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W e consider novel unusuale ects in superconductor-ferrom agnet (S/F) structures. In particular
w e analyze the triplet com ponent (T C) ofthe condensate generated in those system s.T his com po—
nent is odd in frequency and even in the m om entum , which m akes it insensitive to non-m agnetic
in purities. If the exchange eld is not hom ogeneous in the system the triplet com ponent is not
destroyed even by a strong exchange eld and can penetrate the ferrom agnet over long distances.
Som e other e ects considered here and caused by the proxim ity e ect are: enhancem ent of the
Josephson current due to the presence of the ferrom agnet, induction of a m agnetic m om ent in
superconductors resulting in a screening of the m agnetic m om ent, form ation of periodic m agnetic
structures due to the in uence of the superconductor, etc. W e com pare the theoretical predictions
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w ith existing experimn ents.
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I. NTRODUCTDON

A though superconductivity has been discovered by H . K amm erlingh O nnes alm ost one century ago (1911), the
Interest in studying this phenom enon is far from declining. T he great attention to superconductivity w thin the last

w hich prom ises In portant technological applications. Tt is clear that issues such as the origin of the high critical
tem perature superconductivity, e ects of extermal elds and Impurities on HTCS, etc, will rem ain  elds of interest
for years to com e.

D ue to the successful investigationsofthe HT SC and its possible technological applications, the interest in studying
properties of tradiional (low T.) superconductors was not as broad. Nevertheless this eld has also undergone
a trem endous developm ent. Technologically, the traditional superconductors are often easier to m anipulate than
high T. cuprates. O ne of the m ain achievem ents of the last decade is the m aking of high quality contacts between
superconductors and nom alm etals (S=N ), superconductors and ferrom agnets (S=F ), superconductors and insulators
(S=I), etc. A Il these heterostructures can be very sn allw ith the characteristic sizes of subm icrom eters.

Thishasopened anew eld ofresesarch. T he an allsize ofthese structuresprovides the coherence of superconducting
correlations over the full length ofthe N region. The length of the condensate penetration into the N region y is
restricted by decoherence processes (Inelastic or spin— Ip scattering). At low tem peratures the characteristic length
over w hich these decoherence processes occurm ay be quite long (@ f&w m icrons). Superconducting coherent e ects in

The Interplay between a superconductor (S) and a nomalmetal N ) in sinpler types of S=N structures (for
exam ple, S=N bilayers) hasbeen under study for a long tin e and the m ain physics of this so called proxin ity e ect is

noticed that not only the superconductor changes the properties of the nom alm etalbut also the nom alm etal has
a strong e ect on the superconductor. It was shown that near the S=N interface the superconductiviy is suppressed
over the correlation length s, which m eansthat the orderparam eter is reduced at the interface In com parison w ith

tsbuk valie far away from the interface. At the sam e tim g, the superconducting condensate penetrates the nom al
m etal over the length y , which at low tem peratures m ay be much larger than 5. Due to the penetration of the
condensate Into the nom alm etal over large distances the Josephson e ect is possible n S=N =S junctions w ith the

T he situation described above is quite di erent if an insulating layer I is placed between two superconductors.
T he thickness of the nsulator In S=I=S structures cannot be as large as of the nom alm etals because electron wave
functions decay in the nsulator on atom ic distances. A s a consequence, the Josephson current is extrem ely an all n
S=I=S structuresw ith a thick insulating layer.

But what about S=F =S heterojinctions, where F denotes a ferrom agnetic m etal? In principle, the electron wave
function can extend in the ferrom agnet over a rather large distance w ithout a considerable decay. However, it is
well known that electrons w ith di erent soins belong to di erent energy bands. T he energy shift of the two bands
can be considered as an e ective exchange eld acting on the spin of the electrons. T he condensate of conventional
superconductors is strongly iIn uenced by this exchange eld ofthe ferrom agnets and usually this reduces drastically
the superconducting correlations.

T he suppression ofthe superconducting correlations isa consequence ofthe P auliprinciple. In m ost superconductors
the wave function of the C ooper pairs is singlet so that the electrons of a pair have opposite spins. In other words,
both the electrons cannot be in the sam e state, which would happen ifthey had the sam e spin. Ifthe exchange eld of
the ferrom agnet is su clently strong, it tries to align the spins ofthe electrons ofa C ooper pair parallel to each other,
thus destroying the superconductivity. R egarding the S=F interfaces and the penetration of the condensate into the



ferrom agnet, these e ects m ean that the superconducting condensate decays fast in the region of the ferrom agnet.
A rough estin ate leads to the conclusion that the ratio of the condensate penetxatgprﬁpth In ferrom agnets to the
one iIn non-m agnetic m etals w th a high in purity concentration is of the order of T.=h, where h is the exchange
energy and T. is the critical tem perature of the superconducting transition. The exchange energy in conventional
ferrom agnets like F e or C o is several orders of m agnitude higher than T. and therefore the penetration depth in the
ferrom agnets ism uch am aller than that in the nom alm etals.

Study of the proxin ity e ect In the S=F structures started not long ago but it has already evolved into a very

experin entally and this corresponds to the sin ple picture of the destruction of the singlet superconductivity by the
exchange eld as discussed above.

At rst glhnoe, it seem s that due to the strong suppression of the superconductivity the proxin ity e ect in S=F
structures is less interesting than in the S=N system s. H owever, this is not so because the physics of the proxin ity
e ect in the S=F structures is not exhausted by the suppression of the superconductivity and new very interesting
e ects com e Into play. M oreover, under som e circum stances superconductivity is not necessarily suppressed by the

m ay concem \real" strong ferrom agnets like iron or nickelw ith a C urie tem perature m uch larger than the transition
tem perature of the superconductor.

In all, it is becom ing m ore and m ore evident from recent experim ental and theoretical studies that the variety
of non-triviale ects in the S=F structures exceeds considerably what one would have expected before. Taking into
acoount possible technological applications, there is no wonder that S=F system s attract now adays a lot of attention.

This review article is devoted to the study of new \exotic" phenom ena in the S=F hetero Junctions. By the word
\exotic" we m ean phenom ena that could not be expected from the sin ple picture of a superconductor in contact
w ith a hom ogeneous ferrom agnet. Indeed, the m ost interesting e ects should occur when the exchange eld is not
hom ogeneous. T hese non-hom ogeneities can be either Intrinsic for the ferrom agneticm aterial, lke eg. dom ain walls,
or arise as a result of experim ental m anipulations, such as m ultilayered structures w ith di erent directions of the
m agnetization, which can also be spoken of as a non-hom ogeneous alignm ent of the m agnetic m om ents.

O foourse, weare far from saying that there isnothing interesting to be seen when the exchange eld ishom ogeneous.
A though it is true that in this case the penetration depth of the superconducting condensate into the ferrom agnet
is short, the exponential decay of the condensate function into ferrom agnets is accom panied by oscillations in space.
T hese oscillations lead, for exam ple, to oscillations of the critical superconducting tem perature T. and the critical

Josephson current I, in S=F structures as a function ofthe thickness dr . Being predicted by Buzdin and K upriyanoy

_______________ - m=mee ==

(199:C]) and l_Radovjc et al. (1991), the observation of such oscillatory behaviorwas rst reported by g:;ap_g_et_a]. (l99§)

V=F e system s both a m onotonic and non-m onotonic behavior of T, has been observed. This di erent behavior was
attrbuted to changes of the tranan ittance of the S=F interface. A com prehensive analysis taking into account the

sam ples quality wasm ade for di erent m aterialsby L hien and Reich (1999).

M ore convincing results were ound by m easuring the Josephson critical current n a S=F=S jinction. D ue to the
oscillatory behavior of the superconducting condensate in the F region the critical Josephson current should change
its sign fn a S=F =S Jinction ( Janction). This phenom enon predicted ong ago by,Bulievskiiet al. 1977) hasbeen

to a superconductor when the tem perature is owered below T.. In both of the experim ents strong ferrom agnets N i
and C o, respectively, were used. O ne would expect that the change of the resistance m ust be very an all due to the
destruction of the superconductivity by the ferrom agnets. H owever, the ocbserved drop was about 10% and this can
only be explained by a long—range proxin ity e ect.

This raises a natural question: how can such long range superconducting e ects occur in a ferrom agnet w ith a
strong exchange eld? W e will see in the subsequent chapters that provided the exchange eld is not hom ogenous a
long-range com ponent of the condensate m ay be induced in the ferrom agnet. T his com ponent is in a triplet state and
can penetrate the F region over distances com parable wih y , as in the case ofa nom alm etal



W e outline now the structure of the present review .

InC hapter:ﬂ we discuss the proxin ity e ects in S=N structures and S=F structuresw ith a hom ogeneousm agneti-
zation. C hapter:;.[m ay serve as an introduction into the eld. Them ain results illistrated there have been presented
In other review s and we discuss them here In order to give the reader an im pression about works done previously.
C hapter:_f.[ can also help In getting the basic know ledge about calculationalm ethods used In subsequent chapters.
One can see from this discussion that already hom ogeneous ferrom agnets in contact to superconductors lead to new
and interesting physics.

N evertheless, the non-hom ogeneities bring even m ore. W e review below severaldi erent e ects arising in the non-
hom ogeneous situation. It tums out that a non-hom ogeneous alignm ent of the exchange eld leads to a com plicated
spin structure ofthe superconducting condensate. A sa resul, not only the singlet com ponent ofthe condensate exists
but also a triplet one w ith allpossible pro gctions of the total spin ofthe Cooperpair (S, = 0; 1). In contrast to the
sinhglet com ponent, the spinsofthe electrons in the tripletonew ith S, = 1 areparallelto each other. T he condensate
(G or’kov) finction fi, ofthe triplet state is an odd fiinction ofthe M atsubara frequency? . T he shglet part fsng 15, as
usual, an even fiinction of ! but i changes sign when interchanging the soin indices. T his isw hy the anticom m utation
relations for the equalktin e functions £, (1) and fs,4 (6t) rem ain valid; in particular, £, () = 0 and f4,4 (61) 6 O.
T herefore the superconductivity in the S=F structures can be very unusual: alongside w ith the usualBCS singlkt
part it m ay contain also the triplet part which is symm etric In the m om entum space (in the di usive case) and odd
In frequency. Both com ponents are insensitive to the scattering by non-m agnetic in purities and hence survive in the
S=F structures even ifthe m ean free path 1is short. W hen generated, the triplet com poneBt is not destroyed by the
exchange eld and can penetrate the ferrom agnet over long distances ofthe orderof y = D=2 T.

In Chapter-fl;t we analyze properties of this new type of superconductivity that m ay arise in S=F structures. W e
em phasize that this triplet superconductivity is generated by the exchange eld and, in the absence ofthe eld, one
would have the conventional singlet pairing.

