ due to the quasiparticle tranam ission resonances. In the case of strong ferrom agnet, the period of
"O" " " oscillations becom es com parable w ith the period of geom etrical oscillations, and their nterplay provides
very special I. (dr ) dependences. A lso Radovic et al. (2003) dem onstrated that the current-phase relationship m ay
strongly deviate from the sin ple sihusoidal one, and studied how it depends on the jinction param eters. W hilk the
tem perature variation of I. is usually a m onotonic decay w ith increasing tem perature, near the critical thickness de
corresponding to "0" " " transition, a nonm onotonic dependence I on tem perature was obtained. Radovic et al.
(2001) showed that at low tem perature the characteristic m ultin ode anham oniciy of the current-phase relation in
clean S/F /S janctions in plies the coexistence of stable and m etastabke "0 " and " " states. A s a consequence, the
coexistence of nteger and half-nteger ixoid con guration ofSQ U D waspredicted. N ote that for strong ferrom agnets
the details of the electrons energy bands becom e in portant for the description of the properties of S/F /S jinction.

The weak link between d wave superconductorsm ay also produce the shift e ect (@s a review, see for exam —
plk Van Harlingen, 1995). The situation of the Jossphson coupling In a ferrom agnetic weak link between d wave
superconductors was studied in the clean lim it theoretically by Radovic et al. (1999).

Tt is interesting that in the Im it kd << 1 (de. def << ¢ ) the oscillations of the anom alous function in the F
layer are absent, but as it has been noted previously, for the case ofthe low transparency ofthe barrier , >> 1;the

critical current can nevertheless change its sign. Indeed, in this lim i, the expression for the critical current Eq. (52)
reads

L=eN (O)D: rst 2jj22 1
12+ 33° 7 f2de K
1
2d¢? 1 o 33 a, 57
3 . ndek? 124 542

U sually at experin ent, the C urie tem perature offerrom agnet ishigherthan the superconducting criticaltem perature
T.. For RKKY mechanisn of ferrom agnetic transition h?=E; and so the exchange eld h occurs to be much
larger than the superconducting critical tem perature T.. In the case of the itinerant ferrom agnetian , the exchange

eld is usually several tin es higher than the Curie tem perature and also the Iim it h > > T. holds. Taking this into
acoount and perform ing the sum m ation over M atsubara frequencies of the rst two tem s In the brackets ofthe Eq.
(57), we nally obtain
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eN (0)SD¢ 2

4 2d; 2
1 h 1 .
— — 4+ i —+ i + cc + (58)
h 2 2T 2 2 )
2T X ! s &
322 —_— ) tanh —
B nds 1>0 (!2+ 2) 3 £ 2T

W e start w ith the analysis of I. over dr dependence In the Iim it of very Jarge , (m ore precisely when >> Ay,

B Te
In such case wem ay neglect the term proportionalto 1= , In the brackets ofEg. (58), and then we cbtain that at

T ! 0 the transition into the phase occurs ( I changes is sign) at
s

S

2 0 h
n —
h ©)

59)

Indeed the condition de << ¢ is satis ed. In the case of very low boundary transparencies, the relevant formula
obtained in Buzdin and Baladie, 2003) near the critical tem perature in the lin it (T.=h) ! 0 also reveals the
crossoverbetween "0" and " " phase. On the otherhand, no transition into phase was obtained in the analysis
of S/F /S system by Golubov et al. (2002b), which is apparently related to the use of the gradient expansion of the
anom alous function In ferrom agnet when only the st temtmm hasbeen retained.

It is interesting to note that the critical F -layer thickness df , when the transition from "0" to "™ " phase occurs,
depends on the tem perature. T he corresoonding tem perature dependences are presented in Fig. 12 for di erent value
of (Tc=h) ratios. W e see that di (T ) decreasesw hen the tem perature decreases. T his is a very general feature and it is

true also for the subsequent "0" " " transitions occurring at higher F layer thickness. So for som e range of F -layer
thicknesses the transition from "0" to " " phase ispossibl when the tem perature lowers.
For the case of m oderately large , , ie. when 1 << | << Th—c;ﬂw.etemswjth functions n Eqg. (58) can be

neglected, and at T = T the critical thickness d§ is

i (60)

1=3
whileat T ! 0 the criticalthickness is som ewhatsma]Jerd§ (T =0)= 7f . . The criticalF layer thickness,
given by Eq. (60), naturally coincides w ith the corregponding expression Eq. (48) ocbtained for S/F m ulilayers in
the Iim it h > > T.. The exam ples of di erent non-m onotonous I. (T ) dependences for low barrier transparency lim it

. >> Tl are presented In Fig. 13. In fact, n the lim it of low barrier transparency and thin F layer, we deal

w ith the superconducting electrons tunneling through ferrom agnetically ordered atom s. The situation is in some
sense rem Iniscent the tunneling through m agnetic in purities, considered by K ulk (1966) and Bulaevskiietal. (1977).
W hat m ay be m ore relevant is the analogy w ith the m echanisn ofthe " " phase realization due to the tunneling
through a ferrom agnetic Jayer in the atom ic S/F m ultilayer structure, which we consider in the section 7.

Fogelstrom (2000) considered the ferrom agnetic layer as a partially transparent barrier w ith di erent tranam ission
for two spin proctions. In som e sense this work m ay be considered as a further developm ent of Bulaevskii et al
(1977) approach . The Andreev bound states appearing near the soin-active interface w ithin the superconducting
gap are tunabl with the m agnetic properties of the interface. This can result to the switch of the jinction from
"0" to" " statewih changing the transn ission characteristics ofthe Interface. T his approach was also applied by
A ndersson, Cuevas and Fogelstrom (2002) to study the coupling oftw o superconductors through a ferrom agnetic dot.
T hey dem onstrated that the realization ofthe " " Junction ispossble In this case as well. In the fram ew ork of the
B ogoliubov-de G ennes approach Tanaka and K ashiwaya (1997) analyzed the system consisting oftw o superconductors
separated by functionalbarrier w ith the spin-orientation dependent height.

Sim ilarly to the case of S/F multilayers we m ay discuss the question of the existence of the S/F /S janction w ith
arbitrary equilbrium phase di erence ’ : Naturally, the orm Eqg. (49) for the energy of the junction m ay give the
mihmaat’ = 0and '’ = only. A m ore general expression for the Josephson junction energy takes into account
the higher order tem s over the critical current w hich leads to the appearance of the higher hamm onics over ’ in the
current-phase relationship. Up to the second ham onic, the energy is

T
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and the current is
J()=I.sih’ + L sh2': (62)

If the sign of the second hamm onic term is negative I, < 0; then the transition from "0" to " " phase willbe
continuous, and the realization of the "’ (" Jjinction becom es possble. In general, the "’¢" Jjunction m ay exist
ifj(o)= 0and @3=R"), > 0. The caloulations of the current-phase relationships for di erent types of S/F /S
Junctions G olubov et al, 2004, Radovic et al.,, 2003 and C ayssol and M ontam baux, 2004) show that @3j=@’) < O,

and therefore the transition between "0" and " " states occurs to be discontinuous.
T he presence of the higher ham onics in the j (' ) relationship prevents the vanishing of the critical current at the
transition from "O0" to" " state.Thisisalwaysthe casewhen the transition occursat low tem perature. T heoretical

studies of the properties of clean S/F /S junctions at T < T. Buzdin et al, 1982, C htchekatchev et al.,, 2001, and
Radovic et al.,, 2003) con m this conclusion.

Zyuzin and Spivak (2000) argued that the m esoscopic uctuations of the critical current m ay produce the " =2"
superconducting Josephson jinction. Such situation is possibble when the thickness of F layer is close to 2d . The
spatial variations of the thickness of F' layer lead to the appearance of the second ham onic term In Eq. (62) wih
I, < 0 Buzdin and K oshelev, 2003), and thus the realization ofthe "’ (" jinction becom es possble at 2 t 2d§ .

C .Experin entswih " "—jinctions

T he tem perature dependence of the critical thickness d; is at the origin ofthe cbserved by R yazanov et al. (2001a)
very goeci ¢ tem perature dependence of the critical current I. (T) (see Fig. 14). W ih decreasing tem perature for
speci ¢ thicknesses of the F layer (around 27 nm ), a maxinum of I. is ollowed by a strong decrease down to zero,
after which I, rises again.

This was the rst unambiguous experim ental con m ation of the "0 " transition via the critical current m ea—
surem ents. Ryazanov et al. (200la) explained their results by a model with a an all exchange eld h T.. The
CuxNi » alloy used In their experin ents has the Curie tem perature 20 30K and this in plies that the ex-—

change eld must be higher 100K . In consequence, it seem s m ore probable that the thickness of the F layer was in
the range df (0) < df < df (Tc), which provides the strong non-m onotonous tem perature dependence of I.. A Iso, the
experim entalestin ate of ¢ s 10 nm is too large for expected value of the exchange eld.

R ecent system atic studies of the thickness dependence of the critical current in junctionswih CuyN i , allby asa
F layer Ryazanov et al, 2004), have revealed very strong variation of I, w ith the F layer thickness. Indeed, the ve
orders change of the critical current was observed in the thickness interval (12  26) nm . The natural explanation
of such a strong thickness dependence is the m agnetic scattering e ect which is inherent to the ferrom agnetic alloys.
T he presence of rather strong m agnetic scattering In Cuy,N i , alloy S/F/S junctions was noted also by Sellier et
al. (2003). The m agnetic scattering strengthens the decrease of the critical current w ith the increase of the F layer
thickness, and at the sam e tin e i increases the period of 1. (2d¢ ) oscillations. T he general expression for the 1. (2dg)
dependence, taking into account the m agnetic scattering isgiven n Appendix B, Eqg. (101). T he attem ptsto descrbe
the experim entaldata ofRyazanov et al. (2004) on the I. (2d¢ ) dependence w ith the help of this expression provided
hints on the existence of the anotherm nimum I. 2ds) at an aller F layer thickness —around 10 nm . T he very recent
experim ents w ith the jinctions w ith the F layer thicknesses up to 7 nm have con m ed this prediction R yazanov et

al, 2005) —see Fig15. The existence ofthe rst "0 " transition at 2¢ t 11 nm m eans that previously reported
transitions In CuyN3j » junctions were actually the transitions from " " to "0" phase (@and not aswas assum ed,
from "O" to " " phase). It means also that now i is possble to fabricate the " " jinctions w ith a 19 tim es

higher critical current. N ote, that the st m easurem ents Frolov et al.,, 2004) of the current-phase relation in S/F /S
Junction wih Cup.47N j.53 F layer provided no evidence of the second hamonic in j (" ) relationship at the "0" -
" " transition. These m easurem ents were perform ed using the junction w ith F layer thickness around 22 nm , i. e.
near the second m ininum on the I. 2d¢) dependence. The much higher critical current near the rstm nmmum (@t
2ds t 11 nm ) m ay occur to be very helpfiil for a search of the second hamm onic.