T he superconductor-ferrom agnet m ultilayers are a very interesting and naturalob ect for observation of Josephson
e ects. T he thickness ofboth the superconductorand ferrom agnetic layers, asw ellas the transparency ofthe interface,
can be varied experim entally. T hism akespossible a detailed study ofm any interesting physicalquantities. A swehave
m entioned, an interesting m anifestation of the role played by the ferrom agnetism is the possbility ofa —junction.

However, this is not the only interesting e ect and several new ones have been recently proposed theoretically.
A s not so much tin e has been passed, they have not been con m ed experin entally unam biguously but there is no
doubt that proper experin ents w ill have been perform ed soon. In Chapter :_I\-{: we discuss new Josephson e ects in
multilayered S=F structures taking into acocount a possible change of the m utual direction of the m agnetization in
the ferrom agnetic layers. W e discuss a sin ple situation when the directions of the m agneticm om ents In a SE=I=F S
structure are collinear and the Josephson current ow s through an insulator (I) but not through the ferrom agnets.
N aively, one could expect that the presence of the ferrom agnets lads to a reduction of the value of the critical
current. However, the situation is m ore Interesting. The critical current is larger when the m agnetic m om ents of
the F -layers are antiparallel than when they are parallel. M oreover, i tums out that the critical current for the
anUpara]Jel con guration is even ]arger than the one in the absence of any ferrom agnetic layer. In other words, the

A nother setup is suggested in order to cbserve the odd tJ::lpJet superconductivity discussed in Chapter :-gil:i Here
the current should ow through the ferrom agnetic layers. U sually, one could think that the critical current would
Just decay very fast with ncreasing the thickness of the ferrom agnetic layer. However, another e ect is possble.
Changing the m utual direction of the additional ferrom agnetic layers one can generate the odd triplet com ponent of
the superconducting condensate. T his com ponent can penetrate the ferrom agnetic layer as if it were a nom alm etal,
lading to large values of the critical current.

Such structures can be ofuse fordetecting and m anipulating the triplet com ponent ofthe condensate in experin ents.
In particular, we w ill see that In som e S/F structures the type of superconductivity is di erent in di erent directions:
In the Iongidnaldirection (in-plane superconductiviy) it is caused m ainly by the singlet com ponent, w hereas in the
transversaldirection the triplet com ponent m ainly contributes to the superconductivity. W e discuss also possibilities
of an experim ental observation of the triplet com ponent.

A Yhough the m ost pronounced e ect of the interaction between the superconductivity and ferrom agnethn is the
suppression of the form er by the latter, the opposite is also possble and this is discussed In Chapter-V' O foourse, a
weak Enom agnetisn shou]d be st:cong]y a ected by the superconductjmty and this sﬁ:uat:on is realized In so ca]Jed

S=F system sm ay also be considerably a ected by the superconductivity. This can happen provided the thickness

1 Superconductivity caused by the triplet odd in ! condensate is called here odd superconductivity.



of the ferrom agnetic layer is an all enough. Then, it can be energetically m ore pro table to enforce the m agnetic
m om ent to rotate in space than to destroy the superconductivity. If the period of such oscillations is sm aller than
the size of the C ooper pairs 5, the In uence of the m agnetian on the superconductor becom es very sm all and the
superconductivity is preserved. In thick layers such an oscillating structure (cryptoferrom agnetic state) would cost
m uch energy and the destruction ofthe superconductivity ism ore favorable. R esults of several experin ents have been

A nother unexpected phenom enon, nam ely, the inverse proxin iy e ect is also presented In C hapter y: Tt tums out
that not only the superconducting condensate can penetrate the ferrom agnets but also a m agnetic m om ent can be
Induced in a superconductor that is in contact w ith a ferrom agnet. This e ect has a very sin ple explanation. T here
is a probability that som e of the electrons of C ooper pairs enter the ferrom agnet and its spin tends to be parallel to
the m agnetic m om ent. At the sam e tin ¢, the soin of the second electron of the C ooper pair should be opposite to
the rstone (the singlt pairing or the triplet onew ith S, = 0 isassum ed). A s a resul, a m agneticm om ent w ith the
direction opposite to the m agneticm om ent In the ferrom agnet is induced in the superconductor over distances of the
superconducting coherence length s .

In princpl, the totalm agnetic m om ent can be com pletely screened by the superconductor. Fom ally, the appear-
ance of the m agnetic m om ent in the superconductor is due the triplet com ponent of the condensate that is lnduced
In the ferrom agnet F and penetrates into the superconductor S. It is im portant to notice that this e ect should
disappear if the superconductivity is destroyed by, eg. heating, and this gives a possbility of an observation of
the e ect. In addition to the M eissner e ect, this is one m ore m echanism of the screening of the m agnetic eld by
superconductivity. In contrast to the M eissner e ect w here the screening is due to the orbitalelectron m otion, this is
a kind of spin screening.

Finally, n Chapter VI we discuss the results presented in the review and try to anticipate future directions of
the resesarch. The Appendix 7_3;: contains necessary inform ation about the quasiclassical approach in the theory of
superconductivity.

Pokiovsky (2004) them ain attention ispaid to e ects caused by a m agnetic interaction between the ferrom agnet and

superconductor (forexam ple, a soontaneous creation ofvortices in the superconductor due to the m agnetic interaction

betw een the m agnetic m om ent of vortices and the m agnetization In the ferrom agnet) . W e em phasize that, in contrast
to these review s, we focus on the discussion of the triplet com ponent w ith all possible proEctions of the m agnetic
moment (S, = 0; 1) arising only in the case ofa nonhom ogeneousm agnetization. In addition, we discuss the inverse
proxin ity e ect, that is, the In uence of superconductivity on the m agnetization M of S=F structures and som e

other e ects. Since the experim ental study of the proxin ity e ects in the S=F structures still rem ains In is infancy,

we hope that this review will help in understanding the conditions under which one can observe the new type of
superconductivity and other interesting e ects and hereby w ill stin ulate experim ental activity in this hot area.

IOI. THE PROXIM ITY EFFECT

In this section we w ill review the basic features of the proxin ity e ect In di erent heterostructures. The rst part
is devoted to superconductors-nom alm etals structures, whilk in the second part superconductors in contact w ith
hom ogeneous ferrom agnets are considered.

A . Superconductornom alm etal structures

If a superconductor is brought in contact w ith a non-superconducting m aterial the physical properties ofboth m a-
terialsm ay change. T his phenom enon called the proxim ity e ect hasbeen studied form any years. B oth experin ents
and theory show that the properties of superconducting layers in contact w ith insulating (I) m aterdals rem ain aln ost
unchanged. For exam ple, for superconducting In sevaporated on glass substrates, the critical tem perature T is very
close to the buk value. However, physical properties of both m etals of a nom alm etal/superconductor N =S, sece
FIG. :J:) heterojunction w ith a high N =S iInterface conductance can change drastically.

Study of the proxin ity e ect goes back to the beginning of the 1960’s and was reviewed in m any publications

superconductor In a S=N system decreased w ith increasing N layer thickness. This behavior can be interpreted as
the breaking down of som e C ooper pairs due to the penetration of one of the electrons of the pairs into the nom al
m etalw here they are no longer attracted by the other electrons of the pairs.



FIG .1 S/N biayer.

At the sam e tim e, penetrating into the nom alm etal the C ooper pairs nduce superconducting correlations. For
exam ple, the In uence of the superconductivity on the physical properties of the N m etal m anifests itself in the

X fngten, 1963; Toplicar and £ innen ore, 1979
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W hile spatially reso]yec% density of states were later m easured by _A nthore et al. £2_OQ§) 7 G ueron et al. (1996); :_G_u_p_ta_‘l

di/dV (arb. units)

equation for the order param eter ((i_ iq-_zigzgg:_g;_én-_c-i -;-g-l:l-c_i:a_u-,l ,-_i_9-_5-9-} . This equation is valid if the tem perature is close
to the critical tem perature of the superconducting transition T.. In this case all quantities can be expanded in the
an allparam eter =T . and slow variations of the order param eter in space.

U sing the G L. equation w ritten as

e’ ()
GLT;+ () N (T o ;s T) z

one can describe the spatial distribution of the order param eter in any N =S structure. Here g is the coherence
Ingth In the N and S regions at tem peratures close to the critical tem peratures Ty ;s . In the di usive lin i this

length isequalto

= 5)=10: 1)

q
GL = Dy;s=8FT Tw;s] 22)

where D ;s is the di usion coe cient in the N and S regions. The quantity o s the buk value of the order
param eter in the superconductor S . It vanisheswhen T reaches the transition tem perature T..

Tt should be noticed though, that the region of the applicability of Eq. C_Z-;i') for the description of the S=N
contacts is rather restricted. O f course, the tem perature m ust be close to the transition tem perature T. but this is
not su cient. The G -L equation dlgscnbes variations of the order param eters correctly only if they are slow on the
scales vy =T for the clean caseor D y ;s=T. in the di usive \dirty" case. T his can be achieved if the nom alm etal
is a superconducting m aterial taken at a tem perature exceeding its transition tem perature Ty and the transition
tem peratures T and Ty are close to each other. If this condition is not satis ed (€g9. Ty = 0) one should use
m ore com plicated equations even at tem peratures close to Tes, aswe show below .

&t Pllows from Eq. {_2;]:) that In the S region, far from the N =S interface, the order param eter (r) equals the
bulk valuie (,whereasin theN region (r) decaysexponentially to zero on the length y .



T he order param eter (r) is related to the condensate function (or G or’kov function)
fE)=< +@ +€)> @3)
via the selfconsistency equation
Nis ©= n;sEEYD; 24)

where y ;s isthe electron-electron coupling constant leading to the fom ation of the superconducting condensate.

E q.@;],') describes actually a contact betiween tw o superconductors w ith di erent critical tem peratures T oy ;s , When
the tem perature is chosen between T.s and Ty . In the case ofa realnom alm etalthe coupling constant y isequal
to zero and therefore y = 0. However, this does not In ply that the nom alm etal does not possess superconducting
properties in this case. T he point is that m any in portant physical quantities are related not to the order param eter

but to the condensate function £, Eqg. (2_.3} . For exam ple, the non-dissipative condensate current j g isexpressed in
tem s ofthe function £ but not of . Ifthe contact between the N and S regions is good, the condensate penetrates
the nom alm etal leading to a nite value of js & 0 In this region.

In the generalcase ofan arbitrary y it is convenient to describe the penetration of the condensate (C ooper pairs)

for distances exceeding the m ean free path 1. T his equation determ ines the so called quasiclassical G reen’s functions
(see A ppendix :_A-:) which can be conveniently used in problem s involring length scales larger than the Ferm iwave
length ¢ and energiesmuch am aller than the Fem ienergy. A fematively, one could try to nd an exact solution
(the nom al and anom alous electron G reen’s fiinctions) for the G or'’kov equations, but this is in m ost of the cases a
di cul task.

In orderto illustrate the convenience ofusing the quasiclassicalm ethod we calculate now the change ofthe tunnelling
density of states OO0 S) in the nom alm etal due to the proxin ity e ect w ith the help of the Usadel equation. The
DO S is a very in portant quantity that can be m easured experin entally and, at the sam e tin e, can be calculated
w fthout di culties.