T he results ofR yazanov et al. (2001a) on the tem perature Induced crossoverbetween 0 and states w ere recently
con m ed in the experin ents of Sellier et al. (2003). Kontos et al. (2002) ocbserved the dam ped oscillations of the
critical current as a function ofF layer thickness in N b=A 1=A L0 3=P dN i=N b junctions. T he m easured critical current
w ith the theoretical t Buzdin and Baladie, 2003) are presented in Fig. 16. Blum et al. (2002) reported the strong
oscillations of the critical current w ith the F Jayer thickness in N b=C u=N i=C u=N b junctions.
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Bulaevskiiet al. (1977) pointed out that " "—jJunction incorporated Into a superconducting ring would generate
a spontaneous current and a corresponding m agnetic ux would be halfa ux quantum (:The appearance of the

spontaneous current is related to the fact that the ground state ofthe " "—junction corregoondsto the phase di erence
and so, this phase di erence w ill generate a supercurrent in the ring which short circuits the jinction. Naturally
the spontaneous current is generated if there are any odd num ber of " "—junctions in the ring. T his circum stance has

been exploited in a elegant way by R yazanov et al. (2001c) to provide unam biguousproofofthe " "-phase transition.
T he authors Ryazanov et al, 2001c) cbserved the halfperiod shift of the extemalm agnetic eld dependence of the
transport critical current in triangular S/F /S arrays. The thickness of F layers of the S/F /S junctions was chosen
In such a way that at high tem perature the junctions were the usual "0"—jJunctions, and they transform ed into the
" "inctions w ith the decrease of the tem perature R yazanov et al, 2001a).

Guichard et al. (2003) perfom ed sim ilar phase sensitive experim ents using dc SQUIDD with " "—junction. The
total current I ow ing trough the SQU ID is the sum of the currents I, and I, owing through the two jinctions,
I= I, +I,. If the jinctions have the sam e critical currents I. and both are "0"-junctions, then I, = I.sin’ ; and
I,= I.sih’p,where’ ; and ', are the phase di erences across the junctions. N eglecting the inductance of the loop
0fSQ U ID , the phase di erences satisfy the usualrelation Barone and Patemo, 1982), "’ 4 's=2 = gmwhere is
the ux ofthe externalm agnetic eld through the loop ofthe SQU DD . The m axinum critical current of the SQ U ID
willbe I, .x = 2I.cos( = g): In the case when one of the junctions (et us say b) is the " "—Junction w ith the
sam e critical current, the current ow ing through it I, = Isin’py= I.sih p+ ). Thereforethem axinum critical
current ofthe SQUID in thiscasewillbe I ., = 2I.cos( = o+ =2), and the di raction pattem w ill be shifted of
halfa quantum ux. Ifboth jinctions arethe " "—Junctionsthe di raction pattem w illbe identicalto the di raction
pattem ofthe SQU DD with two "0"-Junctions. Nam ely this was ocbserved on experim ent by G uichard et al. (2003)
wih SQU D containing jinctions w ith P dN i ferrom agnetic layers, see Fig. 17.

Recently Bauer et al. (2004) m easured w ih the help of m icro Halksensor the m agnetization of a m esoscopic
superconducting loop containing a PdN i ferrom agnetic " "—junction. These m easurem ents also provided a direct
evidence of the spontaneous current induced by the " "—junction.

VI.COMPLEX S/F STRUCTURES
A .F/S/F sph-valve sandw Iches

T he strong proxin ity e ect In superconductorm etallic ferrom agnet structures could lead to the phenom enon of
spin-orientation-dependent superconductivity in F/S/F spin-valve sandw iches. Such type of behavior was predicted
by Buzdin et al. (1999) and Tagirov (1999) and recently has been observed on experim ent by Gu et al. (2002).
Note that a Iong tine ago De Gennes (1966b) considered theoretically the system oconsisting of a thin S layer in
between two ferrom agnetic nsulators. He argued that the parallel orientation of the m agnetic m om ents is m ore
ham ful for superconductivity because of the presence of the non—zero averaged exchange eld acting on the surface
of the superconductor. This prediction has been con m ed on experim ent by Hauser (1969) on n In sandw iched
between two Fes04 In s and D eutscher and M eunier (1969), on a In In between oxidized FeN iand N i layers, see
Fig. 18. Curbusly, the experimn ents of D eutscher and M eunier (1969) correspond m ore to the case of the m etallic
F/S/F sandw iches as the authors report rather low interface resistance.

To consider the spin-orientation e ect in m etallic F/S/F sandw iches we use the notations analogous to that of
section 4. M ore precisely, to have a direct connection w ith the corresponding form ula of Section 4, we assum e that
the thickness of the F' layers is df and the S layer —2ds, see Fig. 19.

A Iso, to provide a sin ple theoretical description we consider the case dg s Wih only two ordentations of the
ferrom agnetic m om ents: parallel and antiparallel. T he case of arbitrary orientations of the ferrom agnetic m om ents
needs the Introduction of triplet com ponents of the anom alous G reen’s functions. The rst attem pt of such analysis
wasm ade by Baladie et al. (2001), but on the basis of the Incom plte form of the U sadel equation. T he fiill correct
calculations for this case has been perform ed by Volkov et al. (2003), Bergeret et al. (2003), and Fom nov et al.
(2003a).

In fact, we only need to analyze the case of the antiparallel orientation of the ferrom agnetic m om ents because the
case of the parallel ordentation is com pletely equivalent to the "0" phase n S/F multilayered structure (Section 4)
w ith the F layerstwo tim es thinner than in a F /S/F sandw ich. In other w ords, our choice of notations pem its for the
parallel orientation case to use directly the corresponding expressions for the critical tem perature for the "0" phase
from Section 4. To analyze the antiparalle]l orientation case, we llow the approach used in Section 4, but we need
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to keep the linear over x term in the expansion of the anom alous G reen’s function in the S layer Eq. (35)
FsX;!')=Fy 1+ x éxz : 63)

W ith the help ofthe U sadelequation (31),we readily nd thatF, hasthe form (36) w ith the pairbreaking param eter
. ! detem ined by the expression

1 0
ity Esl D)
Dg Fs( &)
0 " 0 0 #2
Fods) ds Fgds) F ( d) 64)
Fsds) 2 Fss) Fs( &)
Let us suppose that the exchange eld ispositive (+h) in the right F layer and then fordg + de > x> dg
1
Fe(®;! > 0)= A cosh ® 4 &) ; (®5)
£
while for the eft F layer, the exchange eld isnegativeand or d & < x< ¢ wehave
Fe(x;! > 0)= B cosh T+ d+ de) (66)

£

Taking into acoount the explicit form ofthe function F¢ (x) and the boundary conditions (32), wem ay see that for the

0

0
F,(ds) _ F_( ds) 1

antiparallel alignm ent case A s A and the pairbreaking param eter forthiscase _ ~ = s;zip m ay be
w ritten as
D Fo(d)! D ' Fo(d)!#z
e’ 23R Fray T2 T Ea ©n

The second term in the right-hand side of the eq. (67) m ay be in portant only in the lim i of very snall d¢ and
we willom it it further. T he boundary conditions Egs. (32) pemn it us to calculate the param eter 1, provided the
anom alous G reen function in the F layer is known. For the parallel alignm ent of the ferrom agneticm om ents it is just

s;Pl = s;ol, where 5;01 is given by the Eq. (40), whilke for the antiparallel alignm ent it is just

1

sap = Re = Re o (68)

s;0 sP

In result, we obtain the Hllow ing sin ple orm ula Hr the critical tem perature T” for the parallel orientation and T2
for the antiparallel one

T 1 1
nh-—=< = = Re —+ S ; (69)
Tc 2 2 2 Tc s;0
rt_ 1 1
In = + Re (70)
T 2 2 2 T2® o0

The di erent kinds of T (d¢) curves are presented in Fig. 20.

W e see that the interface transparency is the in portant factor, controlling the spinvalve e ect in F/S/F structures.
Tt is interesting that the optin um condition for the cbservation ofthise ect In the case ofthe non-negligeabl interface
transparency is the choice de s (01 04#4) ¢.

In the case when the F layer thickness exceeds ¢, the critical tem perature practically does not depend on de . T his
case for the transparent S/F interface (, = 0) was considered by Buzdin et al (1999), and the critical tem peratures
for the parallel and antiparalle]l alignem ents are presented in Fig. 21. The nie interface transparency strongly
decreases the spinvalve e ect, and for the parameter e, > 5 the dependence of the critical tem peratures on the
m utual orientation of ferrom agnetic m om ents is hardly ocbservable.
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T he them odynam ic characteristics of F/S/F system s were studied theoretically by Baladie and Buzdin (2003)
and Tollis (2004) in the fram ework of U sadel form alism and i was noted that the superconductivity always rem ains
gapless.

Bagretsetal (2003) developed a m icroscopic theory ofF /S/F system sbased on the direct solution of the G or'’kov
equations for the nom al and anom alous G reen’s functions. The m ain m echanian of the electron scattering n F
layers was supposed to be ofthe s  d type. The resuls of this m icroscopical analysis were In accordance w ith the
quasiclassical approach and provided a reasonable quantitative description of the experin ental data of Obiet al
(1999) on T, (df) dependence n Nb/C o m ulilayers.

K runavakam et al. (2004) generalized the approach ofFom inov etal (2002) to perform exact num ericalcalculations
of the nonm onotonic critical tem perature in F/S/F sandw iches. T hey dem onstrated also that the TakahashiTachiki
(1986) theory of the proxin iy e ect is equivalent to the approach based on the U sadel equations.

Bozovic and Radovic (2002) studied theoretically the coherent transport current through F/S/F doublebarrier
Junctions. T he exchange eld and the interface barrier reduce the Andreev re ection due to the enhancem ent of the
nom al re ection. Interestingly, that the conductance is always higher for parallel alignm ent of the ferrom agnetic
m om ents. T he sin ilar conclusion was obtained in work of Yam ashita et al. (2003). Such behavior is related w ith the
larger trananm ission for the nom altunneling current in this orientation. T he calculations also revealed the periodic
vanishing of Andreev re ection at the energies of geom etrical resonance above the superconducting gap.

The case of nsulating F Jayers D e G ennes, 1966b) corresgoonds to the situation when the superconducting electrons
feel the exchange eld only on the surface of S layer. W e m ay describe this case taking form ally the Iimit de ! O
w ith 501 = jh;’—s, where a is the distance of the order of the interatom ic one, which descrbes the region near
the S/F interface where the exchange interaction (described by the exchange eld h ) with electron spins takes
plce. In fact it sin ply m eans that, for the paralel orientation case, the superconductor is under the in uence of
the averaged exchange eld 8 = h;—s , while for the antiparallel orientation this eld is absent. Carefiil theoretical
analysis of the system consisting of the superconducting In sandw iched between two ferrom agnetic sem iconducting
nsulators w ith di erently ordiented m agnetization was perform ed by K ulic and Endres (2000) for both sihglkt and
triplet superconductivity cases. In the case of a triplet superconductivity, the critical tem perature depends not only
on the relative ordientation of the m agnetization but also on its absolute ordentation.

B.S-F-IF'S heterostructures and trpkt proxin ity e ect

A bunch of theoretical works was devoted to the analysis of m ore com plex S/F system s. Proshin et al. (2001)
(see also Izyum ov et al. 2002) studied the critical tem perature of S/F mulilayers w ith altemating m agnetization of
adpcent F layers. T he sam e authors (Izyum ov et al, 2000 and Izyum ov et al. (2002)) also proposed the 3D LOFF
state In F /S contacts. H ow ever, this conclusion was based on controversialboundary conditions, corresponding to the
di erent in plane 2D wave-vectors on the both sides of the contact — see the comm ent by Fom inov et al. (2003b) and
the reply ofK husainov and P roshin (2003).