W e consider the S=N structure shown In FIG -'14' and assum e that the system isdi usive (ie. the condition << 1
is assum ed to be ful Iled, where  is the m om entum relaxation time and  is ghe energy) and that the transparency
ofthe S=N is low enough. In this case the condensate G reen’s fnction £ ( )= dtf ¢ Qexpd@ ¢ ) isamallin
the N region and the U sadel equation can be linearized (see A ppendix r_uA-") .

A ssum ing that the boundary between the superconductor and nom alm etal is at and choosing the coordinate x
perpendicular to the boundary we reduce the U sadel equation n the N region to the form

Dy @*f=@x%*+ 21 £=0; @5)

where Dy = w =3 is the classical di usion coe cient.
T he solution of this equation can be found easily and we w rite it as

P
f= fhexp X 2i =y ; 2.6)

where fy is a constant that is to be found from the boundary conditions.
W e see that the solution for the condensate function f decays In the N region exponentially at distances nversely

proportionalto” . Inm any casesthem ain contribution to physical quantities com es from the energies ofthe order
of the tem perature, p T . Thism eans that the superconducting condensate penetrates the N region over distances
oftheorderof y = Dy=2 T.At low tem peratures this distance becom es very large, and if the thickness of the

nom alm etal Jayer is an aller than the nelastic relaxation length, the condensate spreads throughout the entire N
region.

In orderto calculate the D O S it isnecessary to know thenom alG reen’s function g w hich is related to the condensate
function f via the nomn alization condition (see Appendix :_A:)

g f£=1 @)
Egs. C_Z-;%:) and C_Z-j:) are w ritten for the retarded G reen’s function (£ = £%, see Appendix :_A-:). They are also valid
for the advanced G reen’s functions provided ( + i0) is replaced by ( i0). The nom alized density-ofstates we
nom alize the DO S to the DO S of non-interacting electrons) ( ) is given by the expression

()=TReg() 238)



A s the condensate function f is sm all, a correction to the DO S due to the proxin ity e ect is also an all. In the

main approxin ation the DO S is very close to its value in the absence of the superconductor, 1. Corrections to
theDOS are determ ined by the condensate function f£. From Eqg. ,2.7) one gets
=2 .

Now we consider another case when the function f isnot sm alland the correction is of the order ofunity. T hen
the linearized Eq. CZ .3 m ay no longerbe used and we should w rite a m ore generalone. Fora S/N system the general
equation can be w ritten as (see A ppendix :A')

Den @ GQG=RxX)s =@x + [3;G%a 1+ [(siGsn 1= 0: 2.9)

T his non-linear equation contains the quasiclassicalm atrix G reen’s finction §. B oth nom alg and anom alous G reen’s
functions £ enter as elem ents of thism atrix through the follow ing relation (the phase in the superconductor is set to
Zero)

O = aw 3+ fni%; (2.10)

where ;,i= 1;2;3 arePaulim atricesand R ;B ]= AB B A isthe comm utator for any m atrices A and B .

W e consider a at S=N interface nom alto the x-axis. The nom alm etal occupies the region 0 < x < dy : W e
assum e that In the nom alm etalN there is no electron-electron interaction ( y = 0, see Eq.{_Z-;z{)) so that In this
J:ngon the superconducting orderparam etervanishes, y = 0:In the superconductor them atrix AS has the structure

s = 1it3:

At large distances from the S=N interface the Green’s functions §s of the superconductor do not depend on
coordinates and the rstterm in Eq. €.9) can be neglected. Then we obtain a sin pler equation

[3igs 1+ ["2i8s1= 0: @a11)
T he solution for this equation satisfying the nom alization condition C_Z- j:) is
9cs = = ;fBes= = 2.12)

where = P 2.Eq. {_212 is just the BC S solution for a buk superconductor.

In order to nd the matrix § k) both in the S and N regions, Eq. (2 9' should be com plem ented by boundary
conditions and this is a non-trivial problem . Starting from the initial H am itonian g totr Q. @;2_2), one does not
need boundary conditions at the interface betw een the superconductor and the ferrom agnet because the Interface can
be described by introducing a proper potential in the Ham iltonian. In this case the selfconsistent G or’kov equations
can be derived. .

However, deriving the U sadel equation, Eq. {_A_l_S), we have sinpli ed the iniial G orkov equations using the
quasiclassical approxin ation. Possbl spatial varation of the interface potential on a very an all scale, due to the
roughness of the interface cannot be inclided In the quasiclassical equations. N evertheless, this problem is avoided
deriving the quasiclassical equations at distances from the interface exceeding the wavelength. In the di usive case
one should go away from the interface to distances larger than the m ean free path 1. In order to m atch the solutions
In the superconducting and non-superconducting regions one should solve exact the equations near the interface and
com pare the asym ptotic behavior of this solution at large distances w ith the solutions of the U sadel equation. T his
prooedure is equjya]ent to so]yjng the quasjc]ass:icalequatjons w ith som e boundary oonc_ijrjons. T hese conditions were

discussed Jn m ore detaJJs) For the present case they can bew ntten as

2 sy BRO=Rx)sn = Bsi lk=o0 (2.13)

where s = Ry s sRpsmeasured In units an 2, isthe S=N interface resistance per unit area in the nomn alstate,
and g,y arethe conductivities ofthe S and N m etals in the nom alstate.

W e assum e that the thickness of the nom alm etaldy is am aller than the characteristic penetration length y ( ) =
Dy= fragiven energy ,that® << Dy=di = Er . Then the functions g and £ rem ain aln ost constant over

p

2 The quantity Ety, = Dy =d2 is the so called T houless energy



the thickness of the m etal, and for nding them , one can average the U sadel equation over the thickness. In other
words, we assum e that the thickness dy ofthe N layer satis esthe nequaliy

p
dy << Dy=; BN (2.14)

(py Is a characteristic energy In the DO S of the N layer) and average Eq. {_2-;1) over the thickness dy considering
8y _asa constant In the second tem of this equation. U sing the boundary condition, Eq.{_2;1_3), the rstterm in Eq.
C_Zg) can be replaced after the integration by the commutator Bs ;8 lk=0. At x = dy the product @QR4=@x)y is
zero because the barrier resistance Ry, ([dy ) is In nie (the current cannot ow into the vacuum ). Finally, we obtain

( + 1pgs O)) 570w I+ oy ifs Q) A%iG 1= 0 : 215)

where 1w = Oy =2 y dy ) J'sa_r_lgw characteristic energy that is determm ined by the S=N interface resistance Ry, . T his
equation looks sin ilar to Eq.§_2_.1_]:) after m aking the replacement §s ! &y : The solution is sim ilar to the solution
212

O = ~= ;I = = 216)

o I
where ~ =+ iy g5 0); ~ =~ %N;"bN = py ifs (0): Therefore the G reen’s functions In the N layer gy and
fy are detem ned by the G reen’s fiinctions on the S side ofthe S=N interface g5 (0) and f5 (0): In order to nd the
valies of g5 (0) and fs5 (0); one has to solve Eq. @:9) on the superconducting side (x < 0). However, provided the
nequality

N=s= n=5s<<1 @.17)

isful lled one can easily show that, in them ain approxin ation, the solution in the S region coincidesw ith the solution
for buk superconductors (@;1_2) . Ifthe transparency of the S=N interface isnot high, << , the characteristic

energies w aremuch an aller than and the functions g5 (0) and f5 (0) are equalto: gs (0) Gcs ) =i ;
fs (0) B¢s 0) 1=i:For these energies the functions ¢ and fy have the sam e form asthe BCS functions gz ¢ g
and fycs @.17) with the replacement ! gy
= P fx = P @a8)
bN oN

Yo = o~ (22 : (2.19)

Rg = ~=¢? is the resistance quantum , vv and kg are the Ferm ivelociy and wave vector. W hen obtaining the latter
expression, we used a relation betw een the barrier resistance R, and an e ective coe cient of tranam ission T , through

the /N interfice | ipriancy and Lukichev, 1968; Zaiosy, 1984): Ry n = (=3) (=Ty); where 1= v is the m ean
freepath, T, =< T ( J)oos =1 T ( )>; istheangkbetween them om entum ofan incom ing electron and the vector
nom alto the S/N interface, and T ( ) is the angle dependent transm ission coe cient. The angle brackets m ean an

averaging over

w ritten as
Oy=)=dp< dy < dp (2 20)

where d, = 2Ry, y jsadlaractexjgtjc length. In the case of a an all interface resistance Ry, or a large thickness of the
N layer, that is, if the condition Dy = ;dp < dy is ful lled, the value of the m inigap in the N layer is given by

D
B = Cl—p @21)
dy
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T he situation changes in the clean lim it. Let us consider, for exam ple, a nom alslab of a thickness dy in contact
w ih an In nite superconductor. If the Thouless energy Er, = v =dy is less than , then discrete energy levels

sharppe-a}-céégu;-;-&-ora recent review seeﬁ_éﬁ‘g-s_&_;g-r_-é_(-)_(;;;)). IfEry ismuch largerthan ;theDOS () iszero

at = 0 and increasesw ih increasing the energy (o gap). However, this is true only for such a sin ple geom etry.
For sam ples of m ore com plicated shapes the behavior ofthe DO S ( ) depends on whether the electron dynam ics in

out the shgularity In the DO S at j j= vy and the DO S in the di usive lim it is nite, although sanall, or j j< y :
The m nigap discussed above has been observed on a Nb/Sibilayer system and on a Pb/Ag granular system by

From thisanalysiswe see that the proxin iy e ect changesthe DO S ofthe nom alm etalw hich acquires supercon—
ducting properties. In the next section we w ill focus our attention on the case that the nom alm etalis a ferrom agnet.
W e w ill see that new interesting physics w ill arise from the m utual Interaction of superconductivity and m agnetian .

B . Superconductor-ferrom agnet structures w ith an uniform m agnetization

In this section we consider the proxin ity e ect between a superconductor S and a ferrom agnet F' . W e assum e that
the ferrom agnet is a m etaland has a conduction band. In addition, there is an exchange eld due to spins ofelectrons
of other bands.

A s has been already m entioned, the e ective exchange eld acts on spins of the conduction electrons in the fer-
rom agnet, and an additional term 2 «x describing this action appears in the totalH am iltonian (for m ore details see
Appendix ?_—i:)

Hee= H + Hey @ 22)
Z
Hex = drt b ) @©dr 223)
where * ( ) are creation and destruction operators, h is the exchange eld, are Paulim atrices, and ; are

soin Indices. The Ham iltonian H stands for a nonm agnetic part of the H am ittonian. It includes the kinetic energy,
In purities, extemal potentials, etc. and is su cient to describe all properties of the system in the absence of the
exchange eld.

T he energy ofthe spin-up electronsdi ers from the energy ofthe spin-dow n electronsby the Zeem an energy 2h. D ue
to the presence of the term 24 ex descrbing the exchange interaction all finctions, lncluding the condensate G reen’s
function f, are generally speaking non-trivial m atrices in the spin space w ith non—zero diagonal and o -diagonal
elem ents.

T he situation is sin pler if the direction ofthe exchange eld doesnot depend on coordinates. In this case, choosing
the z-axis along the direction ofh one can consider electrons w ith spin \up" and \down" separately. In this Section
we concentrate on this case. This can help the reader to understand several interesting e ects and get an intuition
about what one can expect from the presence of the exchange eld. The resuls of this section will also help In
understanding w hich e ects in the superconductor-ferrom agnet structures can be considered as rather usualand w hat
kind of behavior is \exotic". W e w ill see that the exotic phenom ena occur in cases when the exchange eld is not
hom ogeneous and therefore postpone their discussion until the next chapters.

Ifthe exchange eld h ishom ogeneousthe m atrix £ descrbing the condensate £ is diagonaland can be represented
n the form

£= £+ £,% @ 24)

where f;3 is the am plitude of the singlt com ponent and f; is the am plitude of the triplet com ponent with zero
progction of the m agnetic m om ent 0of C ooper pairs on the z axis (5, = 0). Note that In the case ofa S=N structure
the condensate function has a singlkt structure only, ie. it is proportionalto *3. T he presence of the exchange eld
Jeads to the appearance of the triplet temm proportionalto %
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The am plitudes of the singkt and _u_'pllet com ponents are related to the correlation functions h i as ollow s

f5 ha@® 401 hy® -O1;
fo (©) ho@® 4Oi+h ® ~O)1; 225)

O ne can see that a pem utation of spins does not change the finction f5 (0); whereas such a pem utation leadsto a
change of the sign of £f5 (0). Thism eans that the am plitude of the triplet com ponent taken at equaltim es is zero in
agreem ent w ith the P auli exclusion principle. Later we w ill see that in the case of a non-hom ogeneousm agnetization
all triplet com ponents including h « (t) » (0)iand h 4 () # (0)idi er from zero.

O nce one determ ines the condensate function, Eq. {-_2:2:4), one is able to determ ine physical quantities ,asD O S, the
critical tem perature T¢ , or the Josephson critical current through a S/F /S janction.

N ext paragraphs are devoted to a discussion of these physical properties in F'=S system s w ith hom ogeneousm ag—
netization.

1. Density of states DO S)

In this section we discuss the di erence between the DO S In S=N and S=F structures. G eneral equations for the
quasiclassical G reen’s fiinctions describing the system can be w ritten but they are rather com plicated (see A ppendix
E::). In order to sim plify the problem and, at the sam e tim ¢, give the basic idea about the e ects it is su cient to

nsider som e 1im iting cases. T his w illbe done in the present section leaving the generalequations for the A ppendix
1

e

In the case ofa weak proxim ity e ect, the condensate fiinction £ is sm all outside the S region. W e consider again
the di usive lin it. Then, the general Eqg. (};\}g) can be linearized and one obtains an equation for the m atrix £
sim ilar to Eq.@;}) but containing an extra term due to the exchange eld h

Dy @%fp =@x®+ 2i( %+ h*3)fe = 0 : © 26)

The subscript F stands for the F region. o L o
In the absence of the exchange eld h,Eq. ©26) reducesto Eq. 2.). It is in portant to em phasize that Eq. € .24)
isvalid for a hom ogeneous h only. Any variation ofh in spacem akes the equation m uch m ore com plicated.
Eqg. @;2_6) should be com plem ented by boundary conditions which take the form (see A ppendix 7_&:)

rQfr=Gx= £ ©27)

where ¢ = Ry g, Ry is the boundary resistance per unit area, r is the conductivity of the F region, fF;s are
the condensate m atrix fiinctions in the F and S regions. Since we assum e a weak proxin ity e ect, a deviation of
the fs from itsBCS value f;g,cs = "3fpgcs is anall Therefore on the right-hand side oqu.(:_Z-;Z-j) one can w rite
f\s Sfpcs;where fycs isde ned n Eq.C_Z-;-gl) . At the ferrom agnet/vacuum interface the boundary condition is
given by the usual expression @XfF = 0, which ollows from the condition Ry, ! 1 .

Using Eq. £27), one can easily solve Eq. (:_2;2_6) . W e assum g, as In the previous section, that the nom alm etal
(ferrom agnet) is In a contact w ith the superconductor at x = 0 (x is the coordinate perpendicular to the interface).
T he other boundary of the ferrom agnet is Iocated at x = dr and the space at x > dr is em pty.

T he proper solution for the diagonalm atrix elem ents £ fi; ¢2) can be w rtten as

(
fs cs cosh( (x dp)) 0< x< dp

f x)= ¢ sinh( dg) : (2.28)
0 X > dp

Here = P 2i( h)=B is a characteristic wave vector that determm ines the inverse penetration depth of the
condensate functions fy;3 into the ferrom agnet.

U sually, the exchangelgnergy h ismuch largerthan theenergy ( / maxf ;Tg). Thism eans that the condensate
penetration depth ¢ = D p =h ismuch shorter than the penetration depth into a nom al (non-m agnetic) metal y .
T he strong suppression of the condensate in the ferrom agnet is caused by the exchange interaction that tries to align
the soins of electrons parallel to the m agnetization. T his e ect destroys the C ooper pairs w ith zero totalm agnetic
m om ent.
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It isworth m entioning that the condensate function £ experiences oscillations in space. Indeed, fora thick F layer
@ >> r) weobtain from Eq. 228).

£ = EieXp( x=p )[cosx=fr) isih&=f)I: 229)
F F
Po— s . .
where E = 2 2, ¢ = () at = 0. The damped oscillations of £ lead to m any interesting e ects and,
In particular, to a non-m onotonic dependence of the critical tem perature on the thickness dr ofa F=S bilayer which
w ill be discussed In the next section. L
In orderto calculatetheD O S wehave to use the noHn alization condition, Eq. C_2;7:),whjch isalso valid forthem atrix
elementsf andg . Thus, Prg weobtaln g = 1+ f?, which can be written ranallf asg 1+ £=2.
T hen the correction to the nom alized DOS In theF region r = ¢ 1 takes the fom

r (x) = Re(ff + £%)=4 : © 30)

Substituting Eq. @_:8) nto Eq.({-_z :d),we obtain nally the DO S vardation at the edge oftheF Im

£
P ) = (=4Re (—2)* ( ,shh( .d)) *+
F

+( shh( dr)) * @31)
InFIG.:_jwep]ottheﬁmctjon r () fordi erent thicknesses ¢ and h= = 20. It is seen that at zeroenergy = 0
theoogrectjontoDOS r ispositive orF Inswih dp = 08 ( whil it isnegative or Inswih dp = 05 ( where
0 = Dr= . Such a behavior of the DO S, which is typical for S/F system s, has been observed experin entally

OV,

10°

0,

3

-10 1

0 el !

FIG .3 Calculated change ofthe loca]pdensjty of states for a S/F bilayer at the outer F interface. T he solid line corresponds to
aF thicknessdr = 05 g, where ¢ = D = , whilk the dashed one correspondstodr = 08 . The latter curve ism uliplied
by a factor of 10.

by Kontos et al._2001) in a bilayer consisting of a thin PdNi Im (Gnm < dp < 75nm ) on the top of a thick

superconductor. The DO S was determ ined by tunnelling spectroscopy. T his type of dependence of y on dy can

also be obtained in N =S contacts but for nite energies . In the F=S contacts the energy is shifted, !

(tin ereversal sym m etry breaking) and this leads to a non-m onotonic dependence of r on the thickness dr even at

zero energy. O n the other hand, a non oscillatory behavior ofthe DOS ( ) hasbeen found recently in experimn ents

on Nb/CoFebiayers R eym ond et al,, 2000) . T he discrepancy between the existing theory and the experin entaldata

m ay be due to the an all thicknesses of the ferrom agnetic layer (0:5nm < dp < 2:5nm ) which is com parable w ith the
Fem iwave length ¢ 03nm . Strictly speaking, In this case the U sadel equation cannot be applied.

TheDOS in F=S structures was studied theoretically in m any papers. Halterm an and Valls (2002b) studied the

Tt is interesting to note that in the ballistic case ( h >> 1, is the m om entum relaxation tine) the DO S In the
F layer is constant in the m ain approxin ation in the parameter 1=( h) whilke in the di ustve case ( h << 1) &

h
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experiences the dam ped oscillations. T he reason for the constant D O S in the ballistic case is that both the partsof £
, the sym m etric and antisym m etric in the m om entum space, contribute to the DO S.E ach ofthem oscillates in space.
However, whilke In the di usive case the antisym m etric part is am all, in the ballistic case the contributions of both
parts to the DO S are equalto each other, but opposite In sign, thus com pensating each other.

Finally, we would ke to em phasize that both, the singlkt and triplet com ponents, contribute to the DOS.As it is
seen from Eq.Q 30), the changesoftheD O S can be represented in the o = Re (£ + £7)=4, which dem onstrates
explicitly this fact.

2. Transition tem permture

A s we have seen previously, the exchange eld a ects greatly the singlet pairing In conventional superconductors.
T herefore the critical tem perature of the superconducting transition T. is considerably reduced in S=F structures
w ith a high interface transparency.

TdK)

From the theoretical point of view the T. problem in a general case cannot be solved exactly. In m ost papers i
is assum ed that the transition to the superconducting state is of second order, ie. the order param eter varies
continuously from zero to a nite value w ith decreasing the tem perature T . H ow ever, generally this is not so.

Let us consider, for exam ple, a thin S=F bilayer w ith thicknesses cbeying the condition: d¢ < 5 ,ds < s, where
dr ;s arethe thicknessesoftheF (S) layer. In this case the U sadelequation can be averaged over the thickness (see for

an e ective exchange energy H and order param eter ~.
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Thisproblem can easily be solved. The G reen’s functionsg and £ are given by

7 (232)

q__

where E = ( H)? ~“2;,HA=oxnh, "=rs ,rg =1 5= pdr=(rdr + sds). In this case the Green’s
functions are uniform in space and have the sam e form as in a m agnetic superconductors or in a superconducting In
In a parallelm agnetic eld acting on the spins of electrons.

Thedi erence between the S=F bilayersystem and am agnetic superconductors is that the e ective exchange energy
A depends on the thickness of the F layer and m ay be signi cantly reduced in com parison w ith is valie in a bulk
ferrom agnet. A thin superconducting In in a strongm agnetic eld H = A= 3 ( gz isan e ective Bohrm agneton) is
described by the sam e G reen’s functions. T he behavior of these system sand, In paﬁ:cu]ar, the cr:i:caltem peratu]:e of

ofﬁ the hom ogeneous state is unstable and an inhom ogeneous state w ith the order param eter varying in space is
established in the system . This state, denoted as the FuldeFerreH arkin-O vchinnikov (LOFF) state. has not been
observed yet in bulk superconductors. In bilayered S=F system s such a state cannot be realized because of a short
m ean free path.