Koshina and K rivoruchko (2001) (see also G olubov et al 2002a) studied the Jossphson current of two proxim iy
S/F bilayers separated by an insulating (I) barrier and dem onstrated that in such S/F-IF /S contact the -phasem ay
appear even at very sm allF layer thickness (gm aller than ¢). Them echanisn ofthe -phase transition in this case
is related to the rotation on =2 of the phase of the anom alous G reen’s finction F on the S/F boundary in addition
to the Jum p of its m odulus. To dem onstrate this we consider the thin F layer of the thickness df <<  in contact
w ith a superconductor. Ifthe x = 0 corregponds to the S/F interface, and x = dr is the outer surface of the F layer,
then the solution of the linearized U sadel equation In the ferrom agnet is

1
Fe %;! > 0)= A cosh x &) : (71)
£
U sing the boundary condition Eq.(32) wem ay easily obtain
Fs O;! > 0)
Fr ;! >0)" Fe 0;! > 0)= (72)

1+ 2ip nde=2"

In the case of a rather Iow interface transparency, g pde= % >> 1; the jum p of the phase of the F function at the
Interface is practically equalto =2 :
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Fe 0! > 0) Fs O;! > 0)exp( J'E) (73)

B ndf

K oshina and K rivoruchko (2001) and G olubov et al. (2002a) argued that at each S/F interface in the S/F-IF/S
contact the phase jum p =2 occurs, and the totalphase Jum p In the equilbrium state would be

Kulic and Kulic 001) calculated the Jossphson current between two superconductors w ith a helicoidalm agnetic
structure. They found that the critical current depends on the sin ple m anner on the relative orientation  of the
m agnetic m om ents on the banks of contact :

I.=I0@ R cos ); (74)

where R R, ) corresponds to the sam e (opposite) helicity of the m agnetization in the banks. D epending on the
param eters of the helicoidal ordering, the value ofR  m ay be either an aller or largerthan 1: IfR > 1;than I. m ay
be negative for som e m isorientation angles , which m eans the realization ofthe -phase. Interestingly that tuning
the m agnetic phase ; it ispossible to provoke a sw itch between 0 —and -phase. As it may be seen from Eqg. (74),
the critical current of the Josephson jinction ism axin al for the antiparallel ordentation ( = ) ofthem agnetizations
In the banks.

Bergeret et al. (2001a) studied the Josephson current between two S/F bilayers and pointed out the enhancem ent
of the critical current for an antiparallel alignm ent of the ferrom agnetic m om ents. T hey dem onstrated that at low
tem peratures the critical current in a S/F-IF /S Junction m ay becom e even larger than in the absence of the exchange

eld (1. e. ifthe ferrom agnetic layers are replaced by the nom alm etal layersw ith h = 0). M ore in details (taking Into
account di erent transparency of S/F interfaces and di erent orientations of the m agnetization in the banks) these
Junctions were studied theoretically by K rivoruchko and K oshina (2001), G olubov et al (2002a), Chtchekatchev et
al. (2002) and Liet al (2002). B lanter and Hekking (2004) used E ilenberger and U sadel equations to calculate the
current-phase relation of Josephson Jjunction w ith the com posite F layer, consisting of tw o ferrom agnetsw ith opposite
m agnetizations.

Bergeret et al (2001b) and K adigrobov et al. (2001) analyzed In the fram ew ork 0fU sadel equations the proxin iy
e ect in S/F structures w ith Jocal nhom ogeneity of the m agnetization. T hey obtained an interesting conclusion that
the varying In space m agnetization generates the triplet com ponent of the anom alous G reen’s finction ( h « »i)
w hich m ay penetrate in the ferrom agnet at distancesm uch largerthan . It is not how ever the triplet superconduc—
tivity itself because the corresponding triplet order param eter would be equalto zero, unlike the super uidiy in He?,
for exam ple. In general, the triplet com ponents of the anom alous G reen’s finction alw ays appear at the description of
the singlet superconductivity in the presence of rotating in space exchange eld. For exam ple, they were introduced
by Bulevskii et al. (1980) in the theory of coexistence of superconductiviy with helicoidal m agnetic order. An
In portant nding ofBergeret et al. (2001b) and K adigrobov et al. (2001) was the dem onstration of the fact that in
som e sense the triplet com ponent is insensitive to the pairbreaking béi the exchange eld. Therefore its characteristic

decaying length is the same as In the nomalmetal, i. e. 1,9 = ZDET . The triplkt longrange proxim ity e ect
could explain the experin ents on S/F m esoscopic structures (G iroud et al., 1998 and P etrashov et al,, 1999), where
a considerable Increase of the conductunce below the superconducting critical tem perature was observed at distances
much largerthan ¢:

In their subsequent worksBergeret et al. (2003) and Vokov et al. (2003) studied the unusualm anifestation of this
triplet com ponent in S/F m ultilayered structures. T he m ost striking e ect is the peculiar dependence of the critical
current in m ultilayered S/F structures on the relative ordentation of the ferrom agnetic m om ents. For the collinear
ordentation, the triplet com ponent is absent, and provided the thickness of the ferrom agnetic layer de >> ¢ , the
critical current is exponentially sm all. O n the other hand, if the ordentation of the m agnetic m om ents is noncollinear
then the triplet com ponent of the superconducting condensate appears. Its decaying length 1,9 ismuch larger than

£ ; and nam ely this triplet com ponent realizes the coupling betw een the ad poent superconducting layers. W hen the
thicknesses of F' layers are In the intervalof 1,4 >> de >> ¢; then this coupling occurs to be strong. In result,
the critical current ism axin al for the perpendicular orientation of the ad-poent ferrom agnetic m om ents, and i m ay
exceed m any tim es the critical current for their parallel ordentation. Due to the m esoscopic uctuations (Zyuzin
et al. 2003), the decay of the critical current for collinear orientation of the m agnetic m om ents is not exponential.
N evertheless, for this ordentation it would be very an all, and this circum stance do not change the m ain conclusion on
the existence of the long range triplet proxim ity e ect. A lot of interesting physics is expected to em erge in the case
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of S/F system sw ith genuine triplet superconductors. For exam ple, the proxim ity e ect would be strongly dependent
on the m utual ordentation of the m agnetic m om ents of the C ooper pairs and ferrom agnets.

T he Iong range triplt proxin ity e ect was predicted to exist in the dirty lim it. An interesting question is how it
evolves in the clean lim i. In this regin e there is no characteristic decaying length for the anom alous G reen’s function
n a ferrom agnet (see Egs. (21),(22)), and the angularbehavior of the critical current in S/F m ultilayersm ay be quite
di erent. If, for exam ple, we apply the E ilenberger equations for the description of clean S/F /F’/S structure w ith
antiparallel ferrom agnetic layers w ith equal thicknesses, the exchange eld com pletely drops (B lanter and Hekking,
2004). T herefore, the critical current w ill be the sam e as for the non m agnetic interlayers. In this case it isdi cult
to believe that for the perpendicular ordentation of the m agnetic m om ents the critical current could be even higher.
The m icroscopical calculations in the fram ew ork of the Bogoliubov-de G ennes equations of the properties of S/F
m ultilayers w ith non-collinear ordentation of the m agnetic m om ents would be of substantial interest.

Barashetal. (2002) studied the Josephson current in S-F IF -S junctions in clean lim it w ithin the quasiclassicaltheory
of superconductiviy, based on the so-called R icatti param etrization (Schopoland M aki, 1995). They obtained the
striking nonm onotonic dependences of the critical current on the m isordentation angle of the ferrom agneticm om ents.
However, even for a rather high trangparency of Ibarrier © = 0:8), them axinum ofthe critical current occurred for
the antiparalle]l orientation of the m agnetic m om ents.

VIIL.ATOM I' THICKNESS S/F M ULT LAYERS

A . Layered ferrom agnetic superconductors

In this section, w e consider an atom icscalem ultilayerF /S system , w here the superconducting (S) and the ferrom ag-
netic ') layers altemate. W hen the electron transfer integralbetween the S and F layers is an all, superconductivity
can coexist w ith ferrom agnetism in the ad pcent layers. Andreev et al, (1991) dem onstrated that the exchange eld
In F layers favorsthe " " phasebehavior of superconductivity, when the superconducting order param eter altemates
is sign on the ad-pcent S layers.

N owdays several type of layered com pounds, where superconducting and m agnetic layers altemate, are known.
For example in Sm;.45Cey.15Cu0,4 (Sumarlin et al, 1992), which reveals superconductivity at T = 235 K, the
superconducting layers are separated by two ferrom agnetic layersw ith opposite orientations of the m agneticm om ents
and the Neel tem perature is Ty = 59 K . Several years ago, a new class of m agnetic superconductors based on the
layered perovskie ruthenocuprate com pound RuSr,G dCu,0 g com prising CuO , bilayers and RuO ; m onolayers has
been syntesized (see forexam pleM cLaughlin et al, 1999 and references cited there) . In RuSr,G dC u, 0 g, them agnetic
transition occurs at Ty 130 140;K and superconductivity appearsat T 30 50K :Recentm easurem ents ofthe
Interlayer current in sm alksized RuSxr,G dCug single crystals showed the Intrinsic Josephson e ect N achtrab et al,,
2004). Apparently, it is a week ferrom agnetic order which is realized in this com pound. T hough the m agnetization
m easuram ents give evidence of the an all ferrom agnetic com ponent, the neutron di raction data on RuSr,GdCu,0 g
(Lynn et al, 1992) revealed the dom inant antiferrom agnetic ordering in all three directions. Later, the presence
of ferrom agnetic in-plane com ponent of about (01-0.3) g hasbeen con m ed by neutron scattering on isostructural
RuSrnYCu,0g (Tokunagaetal, 2001). In addition, In the extemalm agnetic eld the ferrom agnetic com ponent grow s
rapidly at the expense of the antiferrom agnetic one.