In the case of a rst order phase transition from the superconducting to the nom al state the order param eter
drops from a njre value to zero. T he study ofthjs transition requires the use of nonlinear equatjons for . ktwas

asS/F/s structure.

In the case of a second order phase transition one can linearize the corresponding equations (the E ilenberger or
U sadel equation) for the order param eter and use the G Inzburg-Landau expression for the free energy assum ing that
the tem perature T is close to the critical tem perature T.. Just this case was considered In m ost papers on this
topic. The critical tem perature of an S=F structure can be found from an equation which is obtained from the
selfconsistency condition Eq. @.4). In the M atsubara representation it has the form

X 1

- (1) G =) 233)
y Fnl

Tc

n—
TC

where T, is the critical tem perature In the absence of the proxin ity e ect and T_ is the critical tem perature w ith
taking Into account the proxin ity e ect.

The function f, is the condensate (Gor’kov) function in the superconductor; it is related to the function fs3( )
as fsz3@'!'ny) = fi;where !, = (2n + 1) is the M atsubara frequency. Strictly speaking, Eq.(r_2_.3_3) is vald for a
superconducting In with a thickness am aller than the coherence length g because in this case £, is aln ost constant
in space.

T he quasiclassical G reen’s fiinction £, obeys the U sadelequation (in the di usive case) or the m ore generalE ilen—
berger equation. O ne of these equations has to be solved by using the boundary conditions at the S=F interface (or
S=F interfaces in case of m ultilayered structures). This problem was solved In di erent situations In m any works
w here an oscillation och as a function ofthe F thicknesswas p]:edjcted (e FIG . :4 In m ost ofthese papers twas

case of an arbitrary angle between theM vectorsin two F layers separated by a superconducting ]ayer

A sm entioned previously, in this case the triplet com ponents w ith all pro fctions of the soin S of the C oopers pair
arise In the F=S=F structure. &kt was shown that T. dependson decreasing from amaxinum valie Topax @t = 0
toamihimum value TCm mnat = Wew JJlnot dJSCLlSS the prob]em of T, for S=F structures In detailbecause this

3. The Jossphson e ect In SF'S junctions

T he oscillations of the condensate function in the ferrom agnet (see Eq.@:Z:Q.)) lead to Interesting peculiarities not
only in the dependence T, ([dr ) but also in the Josephson e ect in the S=F=S Jjunctions. A Ifhough, as it has been
m entioned in the previous section, the experim ental results conceming the dependence T, (dr ) are still controversial,
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there is a m ore clear evidence for these oscillations In experin ents on the Josephson current m easurem ents that we
w ill discuss here.

Tt tums out that under certain conditions the Jossphson critical current I. changes its sign and becom es negative.
In this case the energy of the Josephson couplng Ey = (vI.=e)[l cos’ Jhasam himum in the ground state when
the phase di erence ’ J's equalnot to 0, as in oxdinary Josephson jmctjons, butto (the so called Junction).

N A 1bilayer, S isN b, I is the Jnsu]atjngA]gO3 ]ayerandF isathin 40A< dr < 150A) m agnetic layerofa P dN i
alloy. A 1l these structures exhibit oscillations of the critical current I.. In F IG _f'z the tem perature dependence of I,

Nb/CuNi/Nb
e® 00
2 200~ o* .
5 . : o.
N—r L]
-2 100 o .,
L J L] L]
% o .
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0 .".\ | | )
2 4 6 8
T(K)

thidkpess of the CuN i layer &5 d = 22nm . Adapted fom 'rB_ye%ap%_O_ bomov, R usanov, Veretennov, G obibov, and A arts
2ooh

m easured by R yazanov et al. (2001) is shown. It is seen that the critical current in the junction w ith d¢ = 27nm tums

to zero at T 2 K , rdses again w ith Increasing tem perature and reachesa maxinum at T 55K . Iftanpergmre
increases ﬁ,lrther, I. decreases. In FIG. -é we also show the dependenoe of I. on the thickness dr m easured by @ ]um.

0.04 7
| T=15K
. :
- -
<L 002~
.
m
0 | -
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a ferrom agnetic  —jinction. This current has been m easured by -B auer et al_(2004). Note also that the fractional
Shapiro steps In a ferrom agnetic —janction were ocbserved by 'S_e]_ll_EJ_f g‘g g]: _(2_0_0_4) at tem peratures at which the critical
current I. tums to zero.

O scillations of the Josephson critical current I. are related to the oscillatory behavior of the condensate function

f In space (see Eq.@;Z_Si)) . The critical current I. in a S=F'=S jinction can easily be obtained once the condensate
function In the F region is known. W e use the follow Ing form ula for the superconducting current Is in the di usive
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Iim i which follow s in the equilbrium case from a generalexpression (see A ppendix 7_3::)
X
Is = LyLz F (l T:4e) Tr(’\3[f+@ f+ =Q@x+ f @ f :@X]); (2.34)

!

where L, L, is the area of the interface and  is the conductivity ofthe F layer.

In the considered case of a non—zero phase di erence the condensate functions £ are m atrices in the particle—
hole space. If in Eq.@:3:4) Instead of £ wewritea 4 4 matrix forf, then is given by "= (@ ,o0s("=2)
in sin (" =2))"3: W e set the phase of the right (left) superconductor equalto ' =2. For sin plicity we assum e that
the overlap between the condensate functions £ iInduced in the F region by each superconductor is small. This
assum ption is correct in the case dr > > . Under this assum ption the condensate fiinction m ay be w ritten in the
form oftwo independently induced £ functions

£ @) = = ¢ p)inliexp( &+ & =2)
+ "rexp( ( x+d=2)I 2 35)
Here Ar(l) is the order param eter in the right (left) superconductor. Substituting Eqg {:-B) nto Eq.@zg),we get
I,  Ish() = 4 T@yL,) r=(r 7)exp( d=¢)
X 2
cos@r=r) — 5z sh’: (2.36)
+ !
W hen deriving Eq{-_2: :6),jtwa§_a_ssumedthatthe exchange energy h ismuch larger than both T and
Calculating the sum i Eq. .36), we come to the nalfomul fr the critical current
L= tanh(=2T) r=(r 2)exp( d=r)cos@r=r): 2.37)

A s expected, according to E q.é:3:7:) the critical current oscillates w ith varying the thickness of the ferrom agnet dr .
T he period of these oscillations gives the value of ¢ and therefore the _vg]ue of the exchange energy h:For exam ple,
according to the experin ents on Nb/CuN iperform ed by B lum et al (2002) 110m eV , which is a quite reasonable

be obtained only in the case of an exchange energy h com parabl w ith (at least, the ratio h= should not be
too large). If the exchange energy were not too ]a_rqe_,_t{‘le e ec_tg'ye penetration length g ,fr would be tem perature
dependent A cocording to estin ates presented by Ryazanov etal h 30K , thch m eans that the exchange energy

reference h 35m ev).
The oondjtjons under w hich the state is J:eahzed in S=F —S Josephson _]Jl'lCtJOl’lS Ofdl erent types were studJed

I. was calculated for parallel and antiparallel m agnetization orientations in both ba]sttjc and di usive lim its. &
tums out that in such a junction the current I, is lJarger for the antiparallel orientation.

et ai_-(_égc_)-l_-c} In this case not only the singlkt and triplet com ponent w ith pro®ction S, = 0, but also the triplet
com ponent wih S, = 1 arises in the ferrom agnet. The last com ponent penetrates the ferrom agnet over a large
length of the order of y and contributes to the Jossphson current. In FIG -j the tem perature dependence of the
critical current ispresented fordi erent valuesofQ ;whereQ = 2 =L, ,L, istheperiod ofthe spatialrotation ofthe
m agnetization and listhem ean free path. It is seen that at Q = 0 (hom ogeneous ferrom agnet) and low tem peratures
T the critical current I, is negative ( state), whhereas w ith Increasing tem perature, I becom es positive (0  state).
IfQ increases, the Interval of negative I. gets narrower and disappears com pltely at Q1 004, that is, the S=F=S
structure w ith a non-hom ogeneousM is an ordinary Josephson jinction w ith a positive critical current.

Tt is interesting to note that the -type Josephson coupling m ay also be realized in S=N =S junctions provided
the distrdbution function of quasiparticles n( ) in the N region deviates signi cantly from the equilbrium . This
deviation m ay be achieved w ith the aid of a non-equilbrium quasiparticles in pction through an additional electrode
In a mulierm inal S=N =S -Junction. T he Jossphson current in such a junction is again determ ined by Eq.(:2-_.3:4) n
which onehastoputh= 0;f, = £ and rplacetanh( )= @ 2n( ))by @=2)fkanh(( + &V ) )+ tanh (( av)
whereV isa voltage di erence between N and S electrodes.

)1;
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0.02}

FIG .7 Dependence of the critical current on T forh = 006, o = 003, d=1= and di erent values ofQ 1. Here is the
m om entum relaxation tim e.

At a certain valie of V the critical current changes sign. Thus, there is som e analogy between the sign reversal
e ect n a S=F'=S jinction and the one in a m ultiterm inal S=N =S -Junction under non-equilbrium conditions.

Indeed, when calculating Is In a multiterm inal S=N =S jinction one can shift the energy by eV or &V . Then
the function (1=2)fanh (( + V) )+ tanh (( eV ) )]istransform ed into tanh ( ) whilk in the other fiinctions one
perfom s the substitution ! eV . So, we see that €V is analogous to the exchange energy h that appears In the
case ofa S=F'=S jinction.

The sign reversale ect in a m ultierm inal S=N =S Jjunction under non-equilbrium conditions hasbeen cbserved by

function in the ferrom agnet and the possibility of sw itching between the 0 and the -state.

II. ODD TRIPLET SUPERCONDUCTIVITY N S/F STRUCTURES

A . Conventional and unconventional superconductivity

overm any years only one type of superconductivity was observed In experin ents. T his type is characterized by the
s-w ave pairing betw een the electronsw ith opposite spin orientations due to the electron-phonon interaction. It can be
called conventional since it is observed In m ost superconductors w ith critical tem perature below 20 K (the so—called
low tem perature superconductors).

perature of 30K . Thiswasthe rst known high-T. copper-oxide (cuprate) superconductor. N ow adaysm any cuprates
have been discovered w ith criticaltem peratures above the tem perature of liquid nitrogen. T hese superconductors (the
so called high T. superconductors) show In generala d-wave symm etry and, like the conventional superconductors,

are in a singlet state. That is, the order param eter is represented in the fom : = (i3) ,where 5 is
the Paulim atrix in the spin space. The di erence between the s and d pairing is due to a di erent dependence of the
order param eter on the Ferm im om entum p r = ~kr . In isotropic conventional superconductors is a k—(@In ost)

Independent quantity. In anisotropic conventional superconductors depends on the k ¢ direction but it does not
change sign as a function of the m om entum ky orientation In space. In high T. superconductors w here the d-wave
pairing occurs, the order param eter (k r ) changes sign at certain points at the Fermm i surface.