D ue to the progress ofm ethods of the m ultilayer preparation, the fabrication ofarti cialatom icscale S/F superlat—
ticesbecom espossible. An in portant exam ple isthe Y Ba,Cuz0 7=La,-3C a;-3M nO 3 superhttices (Sefriouietal., 2003
and Holden et al,, 2003). Them anganie halfm etallic com pound La,_3Ca;-3M nO 3 (LCM O ) exhdbits colossalm agne—
toresistance and itsCurie tem perature = 240K . The cupratehigh-T . superconductorYBa,Cu3z0; (Y BaCuO ) wih
T. = 92K ,havethe sin ilar Jattice constant asL.CM O w hich pem itsto prepare the very high quality YBaCuO /LCM O
superlattices w ith di erent ratio of F and S layers thicknesses. T he proxin ity e ect In these superlattices occurs to
be extrem ely longranged. For a xed thickness of the superconducting layer, the critical tem perature is dependent
over a thickness of LCM O layer in the 100 nm range (Sefriouiet al, 2003 and Pena et al,, 2004). T his is very unusual
behavior because the YBaCuO and LCM O are strongly anisotropic layered system sw ith very an all coherence length
In the direction perpendicular to the layers (0:1 03 nm ). Som ew hat sin ilar giant proxin ity e ect hasbeen recently
reported in the non-m agnetic trilayer junctionsLa; .5S15.15C U0 4=LayCu0 44+ g=Laj 3551.15C 10 4 Bozovicetal., 2004)
and In the superconductor-antiferrom agnet Y Ba;Cus0 7= Lag.4s5C ap.55M nO 3 superlattices P ang et al, 2004). The
observed giant proxin ity e ect de es the conventional explanations. Bozovic et al. (2004) suggested that it m ay be
related w ith resonant tunneling, but at the m om ent the question about the nature ofthis e ect is open.
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B .Exactly sowvabl m odelofthe " "-phase

Let us consider the exactly solvablem odel A ndreev et al,, 1991) of altemating superconducting and ferrom agnetic
atom icm etallic Jayers. For sin plicity, we assum e that the electron’s m otion Inside the F and S layers is described by
the sam e energy spectrum (©). Three basic param eters characterize the system : t is the transfer energy between
the F and S layers, isthe Cooper pairing constant which is assum ed to be non zero in S layers only, and h is the
constant exchange eld In the F layers. The Ham iltonian ofthe system can be w ritten as

X
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w here a;i is the creation operator of an electron with spin  in the n™ elem entary celland a m om entum p in the

layeri;wherei= 1 forthe S layer,and i= 1 fortheF layer, and g is the pairing constant. T he In portant advantage

of this m odel is that the quasiparticle G reen’s functions can be calculated exactly and the com plete analysis of the

superconducting characteristic ispossble. A ssum Ing that the order param eter changes from cellto cell in the m anner
n = 7 je ¥"; the selfconsistency equation for the order param eter § jreads

x 2
1= T d (76)
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where = gN (0)and! = i! );¢& = ! + h:Thequasimomentum g lies in the direction perpendicular to the

layers, and Tq = 2tcos (@=2) €T, In the lin & of a sm all transfer integralt < < T.; where T, is the bare m ean— eld
critical tem perature of the S layer In the absence of coupling (= 0), we arrive at the follow Ing equation for the
critical tem perature T, :
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T he critical tem perature T, is close to the bare critical tem perature T and as is seen from Eqg. (77), orh = 0, the
maxinal T, corresponds to k = 0, ie. the superconducting order param eter is the sam e at all Jayers. It is worth
to note that as the exchange eld on the F layers grow s, tunneling becom es energetically m ore costly, so the leading
temm second order i t falls as 1=h? for large h and the critical tem perature ncreases. T his is related to the fact that,
due to the decrease of the coupling the e ective exchange eld induced on the S layers decreases w ith the increase
ofh:Forh >> T.; the coe cient of the cosk term has a negative sign and themaxinalT . correspondsto k = ,
5o the transition occurs to the -phase with an altemating orderparameter , = j Jj( 1) :Num erical calculations
Andreev et al, 1991) give for the critical value of the exchange eld (at which k changes from 0 to ) he = 3:77T¢;
and the complkte ;T ) phase diagram is presented In Fig. 22.

At T = 0 the transition to the " "-phase occurs at heg = 0:87T. . The analysis of P rokicet al. (1999) and Houzet
et al (2001) show s that the perpendicular critical current vanishes at the line of the transition from the "0"-to the
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" "phase and the Josephson coupled superconducting planes are decoupled. Strictly speaking, the critical current
vanishesonly In s t* approxin ation, sse Eq. (77). Thetem s t® gives the contrbution s t® cos2k; and the critical
current at the transition to the " "-phase will drop to the very sn allvalie s 1. (t=TC)8 . Note that the sign of the
second ham onic .n (' ) relation generated by this s t® tem is positive, and therefore the transition from "0"-to
the " "-phase is discontinuous.

In result, if the exchange eld is n the intervalh., < h < 3:77T.; the "0- " transition m ay be easily observed
w ith the lowering of the tem perature due to the nonm onotoneous behavior of the Josephson plasn a frequency and
the parallel London penetration (Houzet et al, 2001). However the typical value of the exchange eld is rather high
and m ore probable is the situation h > > T, and so the system willbe in the " "-phase at any tem peratures. T his
is consistent w ith the recent experim ents of Nachtrab et al. (2004) on RuSr,GdCu,0 g presenting no evidence of
superconducting planes decoupling w ith tem perature. In RuSrG dC u,0 g; the superconducting pairing is probably of
the d-wave type. T his case was analyzed theoretically by P rokic and D obrosavlgvicG rujic (1999), and the scenario of
the " "-phase appearence is very close to the case of the swave superconductivity. C alculations of electronic density
of states by P rokic and D ocbrosavlgvicG rujic (1999) and P rokicet al. (1999) revealed som e changes Inherent to the "
0- " transition, but, apparently, the experin ental identi cation ofthe -phase in the atom icscale S/F superlattices
is an extrem ely di cul task. In principle, if the superlattice consists of an even num ber of superconducting layers,
then the phase of the order param eter at the endswilldi erby , and the entire system w ill fuinction as a Josephson
" "inction. The soontaneous current in a superconducting loop containing such a " "—junction could be observed
at an experin ent analogous to the onem ade by Bauer et al. (2004).

The model EqQ.(75) pem its to analyze the transition from the quasi?D to 3D system with the increase of the
transfer intergralt. At t. T¢; instead ofthe " "-phase, the LOFF state w ith m odulation along the superconducting
layers appears and the system becom es analogous to the 3D superconductor in an uniform exchange eld Houzet
and Buzdin, 2002).

Buzdin and D aum ens (2003) considered the spin walvee ect in theF /S/F structure consisting of three atom ic layers
and descrbed by the m odelEqg. (75). Analogously to the F/S/F spin-walve sandw iches (see Section 6), the critical
tem perature ism axin al for the antiparallel orientation of the ferrom agneticm om ents. H owever, at low tem perature,
the siuation is nversed. Nam ely, the superconducting gap occurs to be larger for the parallel orientation of the
ferrom agnetic m om ents. T his counter-intuitive result of the inversion of the proxin iy e ect m ay be understood on
the exam ple of the ferrom agnetic halfm etal. Tndeed at T = 0; the disappearance of the Cooper pair In a S layer
m eans that two electrons w ith opposite spin m ust leave it. If the neighbouring F layers of halfm etals are parallel,
then, for one spin ordentation, they are both nsulators and the electron w ith this soin orientation can not enter it.
It results in the in possbility of the pair destruction. On the other hand, for the antiparallel orientation of the F
layers, for any electron spin orientation there is an apcent nom al lJayer and a C ooper pair can lave the S layer.
Such behavior contrasts w ith the di usive m odel prediction Baladie and Buzdin, 2003 and Tollis, 2004) but is in
accordance w ith the T = 0 results obtained in the fram ew ork of the m ultiterm inalm odel for S/F hybrid structures
A pinyan and M elin, 2002) . A pparently, it is a special property of the clean lin it of the atom icdayer S/F m odel, and
1t disappears in the case of several consequitive S layers per uni cell M elin and Feinberg, 2004).

VII. SUPERCONDUCTIVITY NEAR THEDOMAN WALL

In the previousdiscussion ofthe properties of S/F heterostructures, w e have in plicitly assum ed that the ferrom agnet
has uniform m agnetization, i. e. there are no dom ains. It practice, the dom ains appear in ferrom agnets quite easily
and special conditions are usually needed to obtain the m onodom ain ferrom agnet. In standard siuation, the size
of the dom ains ismuch larger than the superconducting coherence length, and ¢ << g, therefore the C ooper pair
w ill sam ple the unifom exchange eld. However, a gpecial situation w ith the S/F proxim ity e ect is realized near
the dom ain wall, where the m agnetic m om ents and the exchange eld rotate. The Cooper pairs feel the exchange

eld averaged over the superconducting coherence length. Naturally, such averaged eld will be an aller near the
dom ain wall, which leads to the local decrease of the pairbreaking param eter. A s the result, we m ay expect that
superconductivity would be m ore robust near the dom ain wall. In particular, the critical tem perature T, for the
superconductivity localized near the dom ain wall would be higher than that of the uniform S/F bilayer T, . For
bulk ferrom agnetic superconductors, the critical tem perature of the superconductivity localized near the dom ain wall
was calculated by Buzdin et al, (1984). The experim entalm anifestations of the dom ain wall superconductivity in
N I.g0Fey20/Nb bilayers with Nb thickness around 20 nm ) were observed by Rusanov et al. (2004). The N eeltype
dom ain walls n Permm alloy (N ij.goFep.20) are responsble for the local increase of the critical tem perature around 10
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mK .Thewidth ofthe domain wallsw In Pem alloy Insused n Rusanov et al, 2004) is rather hrgew s 05 m,
i. e. much larger than the superconducting coherence length of niobiim . The rotation angle of the exchange eld
at the distance ; may beestinated as s s=w , and so the averaged exchange eld h®V is slightly sm aller than the

ed h faraway from thedomanh wall: b HY)=hs (s=w ). T herefore, the relative decrease of the pairbreaking
param eter I'in Eg. (40) willbe also ofthe order s ( s=w )2 :From Egs. (40, 43) we obtain the ollow ing estin ate
of the local increase of the critical tem perature

Tew T
T

s (s=w)’; (78)

(¢}

which is ofthe sam e order ofm agnitude as the e ect observed on the N j.o;goFa);zo /Nb bilayers. K eeping in m ind the

tem perature dependence of the superconducting coherence length (T) s ¢ jTT—CTCj’ we see that the condition of
the dom ain wall superconductivity appearance issinply (L,) s w.

In the case ofa very thin dom ain wall, the variation ofthe exchange eld is a step-like and the local suppression of
the pairbreaking param eter occurs at the an alldistance of the order ¢ << 4 near the dom ain wall. T he situation
resem bles the enhancem ent ofthe superconducting pairing near the tw in planes K hlyustikov and Buzdin, 1987). The
variation of the pairbreaking occuring over a distance ¢ Induces a superconducting order param eter over a distance

(I ) near the dom ain wall and the e ective relative decrease of the pairbreaking param eter w ill be of the order
of = (T ): Therefore, if the shift of the critical tem perature of the S/F bilayer is com parable w ith T. itself, i

e. (T T.)=T. s 1, the crtical tem perature T, of the superconductivity, localized near the dom ain wallm ay be

T T

estin ated from the condition % s = (Ly):In result we have

c
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which isaround (1-5)% Prtypicalvaliesof ¢ and s.A snallwidth ofthe dom ain walls is expected In experin ents
of K insey, Bumel], and B lam ire (2001) on the critical current m easurem ents of Nb/C o bilayers. The dom ain walls
occured to be responsible for the critical current enhancem entbelow T, = (624 0:05) K . In the presence ofdom ains
w alls the non—zero critical current has been observed at (54 0:05) K, slightly above T, .

Tt isworth to note that the e ect ofthe increase of the critical tem perature In the vicinity ofa dom ain wall isweak
for very large and very thin dom ain wall. T he optin um thickness, when the e ect m ay be ralatively strong isw s 5t

In the case of a perpendicular easy-axis the branching of the dom ains m ay occur near the surface of m agnetic

In . Ifthe scale of this branching is an aller than the superconducting coherence length, the e ective exchange eld
is averaged, and the pair breaking param eter w ill be strongly decreased. This m echanisn has been proposed in
Buzdin, 1985) to explain the presence of traces of superconductivity at low tem perature In re-entrant ferrom agnetic
superconductors. The sin ilar e ect m ay take place In S/F bilayers and in such case the superconductivity would be
extram ely sensitive to the dom ain structure. Rather weak m agnetic eld would su ce to m odify the branching of
dom ains and supress superconductivity.

Up to now we have concentrated on the Interplay between superconductivity and ferrom agnetism caused by the
proxin ity e ect related to the passing of electrons across the S/F interface. H owever, if the m agnetic eld created
by the ferrom agnet penetrates into a superconductor, it sw itches on the orbital m echanian of superconductivity
and m agnetism interaction. The situation when it is the only one m echanisn of superconductivity and m agnetism
Interaction is naturally realized in the case, when the ferrom agnet is an insulator, or the bu er oxide layer separates
the superconductor and the ferrom agnet. T he hybrid S/F system s have been intensively studied in connection w ith
the problm of the controlled ux pinning. Enhancem ent of the critical current has been observed experin entally
for superconducting In s wih arrays of subm icron m agnetic dots and antidots(see, for exam ple Van Bael et al,
2002a and Van Bael et al., 2002b, and references cited therein), and for S/F bilayers with a dom ain structure in
ferrom agnetic In s (G arcia-Santiago et al., 2000) . A theory of vortex structures and pinning in S/F system s at rather
low m agnetic eld has been elaborated by Lyuksyutov and Pokrovsky (1998), Bulaevskiiet al (2000), Exrdin et al
(2002) and M ibbsevic et al, (2002a). This subct is discussed In details in the recent review by Lyuksyutov and
Pokrovsky (2004).

T he nuclkation of the superconductivity in the presence of dom ain structure has been theoretically studied by
Buzdin and M elnikov (2003), and A Jadyshkin et al. (2003) in the case ofm agnetic In w ih perpendicular anisotropy.
T he conditions of the superconductiviy appearance occur to be m ore favorable near the dom ain walls. R ecently the
m ani station ofthe dom ain wall superconductivity was revealed on experin ent by Yang et al. (2004). T hey deposited
on the sihgle crystal ferrom agnetic BaFe; ;0 19 substrate a 10 nm Sibu er layer and then a 50 nm Nb In. The
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strong m agnetic anisotropy of BaFe;;0 19 assures that is m agnetisation is perpendicular to the Nb In . The very
characteristic R (T ) dependences and pronounced hysteresis e ects have been found in the resistance m easurem ents
In the applied eld.

A di erent situation is realized if the m agnetization of F layer is lying in the plane (parallelm agnetic anisotropy) .
T hen any type ofthe dom ain wallsw illbe a source ofthem agnetic eld for the ad-pcent S layer, and the dom ain wall
locally weakens superconductivity. T his idea was proposed by Sonin (1988) to create in a S layer a superconducting
weak link (Josegphson junction) attached to the dom ain wall

Lange et al. (2003) used a nanoengineered lattice ofm agnetic dots on the top of the superconducting In for the
observation of the eld-induced superconductivity. T he applied extermalm agnetic eld provided the com pensation
of the m agnetic eld of the dots and increased the critical tem perature. The idea of such com pensation e ect was
proposed a long tim e ago by G inZburg (1956) for the case of the ferrom agnetic superconductors.

T he analysis of the superconducting states appearing near the m agnetic dots (when the upper critical eld depends
on the angularm om entum ofthe superconducting nucleus wave fiinction) was done in the works of C heng and Fertig
(1999) and M ilosevic et al. (2002b).

X.MODFICATION OF FERROMAGNETIC ORDER BY SUPERCONDUCTIITY
A .E ective exchange eld in thin S/F biayers

The in uence of ferrom agnetism on superconductivity is strong, and it leads to m any experim entally observed
consequences. W herther the inverse is true also ? In other words, can superconductivity a ect or even destroy ferro—
m agnetiam ? To address this question, we start w ith com paring the characteristic energy scales for superconducting
and m agnetic transitions. The energy gain per atom at the m agnetic transition is of the order of the Curie tem —
perature . On the other hand the condensation energy per electron at the superconducting transition Eqg. 2)) is
much snaller than T., and i is only about s T, (Tc=Er ) << T.:Usually the Curie tem perature is higher than T.
and ferrom agnetism occurs to be m uch m ore robust com pared w ith superconductivity. T herefore the superconduc—
tivity can hardly destroy the ferrom agnetism , but it m ay neverthelessm odify i, if such m odi cation do not cost too
much energy. The exam ple is the buk ferrom agnetic superconductors ErRh,B,, HoM 0gSg and HoM ogSeg, where,
In superconducting phase, ferrom agnetism is transform ed into a dom ain phase w ith the dom ain size sn aller than
the superconducting coherence length ¢ ™ apl and Fisher, 1982; Bulevskiiet al, 1985). Sin ilar e ect has been
predicted by Buzdin and Bulaevskii (1988) for a thin ferrom agnetic In on the surface of a superconductor. To
illustrate thise ect, we consider the S/F bilayerw ith S Jayer thickness dg an aller than the superconducting coherence
length ; and the F layerthicknessds << ¢ << dg, see Fig. 23.

In the case of a transparent S/F interface, the pairbreaking param eter is given by the Eq. (40), and it is

Dsdr ¢
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which sin ply m eans that the e ective exchange eld in the superconductor £ t hi—z g: —Z : The condiion of a

transparent interface in plies that the Fermm im om enta are equals In both m aterials and this pem is us to w rite the
e ective el as

B=h ([de=ds) Wrs=Vr¢); (81)

where vr s and v¢ ¢ are the Ferm ivelocities In S and F Jayers respectively. N ote how ever that for strong ferrom agnets
the condition of perfect transparency of the interface is di erent, ve nvg 4 = vﬁ, where vy » and vr 4 are the Fem 1
velocities for two spoin polarizations in ferrom agnet (Zutic and Valls, 1999, and Zutic et al., 2004).

In fact, in the considered case of thin F and S layers the situation is analogous to the m agnetic superconductors
w ith an e ective exchange eld 8, which m ay also depend on the coordinates (y;z) in the plane of bilayer. Let us
dem onstrate this in portant point. K egping In m ind the dom ain structure, (see Fig. 23), where the exchange eld
depends only on the z coordinate, wem ay w rite the U sadel equations in F and S layers

D 2 2 2
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Now lt usperform the averaging procedure by integrating these equations over x. D ue to the sm all thicknesses of F
and S layers, the G reen’s functions G and F vary little w ith x and m ay be considered as constants. T he integration
ofthe term sw ith the second derivatives on x w ill generate %—i and %—i tem s taken at the interfaces. At the interfaces
w ith vacuum these derivatives vanish and the boundary conditions Eq.(32) pem it us to rely on the derivatives of F

fiinction on both sides of the S/F interface (the sam e relation is true for the G function, due to the nom alization

condition Eqg. (98)). E xcluding the derivatives %—i 4 and %—i A obtain the standard U sadel equation but for

the averaged (over the S layer thickness) G reen’s finctions F and G
'+ fi@z) F — G—s F—G = G; 84)

where the e ective eld 8 (z) = h(z)d—st—f = hdt¥: and the condition de=ds << 1 is used to neglect the sm all

ds Dr s ds Ve £
renom alization ofD ¢ and ! . T he possbility to introduce the e ective eld 8 (z) in the case ofa thin bilayer is quite
naturaland rather general. The sam e e ective eld m ay be Introduced in the fram ew ork of E ilenberger equations.

B.Domai structure

In the case of the unifom ferrom agnetic ordering in the F layer, superconductivity can exist only if 8 does not
exceed the param agnetic lim it: B < 124T.. This m eans that the thickness of the F layer m ust be extrem ely sm all
de < (Tc=h)ds;even ords s ;taking Te s 10K and h s 5000 K, the m aximum thickness of F' layer only around
1 nm . However, the ferrom agnetic superconductors M aple and Fisher, 1982; Bulaevskiiet al, 1985) give us the
exam ple of dom aln coexistence phases w ith the exchange eld larger than the param agnetic lin it.

W emay apply the theory of m agnetic superconductors Bulaevskiiet al., 1985) to the description of the dom ain
structure w ith wave vector Q >> ! 1 the S/F bilayer, Fig. 23. The pairbreaking param eter associated w ith the

dom ain structure is 1s % Bulaevskiiet al, 1985), where v = vp ¢ is the Femm ivelociy in S layer. Let us w rite

the dom ain wallenergy per unit area as = &, where a is the interatom ic distance. The dom ain wallenergy in the
F In perunit length ofthe wallwillbeds = & .Note that we consider the case of relatively sm alldom ain wall
thicknessw << Q !<< g and the constant ,describoing the dom ain wallenergy is ofthe order of C urie tem perature
for the atom ic thickness dom ain wallbut m ay be am aller for the thick dom ain wall. The change of the densiy
of the superconducting condensation energy due to the pairbreaking e ect of dom ain structure is of the order of

N ) %=( ). Therefore the density (per unit area) of the energy Ep 5 related to the dom ain structure reads
E N (0)d, il + d © (85)
S — —
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Ttsm ininum is reached at
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where ( = }v=( ). The factor which favors the existence of the dom ain structure is the superconducting con—
densation energy E 5 s N (0)d 2 perunit area. The dom ain structure decreases the total energy of the system if
Eps + E5 < 0; and we obtain the follow Ing condition of its existence

, L 1 a3
To & 8% de=ds =8 ( =h) ": 87)

Due to the small factor ( =h) << 1 this condition is less restrictive than the param agnetic lin it (T. > 0:668).
N evertheless the conditions of the form ation ofthe dom ain structure rem ain rather stringent. To m inin ize the de=dg
ratio (@and so the e ective exchange eld) it is better to choose the largest possbl dg thickness. However, the
maxinum thickness of the region, where superconductivity w illbe a ected by the presence of F layer is of the order
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of s:Then, even in the case of the bulk superconductord; ®* s g and the condition of the dom ain phase fom ation
In such a case reads

T.& hE ( —n)=? 88)
S
W em ay conclide that for the dom ain phase ocbservation it isbetter to choose a superconductorw ith a large coherence
length ¢ and the ferrom agnet w ith low Curde tem perature and am all energy of the dom ain walls.

T he transition into the dom ain state is a st order one, and as all transitions related w ith the dom ain walls, it
would be highly hysteretic. This circum stance m ay strongly com plicate is experin ental observation. To overcom e
thisdi cultyy, itm ay be helpfiil to abricate the S/F bilayerw ith a ferom agnet w ith a Iow Curie tem perature < T .:
In such case, from the very beginning we m ay expect the appearence of the non-uniform m agnetic structure below

. This system in m any senses would be analogous to the ferrom agnetic superconductors ErRh 4B,4, HoM 0gSg and
HoM ogSeg:

Bergeret et al. (2000) argued that the appearance of a nonhom ogeneousm agnetic order in a F  In deposited on
the buk superconductor occurs via the second order transition and the period of the structure goes to In nity at the
critical point. They considered the helicoidal m agnetic structure w th a wave vector Q and the m agnetic m om ent
Iying in theplane ofthe Im . T he increase ofthe m agnetic energy due to the rotation ofthem om entswas taken to be
proportionalto Q2. However, the considered m agnetic structure is known to generate the m agnetic eld at distance
s Q0 ! from the In. The contrbution com ing from this eld m akes the m agnetic energy to be proportional to Q
and not to Q2 at a am all wave-vector regin e. T his circum stance qualitatively change the conclusions of B ergeret et
al. (2000) and m akes the transition into a nonhom ogeneocusm agnetic state a rst-order one.