O n the other hand, the Pauliprinciple requires the function ( r) to be an even function of ky, which in poses
certain restrictions for the dependence of the order param eter on the Ferm im om entum . For exam ple, or d-pairing
the orderparam eterisgivenby (k)= )k 2 kf,),where kyx;y are the com ponents ofthe ky vectorin theCu O
plane. Thism eans that the order param eter m ay have either positive or negative sign depending on the direction.

T he change of the sign of the order param eter leads to di erent physical e ects. For exam ple, if a Josephson
Junction consists oftwo high T. superconductors w ith properly chosen crystallographic orientations, the ground state
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ofthe system m ay correspond to the phase di erence’ = ( Janction). In som e high T. superconductors the order

A nother type ofpairing, the spin-triplet superconductivity, has been discovered in m aterials w ith strong electronic
correlations. The triplet superconductivity has been found in heavy fermm ion interm etallic com pounds and also in

study the superconducting properties of strontiim ruthenate SryRuO,. Convincing experin ental data have been
obtained In favor of the triplet, p-w ave superconductiviy. For m ore details we refer the reader to the review articles
D ue to the fact that the condensate fiinction < (r;t) @%t% > must be an odd function w ith respect to the
pem utations $ ;r$ ° requaltines, t= t9, the wave fiinction of a triplet C ooper pair has to be an odd
function of the orbitalm om entum , that is, the orbital angularm omentum L is an odd number: L = 1 (o-wave), 3
etc. T hus, the superconducting condensate is sensitive to the presence of In purities. O nly the s-wave (L = 0) singlt
condensate is not sensitive to the scattering by nonm agnetic in purities (A nderson theorem ). In contrgst, the p-wave
gondensate In an in purem aterialis suppressed by in purities and therefore the order param eter = 4 k)
< ;) %t > isalso suppressed {Larkin, 1969). That is why the superconductivity in in pure Sr,RuO 4

k
sam ples has not been observed. In order to observe the triplet p-wave superconductivity (or another orbital order

param eter w ith higher odd L), one needs to use clean sam ples of appropriate m aterials.

At st glance one cannot avoid this fact and there is no hope to see a non-conventional superconductivity in
In pure m aterials. H owever, another nontrivial possibility for the triplet pairing exists. The Pauli principle in poses
restrictions on the ooge]atjon function < (r;t) ;1) > x forequaltines. In the M atsubara representation this
means that the sum |, < ; ) % % >y, must change sign under the pem utation r $ 1° (or the triplet
pairing the diagonalm atrix elements ( = ) of these correlation functions are not zero). This in plies that the sum

;< € ) « 9> k;! has to be either an odd function ofk or just tum to zero. T he latter possibility does
notm ean that the pairing m ust vanish. It can rem ain nite if the average < @« ) « 9> k;1 isan odd function
of the M atsubara frequency ! (in this case it must be an even function ofk): Then the sum over all frequencies is
zero and therefore the Pauliprinciple for the equaltin e correlation fiinctions is not violated.

T his type ofpairing was rst suggested ]%y Berezinskii (1973) as a possbl m echanisn of super uidity in SHe.He
assum ed that the orderparam eter (!) / Lx < € ) % O)>k;! isan odd function of! : (!) = ( 1).

H ow ever, experin ents on super uid *H e have shown that the Berezinskii state is only a hypothetical state and the
ppairing in 3H e has di erent symm etries. A s it is known nowadays, the condensate in >H e is antisym m etric in the
momentum space and symm etric (triplet) in the soin space. Thus, the Berezinskii hypothetical pairing m echanism

rem ained unrealized for few decades.

However, In recent theoretical works it was fund that a superconducting state sim flar to the one suggested by
In the next sections we w ill analyze this new type of the superconductivity w ith the triplet pairing that is odd in the
frequency and even in the m om entum . T his pairing is possibl not only in the clean lim it but also in sam plesw ith a
high in purity concentration.

Tt is in portant to note that, In soite of the sim ilarity, there is a di erence between this new superconducting state
In the S=F structures and that proposed by Berezinskii. In the S=F structures both the singlet and triplet types of
the condensate £ coexist. H ow ever, the order param eter isnot equalto zero only In the S region (We assum e that
the superconducting coupling In the F region is zero) and is detem ined there by the singlet part of the condensate
only. T his contrasts the B erezinskii state w here the order param eter should contains a triplet com ponent.

N ote that attem pts to nd conditions for the existence of the odd superconductivity were undertaken in several

W ewould lke to em phasize that, w hile theories ofunconventional superconductivity are often based on the presence
of strong correlations where one has to use a phenom enology, the triplet state lnduced in the S=F structures can be
studied w ithin the fram ework of the BCS theory, which is valid in the weak-coupling lim it. This fact drastically
sin pli es the problem not only from the theoretical, but also from experim ental point of view since well known
superconductors grown in a controlled way m ay be used in order to detect the triplet com ponent.

W e sum m arize the properties of this new type of superconductivity which we speak of as tripkt odd superconduc—
tivity :

Tt contains the triplet com ponent. In particular the com ponents w ith proction § = 1 on the direction of
the eld are insensitive to the presence of an exchange eld and therefore long-range proxin iy e ects arise In
S=F structures.
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In the dirty lim it it hasa s{wave sym m etry. T he condensate function iseven in them om entum p and therefore,
contrary to other unconventional superconductors, is not destroyed by the presence of non-m agnetic i purities.

T he triplet condensate finction is odd in frequency.

Beforewe tum to a quantitative analysis ket usm ake the last rem ark: we assum e that in the ferrom agnetic regionsno
attractive electron-electron interaction exists, and therefore = 0 In the F regions. T he superconducting condensate
arises in the ferrom agnet only due to the proxin ity e ect. This willbecom e m ore clear later.

A nother type of triplet superconductivity In the S=F structures that di ers from the one considered in this review

also In the pwave triplet channel. The soin-orbit interaction m ixes both the triplet and singlet com ponents. T hen,
the triplet com ponent can penetrate into the F region over a large distance. ~  _ __ \
H ow ever, in contrast to odd superconductivity, the triplet com ponent analyzed by £ delstein isodd in them om entum

and thereforem ust be destroyed by scattering on ordinary nonm agnetic m purities. T histype oftriplet com ponent w as
also studied in 2-dim ensionalsystem sand in S=N structures in the presence of the R ashba-type spin-orbit interaction

B. O0dd trplkt com ponent (hom ogeneous m agnetization)

A swe havem entioned in section ::]'_EJ%:, even In the case ofa hom ogeneousm agnetization the triplet com ponent w ith
the zero pro gction S, = 0 ofthe totalspin on the direction ofthem agnetic eld appearsin the S=F structure. Unlke
the singlet com ponent it is an odd function ofthe M atsubara frequency ! . In order to see this, we ook for a solution
ofthe U sadelequation in the M atsubara representation. In this representation the linearized U sadel equation for the
ferrom agnet takes the form

Dp@*fr=@x® 203 F dh "5)fr =0; (CND)
where ! = T (2n+ 1) is the M atsubara frequency and h, = sgn (! )h.
The solution of Eq. B.J)) corresponding to Eq.{2.29) can be w ritten as
f )= (=1, () r)expl (1)x) : B2)
where
Pp—
()= 233 ih)=Dr 33)

P—
and = ! 2+ 2 .

For the am plitudes of the triplet (£, = (E + £ )=2) and sihglkt (f5 = (£ f )=2) com ponents we get in the
ferrom agnet

)x)  exp( (!)x)

exp( + (
+ () )

fa,0(0;x)= (=21 #)E

]: 34)

Egs. @;2) and @:4) show thatboth the singlet and the triplet com ponentw ith S, = 0 ofthe condensate functionsdecay
In the ferrom agnet on the scale ofRe ; having oscillationswih Im . . Takihg into account that 4+ (V) = « "),
we see that f3 (! ) isan even function of ! ; whereas the am plitude of the triplet com ponent, f; (! ), isan odd ﬁmc_tjgn
of ! . The m xing between the triplet and singlet com ponents is due to the term proportionalto h; 3 in Eq.C_B;],') .
This term breaks the tin ereversal sym m etry.

D ue to the proxin ity e ect the triplet com ponent £ penetrates also Into the superconductor and the characteristic
length of the decay is the coherence length s . The spatial dependence of this com ponent inside the superconductor
can be und provided the U sadel equation is linearized w ith respect to a deviation of the f\s m atrix from isbulk
BCS form fp cs - In the presence of an exchange eld the G reen’s functions g are 4 4 m atrices in the particle-holk
and son space. In the case of a hom ogeneous m agnetization they can be represented as a sum oftwo tem s (the *
m atrices operate in the particle-hole space)

g= g%+ fiy ; (3.5)
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where § and £ are m atrices in the soin space.
In a buk superconductor these m atrices are equalto

Gscs = Gacs (1% facs = facs (1) 5 (3.6)
where
FBes ()= !=1;fHes (V)= =1 ,: 3.7)
and , =TT 2.
W e. linearize now the U sadel equation w ith respect to a smalldeviation g s+ fSiAz = Js Gcs and

obtain for the condensate fiinction f\s in the superconductor the follow Ing equation
@=ex®) fs % f5=2i( =D s)Fcs"3; 38)

where é = 2p (!2+ 2)=Dg and (x) is a deviation of the superconducting order param eter from itsBCS value
n the buk. o

A solution for Eq.{_3_.£}) determm ines the triplet com ponent f57 and a correction f53 to the singlet com ponent.
To nd the component f53 isa much more di cult task than to nd £ because (x) is a function of x and,
In its tum, is detemm ined by the am plitude f3: T herefore, the singlet com ponent f53 obeys a non-linear integro—

allow Ing a sim ple num erical solution.
O n the contrary, the triplet com ponent f5( proportionalto *y can be found exactly (in the linear approxin ation).
T he solution for £y (0) takes the fom

Hox)= HoO)exp( s (!1)x): (3.9)
The constant £ (0) can be found from the boundary condition (see Appendix 5,')
@ fHoX)=C@xF}-0= froO)=¢5 : (3.10)

As llows from this equation, the triplet com ponent In the superconductor f5o has the same symm etry as the
com ponent fr (; that is, i is odd in frequency. So, the triplet com ponent of the condensate is inevitably generated
by the exchange eld both In the ferrom agnet and superconductor. Both the singlket com ponent and the triplet
com ponent w ith S = 0 decay fast in the ferrom agnet because the exchange eld h isusually very large (seeEq. (:_3;3,")) .
At the sam e tim g, the triplet com ponent decaysm uch slower in the superconductor because the Inverse characteristic
length ofthe decay ks ismuch an aller.