T he experin ents of M uhge et al, (1998) on the ferrom agnetic resonance m easurem ents In the Fe/Nb bilayers
revealed som e decrease of the e ective m agnetisation below T. for the bilayerswith de < 1 nm . This thickness is
com patible w ith the estin ate Eq. (88), but the analysis of these experin ental data by G arifullin (2002) reveals the
possbility ofthe form ation ofislandsat a an allthickness ofFe layer, w hich m ay strongly com plicate the interpretation
of experim ental resuts.

C .Negative dom aln wallenergy

In the previous analysis, the energy ofthe dom ain wallsw as considered to be constant independent ofthe presence of
the superconducting layer. It is a good approxin ation fora thin dom ain wallw << 4. However, the phenom enon of
superconductivity localized nearthe dom ain walls isthem anifestation ofthe localenhancem ent ofthe superconducting
condensation energy, which m ay give a negative contrdbution to the dom ain wall energy. W e estim ate this e ect for
athick w >> 5 domain wall. The e ect ismaxinum for the S/F bilayer w ith the relative variation of the critical
temperature (I T,)Tc. s 1atds v s:W e will suppose these conditions to be satis ed. Follow ing the sam e
reasoning as in the case of the dom ain wall superconductivity, we m ay estin ate the relative local decrease of the
pairbreaking param eter as s T = s s (s=w )2 . Therefore the local negative contrbution to the dom ain wall

energy f(per is unit length) com ing from the superconductivity reads
Ees N () 2 (¢=w) wds: 89)

T he proper m agnetic energy of the dom ain wallisEpy s df = & ;and ra largedomah wall s (@=w).
T he condition of the vanishing of the totalenergy ofthe dom ain wall Eg+ Epy = 0 gives

T2 3 a
—<£ -5 sdf s —d¢; (90)
w

where the estinate ds v 5 isused. Finally, we m ay conclide that the energy ofthe dom ain wallm ay be negative for
the system wih

adf

i 1
1. ©n

p—
w here 1 isthe electron m ean free path. W e have taken into account that ¢ s oland a= g s T.=Er :Ifthe condition
Eg. (91) is ful lled, the follow ing scenario em erges. T he decrease ofthe tem peraturebelow T w illdecrease the energy
of the dom ain walls, which are practically always present in a ferrom agnet. T he concentration of the dom ain walls
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w il ncrease and nally, when the dom ain wall energy w ill change is sign, the relatively dense dom ain structure w il
appear. T he average distance between the dom ainswalls in such a structure would be of the order of the dom ain wall
thickness itself. N ote that in the case of the am all thickness of the dom ain wall the superconducting contribution to
is energy is negligeable and instead ofEq. (91) we obtain the non-realistic condition T & (D= ¢) (=1 :W e have
taken Into account only the exchange m echanian of the interaction between m agnetism and superconductiviy. T he
orbiale ect gives an opposite contribution to the dom ain wall energy, related w ith the out of plane m agnetic eld
near the dom ain wall, which generates the screening currents in the superconducting layer.

At the present tin e, there are no clear experin ental evidences for the dom ain structure form ation in S/F bilayers.
T he experim ents ofM uhge et al., (1998) on the ferrom agnetic resonance m easurem ents in the Fe/Nb bilayers revealed
som e decrease of the e ective m agnetization below T _ for the bilayersw ith de < 1 nm . T his thickness is com patible
w ith the estim ate Eq. (88), but the m agnetic m om ent decreases continuously below T, . In addition the analysis of
these experin ental data by G arifullin (2002) reveals the possibility of the form ation of islands at am all thickness of
iron layer thus reducing its m agnetic sti ness. The condition Eqg. (91) is apparently fiil lled in the experin ents of
M uhge et al, (1998). T herefore the decrease of the dom ain wallenergy m ay be at the origin of the cbserved e ect.

D .Ferrom agnetic In on a superconducting substrate

Bulevskii and Chudnovsky (2000) and Bulaevskiiet al. (2002) dem onstrated that the pure orbiale ect could
decrease the equilbrium dom ain width in the ferrom agnetic In on the superconducting substrate. T he ferrom agnet
w ith a perpendicular m agnetic anisotropy is either an insulator, or it is separated from the superconductor by a thin
nsulating (e. g. oxide) layer, see Fig24.

In such case the ferrom agnetic In and the superconductor are coupled only by them agnetic eld. It iswelkknown
(Landau and Lifshitz, 1982) that the positive energy of the m agnetic eld favors an all dom ains, so that the stray

eld does not soread at large distance. O n the other hand, the positive dom ains wall energy favors a large dom ain
size. The balance of these two contrbutions gives the equilbriim dom ain width Iy s w—df . In the presence of a
superconductor, the screening currents m odify the distribution of the m agnetic eld near the S/F interface and give
an additional positive contribution to the energy of the m agnetic eld. This results in the shrinkage of the dom ain
width. The energy Ep ofthe dom ain structure on the superconducting substrate reads B ulaevskii and Chudnovsky,
2000 and Bulaevskiiet al., 2002)

2

S

2

Ep s 31+ 92)

y

161 X
7 3)
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k0 Rk+ 1)° 2k+ 1+ @k+ 1)°+ 161

Herel= =4 )and}k = k=@ ) are the reduced w idths of dom ains on a superconducting and nom al substrate
regpectively, and  is the London penetration depth. The m Inin ization of Ep over 1 gives the equilbrium width
of dom ains. In the lin it ' 1 the in uence of superconductivity vanishesand 1= Iy :Thelmit ! 0, when
the m agnetic eld does not penetrate inside the supemondutgoﬂas considered by Sonin (2002). In this lin it the
shrinkage of the width of the dom ains ism aximnum and 1= 2=3Y . Then we m ay conclide that the In uence of
superconductivity on the dom ain structure is not very large and it is even less pronounced in S/F bilayer when the
thickness of the S layer becom es an aller than the London penetration depth (O aum ens and E zzahrd, 2003).

Helseth et al. (2002) studied the change of the B loch dom ain wall structure In a ferrom agnetic thin Im on the
superconducting substrate w ith the in-plane m agnetization ofthe dom ains. It occurs that the wallexperiencesa an all
shrinkage, which corresponds to the increase of the energy of the dom ain wall

Recently, D ubonos et al. (2002) dem onstrated experin entally the In uence of the superconducting transition on
the distrdbbution of the m agnetic dom ains in m esoscopic ferrom agnet-superconductor structures. This nding m akes
quite plausble the observation of the e ect predicted by Bulaevskii and Chudnovsky (000) and Bulaevskii et al.
(2002). Rearrangem ent of the dom ains nom ally results in the resistance change in m etallic ferrom agnets. In this
context D ubonos et al. (2002) noted that dom ain walls’ displacem ent due to the superconducting transition could be
the actualm echanism ofthe long-range resistive proxin ity e ects previously observed in m esoscopic N i/A 1structures
(P etrashov et al., 1999) and Co/A 1lstructures G iroud et al., 1998). N ote also that A um entado and Chandrasekhar
(2001) studied the electron transport in subm icron ferrom agnet (N i) In contact w ith a m esoscopic superconductor @ 1)
and dem onstrated that the interface resistance is very sensitive to the m agnetic state of the ferrom agnetic particle.
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X.CONCLUSIONS

The m ost striking peculiarity of the proxim ity e ect between superconductor and ferrom agnet is the dam ped
oscillatory behavior of the C ooper pair wave function in ferrom agnet. Ik results in the non-m onotonous dependence
of the critical tem perature of S/F bilayers and m ultilayers on the F layer thickness, as well as in the fom ation of
" "  qinctionsin S/F/S system s. Them ininum energy ofthe ™ "  junction is realized for the phase di erence
and a spontaneous supercurrent m ay appear in a circuit containing the " "  junction. Two possble directions of
the supercurrent re ect the double-degenerate ground state. In contrast to the usual jainction such a state is achieved
w ithout extemalapplied eld. The qubit (orquantum bit) is the analog ofa bit for quantum com putation, describbing
by state in a two Jevel quantum system @ ielsen and Chuang, 2000). The S/F system s open a way to create an
environm entally decoupled (so called "quiet") qubit (Io e et al., 1999) on the basis of the S/F /S Jjunction.

The" " Jinctionsallow for a realization ofthe concept ofthe com plin entary logic. In the m etaloxide supercon—
ductor logic fam ily the com bination ofthe sem iconducting n-p-n junctionsw ith the com plin entary p-n-p onespem its
to signi cantly sim plify the circuitery. T he sin ilar is possible for the Josephson jinctions devices and circuits w hen
the " " Juinctions are used (Terziogli and Beasky, 1998).The logic cellswith the "™ "  jinctions play a rol ofthe
com plin entary devices to the usual Josephson logic cells.

R ecently, U stinov and K aplunenko (2003) proposed to usethe "™ "  Junction as a phase shifter in the rapid single-

ux quantum circuits. The relatively large geom etrical inductance, which is required by the sinhgle- ux quantum
storage, m ay be replaced by the much smaller ™ "  Junction. The advantage of the im plem entation ofthe " "
Junctions is the possibility to scale the din ension of superconducting logic circuits down to the subm icron size. In
addition, theuseofthe" " Jinction asa phase shifter substantially increases the param eterm argins ofthe circuits.

A s it has been discussed in Section ITID the exchange interaction strongly a ects the Andreev re ection at the
F /S interface presenting a pow erflil tool to probe ferrom agnets and m easure their spin polarization.

T he structuresconsistingof"0"and " " Josephson junctions can exhibit quite unusualproperties. Bulaevskiietal
(1978) dem onstrated that the spontaneous Josephson vortex carrying the ux /2 appears at the boundary betw een
"O"and " " dunctions. A periodic structure consisting of am all (com paring w ith Josephson length) altemating "0"
and " " Jossphson jinctions m ay have any valie of an equilbrium averaged phase di erence ’( In the interval

< 'y < , depending on the ratio of lengths of "0" and " " Junctions M ints, 1998; Buzdin and K oshelkv,
2003). The S/F heterostructures provide the possbility of the realization of such "/ "  junction with very special
two m axin a current-phase relation and Josephson vortices carrying partial uxes ¢ (o= )and o 1 ’'o= ).

T he possibility to com bine In a controlled m anner param agnetic and orbitalm echanisn s of the interaction between
superconductivity and m agnetism m akes the physics of S/F heterostructures quite rich and prom ising for potential
applications. Let usm ention in this context the recent observation of strong vortex pinning in S/F hybrid structures,
the spin valve e ect in F/S/F system s and the dom ain wall superconductivity, which open a large perspective to
the creation of new electronics devices. T he progress of controllable fabrication of high-quality heterostructures and
egpecially the high-quality interfaces was crucial for the recent breakthrough in this dom ain. Further developm ent of
the m icrofabrication technology pem its to expect another interesting ndings in the near future.
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XII.APPEND IX :
A . Bogoluibov-de Gennes equations

A s the characteristic length of the induced superconductivity variation in a ferrom agnet is sm all com pared w ith a
superconducting length, it in plies the use of the m icroscopic theory of superconductivity to describe the proxin ity
e ect in S/F structures. T he very convenient m icroscopical approach to study the superconducting properties in the
ballistic regin e (the clean lin i) in the presence of spatially varying eld is the use of the Bogoluibov-de G ennes
equations (de G ennes, 1966a). T he equations for electron and hole wave functions ur (r) and vy (r) are

Hy h@uw @+ @©@vy @ =Ewun (v) (93)
@un (r) Ho+h@vy ) =Envy (0);
where E « is the quasiparticle excitation energy, H g = ~2% Er is the single particlke H am iltonian, h (r) is the

exchange eld in the ferrom agnet, and the spin quantization axis is chosen along its direction. T he equations for the
wave functions w ith opposite soin orientation uy (r) and v» (r) and the exciation energy E s are obtained from Eq.
(93) by the substitution h ! h. Note that the solution (w;v») wih energy E 4 m ay be inm ediately obtained from
the solution ofEq. (93), ifwe chooseuy = v»; v« = 1y and Ey =  E«.The pair potential in the superconductor is
determm ined by the selfconsistent equation

X
(r) = w @, @ @ 2f @)); ©4)

E«>0

where £ E ) is the Ferm idistrdution function £ € )= 1= (1+ exp E=T));and isthe BCS coupling constant.

A ssum Ing that the C ooper pairing is absent in the ferrom agnet, we have (r) = 0 there. T he situationswhen it is
possible to obtain the analytical solutions ofthe B ogoliubov-de G ennes equations w ith spatially varying pairpotential
are very rare. H ow ever, these equations provide a good basis for the num erical calculations to treat di erent aspects
of S/N and S/F proxin iy e ects.

B . Eikenberger and U sadel equations for ferrom agnets

A nother m icroscopical approach in the theory of superconductivity uses the electronic G reen’s functions. The
G reen’s functions technique for superconductors has been proposed by G or’kov who introduced in addition to the
nom al G reen’s function G (r; ;r,) the anom alous (G or’kov) function F (r, ;r,) (see, for exam ple, Abrikosov et al,,
1975). This technique is a very powerfiil tool, but the corresponding G reen’s functions in a general case occur to
be rather com plicated and oscillate as a function of the relative coordinate r, r on the scale of the interatom ic
distance. O n the other hand, the characteristic length scales for superconductivity in S/F system s are of the order
of the layers thicknesses or dam ping dacay length for the induced superconductivity and, then, they are m uch larger
than the atom ic length. This am ooth variation is described by the center ofm ass coordinate r= (r; + r,)=2 in the
G reen’s functions. The very convenient quasiclassical equations for the G reen’s functions averaged over the rapid
oscillations on the relative coordinate has been proposed by E ilenberger (1968) (@nd also by Larkin and O vchinnikov
(1968)).

E ilenberger equations are trangport-lke equations for the energy-integrated G reen’s functions f (r;! ;n) and
g (r;! ;jn), depending on the center of m ass coordinate r, M atsubara frequencies ! = T @n+ 1) and the direc-
tion of the unit vector n nom alto the Fem i surface. For the case of S/F multilayers we m ay restrict ourselves to
the situations when all quantities only depend on one coordinate x, chosen perpendicular to the layers. Introducing
the angle Dbetween the x axis and the direction of the vectorn (direction of the Ferm ivelocity), we m ay w rite the
E ilenberger equations in the presence of the exchange eld h (x) In the orm (see, orexam ple Bulaevskiiet al. (1985)
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and a recent review on the physics of Josephson junctions by G olubov et al. (2004))

L+ G0+ G 1) £ e 1)+ v cos or o Pl
‘ 2 . n 2" @x
1
= Kt FED gk ) 95)
z
d d
G(X;!): 4—g(x; ;!);F(X;!): 4_f(X; ;!);

f&; s & D+ dF & ) =1;

w here the fiunction £ (x;n;!) satis esthe sam e equation asf (x; n;!)with ! and the presence of In purities
is desclbed by the elastic scattering tin e = l=%:The functions G (x;!) and F (x;!) are the G reen’s functions
averaged over the Fem i surface. T he E ilenberger equations are com pleted by the selfconsistency equation for the
pair potential (x) In a superconducting layer :

x)= T F (x;!): (96)

The BCS coupling constant  is spatially independent in a superconducting layer, while in a ferrom agnetic layer it is
equalto zero. In a superconducting layer, the selfconsistency equation m ay also be w ritten in the follow Ing convenient
form

T X (x)
®)h —+ T —
Tc \ 33

F&;!) =0; 97)

where T is the bare transition tem perature of the superconducting layer in the absence of proxin iy e ect.

N ote that the presented form of the E iflenberger equations in plies the natural choice of the soin quantization axis
along the direction of the exchange eld, and the only di erence w ith the standard form of these equations is the
substitution of the M atsubara frequency ! by ! + ih x).

U sually, the electron scattering m ean free path In S/F /S system s is rather sm all. Tn such a dirty lim i, the angular
dependence of the G reen’s functions is weak, and the E ilenberger equations can be replaced by the much sinpler
U sadel (1970) equations. In fact, the conditions of the applicability ofthe U sadelequations are T, land h 1:
The second condition is much m ore restrictive due to a large valie of the exchange eld T.). The Usadel
equations only dealw ith the G reen’s finctions G (x;!) and F (x;!) averaged over the Fem isurface :

2

P s ;! 'h)@—F x;!';h) F ;! -h)ﬁG ;! ;h)
2 r - @x2 r - r - @X2 r -7
+ (! + h&)F &;!;h)= &G &x;!;h); (98)
G? x;!';h)+ F &;!';h)FY &h;!) = 1;

D = %VF listhe di usion coe cient which isdi erent in S and F regions and the equation forthe function F * x;h;!)
isthe same as orF ;! ;h) wih the substitution ! . Here also the only di erence w ith the standard form of
the U sadel equations is the substitution ! by ! + ih x):

T he equations for the G reen’s functions in F and S regions m ust be com pleted by the corresponding boundaries
conditions at the Interfaces. For the E ilenberger equations they were derived by Zaisev (1984) and for the U sadel
equations by K upriyanov and Lukichev (1988). T hese boundary conditions take into account the nite transparency
(resistance) of the interfaces —see Eq. (32).

The m ost in portant pairbreaking m echanism in the ferrom agnet is the exchange eld h. However a disorder in
the lattice of m agnetic atom s creates centers of m agnetic scattering. In ferrom agnetic alloys, used as the F layer in
S/F /S Josephson junctions, the rol of the m agnetic scattering m ay be quite in portant. N ote that even in the case of
a perfect ordering of the m agnetic atom s, the soin-w aves w ill generate m agnetic scattering. T he natural choice of the
soin—quantization axis used in plicitly above is along the direction of the exchange eld. T hem agnetic scattering and
spin-orbit scattering m ix up the up argl dow j spin stagps. T hgrefore to describe this situation it is needed to ntroduce

two nom al G reen’s functions G ;. w r, G 4 » andtwoanomabusonesF;  hw 4i, F, hw wi:
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Them icroscopicalG reen’s function theory of superconductors w ith m agnetic in purities and spin-orbit scattering was
proposed by Abrikosov and G orkov (1960, 1962). T he generalization of the U sadel equations (98) to this case gives

DG@ZF F@ZG + '+ ih + 1+2 G F.+
2 1@X2 1 1@X2 1 . } X 1 1
1 1 1 1
Gi1F, F) — — +F1 G2 G) —+— = &G 1;
X SO X SO
G? ®;!;h)+ F1 &x;!;h)F, &;h;!) = 1;

and the sin {lar equation ©rF, w ith the indices substitution 1 $ 2.Here ! isthe spin-orbit scattering rate, whilke
the m agnetic scattering ratesare , ' = ,' S2 =52and ,'= ,' S2 =5%.Themte , ' descrbes the intensiy
ofthe m agnetic scattering via exchange Interaction and we follow the notation ofthe paper ofFulde and M aki (1966).
In the spatially uniform case the equations (??) are equivalent to those of the A brikosov-G orkov theory (1960, 1962)
(see also Fulde and M aki, 1966).Dean lkeretal. (1997) analyzed the In uence ofthe spin-orbit scattering on the critical
tem perature of the S/F multilayers. T he equations O em keret al, 1997) correspondsto thelmit ! 0,G 1, =11
(?2?).

T he ferrom agnets used as F Jlayers in S/F heterostructures reveal strong uniaxial anisotropy. T hen the m agnetic
scattering in the plane (xy) perpendicular to the anisotropy axis is negligeable. M oreover due to the relatively an all
atom ic num bers of the F layers atom s the spin-orbit scattering is expected to be weak. In such case there is no
sodn m ixing scattering anym ore and the U sadel equations retrieve the initial form (98) w ith the substitution of the
M atsubara frequenciesby ! ! !+ G=,where ‘= _'= ' 52 =52 may be considered as a phenom enological

Z

param eter describbing the intensity of the m agnetic scattering Buzdin, 1985).

T he linearized U sadel equation in the ferrom agnet reads

1 D¢ Q%F
i 9+ ihsgn (1) + — Fg £ &F: _ o, 99)

s 2 @x?

If Tc<< l;wemay neglect 3! jin Eqg. (99) and the exponentially decaying solution has the form

Fr ;!> 0)=2Aexp( x@ + ikp)); (100)
1Pp: 1pp——
wih k; = - 1+ 2+ andk, = - 1+ 2 mwhere = 1=(gh). In the absence of m agnetic scattering,

the decaying and oscillating w ave vectors are the sam e k; = k; . The m agnetic scattering decreases the characteristic
decaying length and Increases the period of oscillations. In practice, it m eans that the decrease of the critical current
of S/F /S junction w ith the increase ofds willbe m ore strong. N ote that the spin-orbit scattering (in contrast to the
m agnetic scattering) decreases the pairbreaking e ect ofthe exchange eld O em kret al., 1997) and both scattering
m echanian s decrease the am plitude of the oscillations of the C ooper pair wave finction. In som e sense the soin-orbit
scattering is m ore ham fi1l for these oscillations because they com pletely disappear at sol > h. The observation on
experin ent of the oscillatory behavior of T, in S/F mulilayers is an indirect proof of the weakness of the spin-orbit
scattering.
T he expression for I, (2ds ) dependence (54) m ay be generalized to take into account the m agnetic scattering

2 3
T gg 2ayexp( 2qy) 1 17
LR, = 64—Re hs 555 (1o1)
- —_
1>0 a ) +1+1

w here the functions
2

f = ———jq = 2i+2 +2l=h; =

—_—: (102)
(+ 1) ’ + i+ !=h

NearT. and In the limit h >> T, and 2dsk, >> 1 it possble to obtain the follow Ing sin ple analytical expression
for the critical current
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S f Zkl k2 .
I.= —— s deky) + — sin Rdeky) exp( 2dkp): (103)
2eT. kg

W e see that due to the m agnetic scattering the decaying length ofthe criticalcurrent ¢; = 1=k; m ay be substantially
an aller than the oscillating length ¢, = 1=k;.