To illustrate som e consequences of the presence of the triplet com ponent in the superconductor, we use the fact
that the nom alization condition ¢ = 1 results in the relation

93 = f3fo (311)

T he function gy entering Eq. (:_3 .1-_') determm ines the change of the localDO S

()=Reg() (312)
w hile the function gs determ ines the m agneticm om ent M , of the itinerant electrons (see A ppendix :_A-j)
X
M,= g 1T gz (!) (3.13)

W e see that the appearance of the triplet com ponent in the superconductor leads to a nite m agneticm om ent in the
S-—region, which can be spoken of as an Inverse proxin ity e ect. This problem will be discussed in m ore detail in
section V_B,.

Thus, even in the case of a hom ogeneous m agnetization, the triplet com ponent with S, = 0 arises in the S=F

T his com ponent, as well as the singlet one, penetrates the ferrom agnet over a short length r because i consists of
averages of tw o operatorsw ith opposite spins< «» 4 > and is strongly suppressed by the exchange eld. The triplt
com ponent w ith progctions S, = 1 on the direction ofthe eld results in m ore Interesting properties of the system
since it is not suppressed by the exchange interaction. It can be generated by a non-hom ogeneous m agnetization as
we w ill discuss in the next section.
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C. Trpkt odd superconductiviy ( lhhom ogeneous m agnetization)

A coording to the results of the last section the presence of an exchange eld lads to the fom ation of the triplet
com ponent of the condensate finction. In a hom ogeneous exchange eld, only the com ponent w ith the pro jction
S,z = 0 is induced.

A naturalquestion arises: C an the other com ponentswith S, = 1 be induced? Ifthey could, thiswould lead to a
long range penetration ofthe superconducting correlations into the ferrom agnet because these com ponents corresoond
to the correlationsofthe type <« «» > wih parallel spins and are not as sensitive to the exchange eld as the other
ones.

In what ollow swe analyze som e exam ples of S=F structures in which all progctions of the triplet com ponent are
Induced. The comm on feature of these structures is that the m agnetization is nonhom ogeneous.

In order to determm ine the structure of the condensate we w ill use as before the m ethod of quasiclassical G reen’s
functions. T hisallow susto Investigate all Interesting phenom ena except those that are related to quantum interference
e ects.

The m ethod of the quasiclassical G reen’s functions can be used at spatial scalesm uch longer than the Fem iwave
length 3. A swe havem entioned already, in order to describe the S=F structures the G reen’s fiinctionshavetobe 4 4
m atrices in the particle-hole and soin space. Such 4 4 m atrix G reen’s fiinctions (ot necessarily n the quasiclassical

In the presence of the exchange eld sin ilarto the E ﬂenl_)erger and U sadel equations can be derived in the sam e way
as the one used in the non-m agnetic case (see A ppendix :A:) . Forexam ple, a generalization ofthe E ilenberger equation

w as presented by B ergeret, E fetov, and Larkin_(2000) and applied to the study of cryptoferrom agnetiam .

1. F/S/F tdhyer structure

W e start the analysis ofthe non-hom ogeneous case by considering the F =S=F system shown in FIG -rg . The structure
consists ofone S layer and two F layers w th m agnetizations inclined at the angle w ith respect to the z-axis (in
the yz plane).

—a a

! !

‘(dls’“dF) -ds dg ds;d:x

FIG .8 Trilayer geom etry. T he m agnetization of the left (right) F layerm akes an angle ( ) with the z-axis.

W e want to dem onstrate now that the triplet com ponent with S, = 1 neviably arises due to the overlap of the
triplet com ponents generated by the ferrom agnetic layers in the S layer. It isnot di cult to understand why it should
be so.

A s we have seen in the previous section, each of the layers generates the triplet com ponent w ith the zero total
progction of the soin, S, = 0; on the direction of the exchange eld. If the m agnetic m om ents of the layers are
collinear to each other (parallel or antiparallel), the total pro gction rem ains zero. However, if the m om ents of the
ferrom agnetic layers are not collinear the superposition of the triplet com ponents com ing from the di erent layers
should have all possible pro fctions of the total spin.
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From this argum ent we can expect the generation of the triplet com ponent w ith all profctions of the total spin
provj%ed the thickness of the S layer is not too large. Since the only relevant length in the superconductors is
s D s= T., we assum e that the thickness of the superconducting layer S does not exceed this length.
Now we perform explicit calculations that support the qualitative conclusion about the generation of the triplet
com ponent w ith allpro ectionsofthe totalsoin. W e consider the di usive case w hen the U sadelequation is applicable.
T hism eans that the condition

h << 1 (3.14)
isassum ed to be fi1l lled ( is the elastic scattering tin e) . _
T he linearized U sadelequation in the F region takes the form (see A ppendix .7_—\:)

2
@7 f ?f+7h “P3;fk cos  4[%iflsn = 0; (3.15)

where f isa 4 4 m atrix (condensate function) which isassumed to be smalland [%;f}L = "3£f£+ £:*5. Thewave

vectors |, and 1y entering Eq. (3.15) have the fom
= 29 ¥D (3.16)
and
= 2hsgn!=D ¢ 3.17)

T he m agnetization vector M lies In the (yv;z)-plane and has the components:M = M f0; sih ;cos g. The sign
\+" (\ ") corresponds to the right (left) F In . W e consider here the sin plest case of a highly transparent S=F
Interface and tem peratures close to the critical tem perature of the superconducting transition T.. In this case the
function f, being an all, obeys a linear equation sin ilar to Eqg. C3 g)

@%f=0x?) 2f=2i( =D 5)Ffcs; (3.18)
where % =23 3Ds.
T he boundary conditions at the S=F interfaces are

fe=as+0 = fx=qs o0 (3.19)
@f=@x)y = @f=@x)} : (320)
where = g= s and F (s) jsthe conductivity in the En:om agnet (supemonductor)

2003).
A solution PrEgs.B.158.1§) with the boundary conditions {3.19443.2() can easily be found. The m atrix f can be
represented as

£f=1iv fH+in £ 321)
where
fi=b &) fo=13&®) "+ by ®) s 322)

In the ket F layer the functions by x) are to be replaced by by X): For sin plicity we assum e that the thickness of the

F' Insdr exceeds p (the case ofan arbitrary dr was analyzed by B ergeret et al 2003 . U sing the representation,

Egs. {321822),we nd the finctionsb; x) and by (x). They are decaying exponential fiinctions and can be w ritten
as

b ®)=Dbeexp( (& d));b &) =beexp( &+ ds)) 323)

Substituting E q.{j3:2:3) nto E qs.@zlzi)—@ :123), we obtain a set of Iinear equations for the coe cientsby : T he condition
for the existence of non-trivial solutions yields an equation for the eigenvalues :This equation reads

(2 5 5+ f1=o 3B 24)
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Eq. (324) is of the sixth order and therefore has six solutions. T hree of these solutions should be discarded because
the corresponding to by x) grow when going away from the interface. The rem aining three solutions of Eq. {_3_.2_4)
give three di erent physicalvalues of

If the exchange energy h is su ciently large h > > fT; g), the eigenvalues are

= 325)
1 Dn 326)

W e see that these solutions are com pletely di erent. The roots proportionalto , (f. Eqg. [3:1:1)), are very
large and therefore the corresponding solutions by (s) decay very fast (sin ilar to the singlet com ponent). T his is the
solution that exists for a hom ogeneous m agnetization (collinear m agnetization vectors).

In contrast, the value or given by Eq. {3:2:5), ismuch smaller (see Eq. {3:1:6)) and corresponds to a slow decay
of the superconducting correlations. T he solutions corresponding to the root given by Eq.(3 ;2_3) describe a Iong-—range
penetration of the triplt com ponent into the ferrom agnetic region. For each root one can easily cbtain relations
between the coe cientsby x). Asa resul, we obtain

bi&) = be @& %)

h i
sin k}.’ﬂre + (x ds) b: e (x ds) 327
bk = tan e % %) .
h i
s byre * (x ds) B e (x ds) (328)
and
by)=In: exp( + & &))+ gy exp( & &) (329)

T he function by (x) is the am plitude ofthe triplet com ponent penetrating nto the F region over a long distance ofthe
o_rc_igr _o_f o 1 y : Isvalue aswell as the values of the other functions by (x) is found from the boundary conditions
.19 20) at the S=F interfaces.

W hat rem ains to be done is to m atch the solutions for the superconductor and the ferrom agnets at the interfaces

between them . The solution for the superconductor satis eskEq. @.18) and can be w ritten as

fax) = =iE , + azcosh( sx) (3.30)
fo &) = apcosh( sx) (3.31)
f1 ®) = a;sinh(sx); (3.32)

whereE, = _P 2+ 20
M atching these so]utJons wih Egs. @.2743 .29 at the S=F interfaces we obtain the coe cientsb and b, aswell
asax.Notethatly; =y andb = b :Although the solution can be found for arbitrary param eters entering the

equations, we present here for breviy the expressions forls and b, In som e 1lim iting cases only.
Let us consider rst the case when the parameter = 5 is an all, that is, we assum e the condition

<< 1 (3.33)

to be fi1l lled.

Here ;s isthe density of states In the ferrom agnet and superconductor, respectively (in the quasiclassicalapprox—
In ation the DO S for electrons w ith soin up and spin down isnearly the same: h << ). The condition, Eq. @;3:3),
can be ful lled nthe lIm it Dy << Dg. Taking, orexample, & s; F 30A and X 300A,we ndthath
should be an aller than 30T..

In this Iim it the coe clentsb ;3 and a; can be written in a rather sin ple form

2 n s cod
b — — ) (334)
E, s shh@ g)

7 (3.35)
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h 1
az = RN ——

- ; — 7 (336)
iE, s shh@ g)

where = gdg:

As follows from the rst of these equations, EqQ. (;:3;3_73), the correction to the buk BCS solution for the singlet
com ponent is an all in this approxin ation and this jisti es our approach.

At the S=F interface the am plitude of the triplet com ponent by is sm all in com parison w ith the m agnitude of the
sihglet one by . However the triplet com ponent decays over a long distance y while the singlkt one vanishes at
distances exceeding the short length ¢ . The am plitudesb, and by becom e com parable if the param eter ,= 5 is
of the order of uniy. .

It ollow s also from EQ.(3. _4) that the am plitude of the triplet com ponent by is zero in the case ofoo]hhearvec%ors
of m agnetization, ie. at = O or = =2. It reaches the maxinum at the ang]% n forwhich sh , = 1= 3.
T herefore the m axinum angle-dependent factor in Eq.834) issin , cof , = 2=3 3  0:385:

One can see from Eq.{3:.3:4) thatpbl becom es exponentially am all if the thickness ds of the S Im s signi cantly
exceeds the ocoherence length g Dgs= T.. Thismeans that in order to have a considerable penetration of the
superconducting condensate into the ferrom agnet one should not m ake the superconducting layer too thick.

O n the other hand, if the thickness ds is too am allthe critical tem perature T, is suppressed. In order to avoid this
suppression one has to use, for Instance, an F=S=F structurewith a sn allw idth ofthe F Im s. Sin ilar system swere

studied .