A s it has been noted above, the condition of the applicability of the U sadel equations, h 1; is rather restrictive
In ferrom agnets due to the large value of the exchange eld. Therefore, it is of Interest to retain in the Usadel
equations the rst correction in the parameter h . The st attem pts to calculate this correction were m ade by
Tagirov (1998) and P roshin and Khusainov (1998) and resulted in the renom alization of the di usion constant of
the F layerDe¢ ! D¢ (1 2ih sign (!)): Later on, the sin ilar renom alization has been proposed by Bergeret et
al. (2001lc) and Baladie and Buzdin (2001). The critical analysis of this renom alization by Fom fnov et al. (2002)
(see also Fom nov et al. 2003b and K husainov and P roshin, 2003) revealed the inaccuracy of this renom alization,
but did not provided the answer. The carefil derivation of the U sadel equation for an F layer retaining the linear
correction overthe param eterh wasm ade by Buzdin and Baladie (2003) and sin ply resulted in a som ew hat di erent
renom alization of the di usion constant D ¢ ! D¢ (1 0#4ih sign (!)): The coe cient in the parameterh occurs
to be rather an all which provides m ore con dence in the description of F layers in the fram ework of the Usadel
equations. Note that this renom alization of the di usion constant Increases the decaying characteristic length and
decreases the period of oscillations, which is opposite to the in uence of the m agnetic scattering.

T he U sadel equations give the description of G reen’s functions only on average. Zyuzin et al. (2003) pointed out
that due to the m esoscopic uctuations, the decay of the anom alous G reen’s function F¢ at distances much larger
than ¢ is not exponential. In result, the Josephson e ect in S/F /S system s may be observed even with a thick
ferrom agnetic layer.

T he E ilenberger and U sadel equations adequately describe the weak ferrom agnets, whereh << Er and the soin-up
vr v;and spin-down vr 4 Femn 1 velocities are the sam e. W hen the param eters of the electrons spectra of the spin—
up and spin-down bands are very di erent, the quasiclassical approach fails. However, if the characteristics of the
soin bands are sin ilar, the E ilenberger and U sadel equations are still applicable. Perform ing the derivation of the
E flenberger equation in such case, £ m ay be dem onstrated that the Fem ivelocity v In Eq. (95) m ust be substituted
by (g« + vr#)=2 and the scattering rate 1= by (1=« + 1= 4)=2. In consequence, the di usion coe cient D ¢ in the
U sadel equation becom es (1=6) (v » + v #)2 = (1=« + 1= 4) : Let us stress that such renom alization is justi ed only
for close values of vp n;and v 4 (@swellas «» and ). O therw ise the B ogoliubov-de G ennes equations m ust be used
for the description of the proxin ity e ect in the strong ferrom agnets.
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TABLE I.Characteristic length scales of S/F proxin ity e ect.
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F gure cgptions

FIG.1l. The (T;H ) phase diagram for 3D superconductor. At tem perature below T = 0:56T. the second order
transition occurs from the nom alto the non-uniform superconducting FFLO phase. The dashed line corresponds
to the rst order transition into the uniform superconducting state, and the dotted line presents the second order
transition into the uniform superconducting state.

FIG . 2. Energy band of 1D superconductor near the Fem ienergy. D ue to the Zeam an splitting the energy of the
electrons w ith soin ordentation along the m agnetic eld (") decreases —dotted line, whilk the energy of the electrons
w ith the opposite spin ordentation #) increases —dotted line. The splitting of the Ferm im om enta is k , where

ke = pH=w . The Cooper pair com prises one electron w ith the soin (") and mom entum kg + Lk , and another
electron w ith the spin #) and m om entum k + k . The resulting m om entum of the C ooper pair is non-zero :
kr+ K+ (k+ k)=2 Kk 6 0:

FIG . 3. Schem atic behavior of the superconducting order param eter near the interface (@) superconductornom al
m etal, and () superconductor-ferrom agnet. T he continuity ofthe orderparam eter at the interface in plies the absence
of the potential barrier. In general case at the interface the jum p of the superconducting order param eter occurs.

FIG .4.M easurem ents ofthe di erential conductance by K ontosetal. (2001) fortwo A /A 1,0 3/PdN i/Nb junctions
w ith two di erent thicknesses (50 A and 75 A) of the ferrom agnetic PdN i layerA 1500-A -thick alum iniuim layer was

evaporated on SO and then quickly oxidized to produce a A L0 3 tunnelbarrier. Tunnel junction areas were de ned
by evaporating 500 A 0of SO through m asks. A PdNithin layer was deposited and then backed by a Nb layer.

FIG .5. Experin entaldata of Jiang et al. (1995) on the oscillation ofthe critical tem perature ofNb/G d m ulilayers
vs thickness of Gd Jayer dg for two di erent thicknesses of Nb layers : (@) dyp =600 A and () dyp, =500 A .D ashed
line In @) isa tby the theory ofRadovicetal (1991).

FIG .6.S/F multilayer. The axe x is chosen perpendicular to the planes of S and F layersw ith the thicknesses 2dg
and 2d¢ respectively. (@) The curve (x) represents schem atically the behavior of the C ooper pair wave function in
"0"-phase. D ue to the sym m etry reasons the dervative of (and F') is zero at the centers of S and F layers. The
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case of the "0"-phase is equivalent to the S/F bilayer with S and F layers thicknesses d; and dr respectively. (©)
T he Cooper pair wave function in " "-phase vanishes at the centers of F' layers and (x) is antisym m etric toward
the center of F layer.

FIG .7. The dependence of the critical tem perature on the thickness of F layer for "0"-phase (solid line) and " "—
phase (dotted line) in the case of the transparent S/F interface. Note that the highest transition tem perature T
corresponds to the lowest point. The din ensionless thickness of F layer 2y = 2d¢= ¢ and the rst transition from

"O"-to " "-phase occurs at 2ds = 236 ¢ The parameter o = Z]C;%f—::

FIG . 8. The critical tem perature of "0"-phase (solid line) and " "-phase (dashed line) as a function of the
dim ensionless thickness of F layer 2y = 2ds= ¢ fordi erent S/F interface barriers~= 5 (,=¢):

(@) The din ensionless pairbreaking param eter ~y = 4 TCZdDsz - = 21:

() The dim ensionless pairbreaking param eter ~ = 20:05:

FIG . 9. Variation of the critical tem perature of the Nb/Cug.43N .57 bilayer w ith the F Jayer thickness R yazanov
et al. 2003). Theoretical t EFom inov et al, 2002) gives the exchange eld valie h s 130 K and the interface
transparency parameter g s 0:3:

FIG . 10. Geometry of the S/F/S junction. The thickness of the ferrom agnetic layers is 2ds and the both S/F
Interfaces have the sam e transparencies, characterized by the coe cient 5 .

FIG .11l. Critical current of the S/F /S Jossphson junction near T. as a function of the din ensionless thickness of
F layer 2y = 2d¢s= ¢. There are no barriers at the S/F interfaces ( g = 0), R, is the resistance of the junction and
2

VO = 2eT. :

FIG . 12. Tem perature dependences of the critical thickness 2d; of F layer, corresponding to the crossover from
"0"-to " "—-phase in the lim i of very am allboundary transparency for di erent values of the exchange eld.

FIG . 13. Non-m onotonous tem perature dependences of the nom alized critical current for low transparency lim it:
curve 1: h=T. = 10 and 2d¢= ¢ = 0:84;curve2: h=T. = 40 and 2d¢= ¢ = 0:5; curve 3: h=T. = 100 and 2d¢= ¢ = 043:

FIG .14. C rticalcurrent I, asa function oftem perature or Cug.4gN .52 junctionsw ith di erentF layersthicknesses
2dr :At the thickness of F' layer of 27 nm the tem perature m ediated transition between "0"-and " "-phases occurs.
Adapted from [Ryazanov et al, 2001a).

FIG.15.Criticalcurrent I. at T = 42 K 0fCup7N .53 jinctions as a function of F layer thickness R yazanov et

al, 2005).Two "O" " " transitions are revealed. The theoretical t corresponds to the Eq. (101) In Appendix B,
taking into account the presence of the m agnetic scattering with parameters = 1=(gh)= 133 and ¢ = 24 nm .
T he inset show s the tem perature m ediated "0" " " transition for the F layer thickness 11 nm .

FIG. 16. The experim ental points correspond to the m easurem ents of the critical current, done by K ontos et
al. 2002) vs the P dN i layer thickness. The theoretical curve is the t ofBuzdin and Baladie (003). The tting

param etersare ¢ s 30 A and?js 110 V:

FIG.17. Experimn ents of Guichard et al. (2003) on the di raction pattem ofSQU ID wih "O"-and " "—jinctions.
T here isno shift of the pattem betweena "0 0" and " " SQUID s. The (=2 shift is observed between a "0 "
and "0 O"or" "SQUDs. The "0"-and " "—junctions were obtained by varying the P dN i Jayer thickness.

FIG .18. E arlier observation by D eutscher and M eunier (1969) ofthe spin-walvee ecton In In between oxidized
FeNiand Nilayers. The gure presents the resistive m easurem ents of the critical tem perature in zero eld: dashed
line, after application of1 T eld parallelto the ferrom agnetic layers; solid line, after application ofthe -1 T eld and
subsequently + 0.03 T eld to retum the m agnetization of FeN i layer.

FIG.19. Geometry of the F/S/F sandwich. The thickness of S layer is 2d; and two F layers have identical
thicknesses df :

FIG . 20. In uence of the S/F interface transparency (parameter ~ = 5 (= ¢)) on the T, vs df dependence

Baladie and Buzdin, 2003). The thickness of F layer is nom alized to the ¢: The din ensionless pairbreaking
parameter ~ = 4 T, ZdDSS £ - is chosen constant and equalto 4. T he fiill line corresponds to the antiparallel case, and
the dashed line to the parallelcase. O ne can distinguish four characteristic typesbehavior: (@) weakly non-m onotonous
decay to a nite value of T, , (b) reentrant behavior for the parallel ordentation, and (c) and (d) m onotonous decay
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to T, = 0 with (d) or wihout (c) switching to a rstorder transition in the parallel case. In (d), the dotted line
presents schem atically the rst order transition lne.

FIG .21. The calculate dependence of the superconducting transition tem perature vs Inverse reduced halfthickness
d =ds of the superconducting layer for parallel and antiparallel alignm ents for the transparent interface ( 5 = 0) and
thick ferrom agnetic layer (df >> ¢). Thee ective lengthd = ( ¢= 5) O s=4 T.) =D f)1=2-

FIG .22. The (T;h) —phase diagram ofthe atom ic S/F m ultilayer in the lin it ofthe am all transfer integralt < < T¢:

FIG . 23. S/F bilayer with dom ain structure in the ferrom agnetic layer. The period D of the dom ain structure
O = 2 =Q) is an aller than the superconducting coherence length 5:

FIG .24. The ferrom agnetic In w ith perpendicular anisotropy on a superconducting substrate.
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