Another lin iting case that allow s a com paratively sin ple solution is the lin it of sn allangles ¢ okov et al, 2003)
but an arbitrary parameter »= 5,EqQ. @;3_3) .Atanallangls the am plitudesofthe triplet and singlet com ponent
are given by the follow ing form ulae

sin ( n=s)tanh g

— 2 } 3.37)
E, cosh® sjtanh s+ ( n=35)F @+ ( n=gs)tanh g)

4

1
bs 7 (3.38)

2jE[l+ ( =s)tal'1h S

1 ZAREN

-(ds+dF) -ds ds ds+dr

FIG.9 The spatial dependence of Im (SC) (%ashed line) and fjhe longrange part of Re(TC) (solid line). W e have chosen
F= s = O:2,h=Tc = 50, FRp=f = 0:05,dg Tc=Dgs = 2,ds Tc=Dgs = 04 and = =4.Thedjscontinujtyof‘dleTC at

In FIG :_9 we plot the spatial dependence of the triplet (TC) and singlet (SC) com ponents n a F=S=F structure.
It is seen from this gure that, as expected, the triplet com ponent decays slow Iy, whereas the singlet com ponent
decays fast over the short length . For this reason, In a m ultilayered S=F structure w ith a varying direction of the
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m agnetization vector M and thick F layers (, << dr ) a Josephson-like coupling between neighboring layers can
be realized via the odd triplet com ponent. In this case the In-plane superconductivity is caused by both triplet and
singlet com ponents. P roperties of such S/F m ulilayered structures w ill be discussed in the next chapter.

Let usm ention an In portant fact. T he quasiclassical G reen’s function g #) In the di usive case can be expanded
In spherical ham onics. In the present approach, only the rst two tem s of this expansion are taken into acoount
such that

9= Jsym + Jas cOs# (3.39)

where # is the angle between them om entum p and the x-axis, and gas =  Igym @Qsyn =€x is the antisym m etric part
ofg@#) and geyn is the isotropic part of g (#), which does not depend on #. T he antisym m etric part of g determ ines
the electric current in the system .

H igher order term s In the expansion ofg are an all in the di usive lin it and can be neglected. In the case ofa weak
proxim iy e ect the antisym m etric part of the condensate function in the F region can be w ritten as

fas cos# 13 %son! Qfgym =@x cos# : (3.40)

T his expression Hllow s from the fact that g £ “sgn! (correctionsto gy are proportionalto f2).Eq. {3.44)
holds for both the singlet and triplet com ponents. .

A s we have clari ed previously, the symm etric part fy is an odd function of ! . Thus, according to Eq.@;3_8) the
antisym m etric part is an even fiinction of ! so that the total condensate function £ = £, + f; cos# is neither odd nor
even function of ! . However, In the di usive 1im it it is still legitin ate to speak about the odd superconductiviy since
the sym m etric part ism uch larger than antisym m etric part of £.

If the parameter h  is not am all, ie. the system is not di usive, the symm etric and antisym m etric parts are
com parable, and one cannot soeak of the odd superconductivity. A 1l this distinguishes the superconductivity in S=F

(!) was an odd function of ! . In our discussion it is assum ed that the order param eter isan ! Independent
quantity and it is determm ined by the singlet com ponent of the condensate function fj.

2. Doman wallat the S/F interface

In the previous section we have seen how the generation of the triplet com ponent takes place. T he appearance of
this com ponent lads to long range e ects in a structure where the anglk between the directions of m agnetization
In the di erent layers can be changed experin entally. T his is an exam pl of a situation when the long range triplet
com ponent of the superconducting condensate can be produced under arti cial experim ental conditions.

In this section we show that the conditionsunderw hich the triplet long range superconducting correlationsoccur are
considerably m ore general. Tt is wellknown that the m agnetization of any ferrom agnet can be quite inhom ogeneous
due to the presence of dom ain walls. They are especially probable near Interfaces between the ferrom agnets and
otherm aterials. T herefore, m aking an interface betw een the ferrom agnets and superconductors one produces alm ost
nevitably dom ain walls, and one should take special care to get rid o them . In this section we consider a dom ain

i F
S 0 w L
[ S ]
Fbi—* F
[ S |
FIG.10 S/F structure with a domain wall in the region 0 < x < w. In this region = Qx, where Q is the wave vector

which describes the spiral structure of the dom ain wall. For x > w it is assum ed that the m agnetization is hom ogeneous, ie.
W x>w)=Qw.

wall Ike structure and show that it will also kad to the triplet ong range correlations. This structure is shown
schem atically n FIG . :;Lg Tt consists of a S=F bilayer w ith a non-hom ogeneous m agnetization in the F layer. W e
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assum e for sin plicity that the m agnetization vectorM = M (0;sin (X);c0s (X)) rotates in the F  Im starting from
the S=F interface (x = 0) and the rotation angl has a sin ple piecew ise x-dependence

x) = 0x; 0<x<w (3.41)

=Qw; w<X

This form m eans that the M vector is aligned parallel to the z-axis at the S=F interface and rotates by the angle
w &  W)) overthe length w (W may be the width ofa dom ain wall). At x > w the orientation of the vectorM is
xed.

W e calculate the condensate fiinction in the F region and show that it contains the lIong range triplet com ponent

(LRTC).A s In the preceding section, we assum e that the condensate function in the ¥ region is an all. T he an allness

of £ in this case is either due to a m igm atch of the Fem ivelocities in the superconductor and ferrom agnet or due to

a possible potential barrier at the S=F interface. In such cases the transparency of the interface is sm alland only a

an all portion of the superconducting electrons penetrates the ferrom agnet.

D ue to the an allness ofthe transparency ofthe interface the function £ can experience a jum p at the S=F Jnterﬁoe,

w hich contrasts the preceding case. T he boundary condition forthe 4 4 m atrixf hasthe same form asin Eqg.( u2 .21)

F@f= 15 (342)

The function fs on the right-had side is the condensate m atrix G reen’s fiinction In the superconductor that, in the
1lim it considered here, should be close to the bulk solution

fs = fgcsi™ 73 (343)

We have to so]ye again Eq. @ 15 ) wih the boundary oonthJons @ 42) Thereﬁ)re we assum e that the dom ain wall

200__].
The problem of nding the condensate fiinctions in the case of the m agnetization varying continuously In space is
m ore di cul than the previousone because the angle dependsnow on x. H owever, one can use a trick that helpsto
solve the problem , nam ely, we exclude the dependence (x) Introducing a new m atrix £, related to £ via an unitary
transform ation (@ rotation in the particle-hol and spin-space)

f=UL,0" (3.44)

where U = exp (1™ 1 X)=2): .
Perform ing this transform ation we obtain Instead of Eq.(3. _3) a new equation
@, O'=2)f, Th +iplsifad
02

7(A1an1) t 1055 =0 (3.45)

C orrespondingly, the boundary condition, Eq. [3:4:2) , takes the form
FEQ=2)i"%s[";fn } + @f, =@xg= £ (3.46)

Eqg. @ 43) com plem ented by this boundary condition has to be solved in the region 0 < x < w. In the region w < X
one needs to solve Eq.( 8.15) wih Q = 0. Both the solutions should be m atched at x = w under the assum ption that
there is no barrier at this point. T herefore, the m atrix £, and its "generalized" derivative should be continuous at
X=W

fo k=w 0 = fn k=w+o (347)

Q . .
El/\f% [Al;fn]-l— + @xfn *=w 0% @xfn K=w+0 (3.48)

In this case the solution has the sam e structure asEq { :],) but an all changes should be done. The eigenvalues
obey the equation

(2 o $)Y+40%%1(* D+ 4% o 21=0 (3.49)
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where 7, aredeterm ined in Egs.@16/3.17).The eigenvalue given by Eq. B25) changes. Now it is equalto

2=0%+ 7 (350)

w hile the elgenvaluies ;Eq. (_3:2:6), rem ain unchanged provided the condition

Q; 1 << p (351)
is ful Iled.
In the opposite lim it of large Q > > 4, the eigenvalues take the form
. 2 P
= QI ig= 20°); (352)

Thus, in this 1im it is Im agihary in the m ain approxin ation, which m eans that the function f, (x) oscillates fast in
space w ith the perdiod 2 =Q . In this case the eigenvalues {3 _.5_d) change also and have the form

|:7‘u>

2= %+ (3.53)

[}

Q

T herefore the lim i of a very fast rotating m agnetization ( ,=Q ! 0) is anaﬁogous to the case of a nom alm etal,
ie. when the condensate penetrates the ferrom agnet over the length ! D=2 T which is the characteristic
penetration length of the condensate in a S/N system . .

M ore Interesting and realistic is the opposite 1im it when the condition ('_ ;5_]:) is 1l lled and the long-range pene—
tration of the triplet com ponent into the ferrom agnet becom es possible.

In the lin it of large 4, Eqg. @:5_]:)), the singlet com ponent penetrates the ferrom agnet over a short length ofthe
order y = 1= y whilk the LRTC penetrates over the length =g . As Pllows from Eqg. @;5:(1), this penetration
length isabout 1=Q (provided w= , is an aller than the length y ).

Egs.21,'323) wih the functions by (x), i= 0;1;3 given by the Hllow ing form ulae

b )= Iy exp( gx)+ Iy exp( oXx) (3.54)
by @)= B+ exp( +x)+by exp( x) (355)

and
b3 x) = s+ exp( +x)+ bz exp( X) (3.56)

In the region w < x the solution for the condensate fiinction f,, takes the form
fh =% Ao exp( & w)) 357

where ¢, isa coe cient that has to be found by m atching the solutions at x = w.

Temm s of the order ofQ = , are sm alland they are om itted now . .

Then we nd from the matching conditions at the S=F interface, Eq. @;_8), the follow ng relations for the
coe cients

by = —2CS (3.58)
2 g
and
bp= Iy = Q=9)ls: B) (3.59)

(the param eter ¢ given by Eq. @:4:2))

One can see from_the above equations that the condensate function i jis sm allprovided param eter j g jis large.
Tt ollow s from Eg. {_3_.5_9) that the am plitude ofthe LRT C , I, , isnot zero only ifthem agnetization isnonhom ogeneous,
ie,060:

M atching the solutions 3.54357) at x = w,we nd forthe am plitude of the LRTC

if; hsgn! =D
o= 0 16 £ (3.60)
2 r gshh ,+ ,c0sh , J:FRe s
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where , = Qw is the total anglk of the m agnetization rotation. A s i has been m entioned, the am plitude of the

LRTC isan odd function of ! .

A sone can see from the last expression the am plitude ¢, increases from zero when increasing Q , reachesa m axin um
at Qn ax corresponding a certain angle . ax and then exponentially decreasesat  >>  ax:

Themaxinum ofc, isachieved at

qp— b
= W 1) 5 1=2 0786w ) ; (3.61)

At , = max the matio in the square brackets in Eq.{3.6() isequalto  0:68 . Thism eans that the am plitude of the
LRTC isofthe order ofthe singlet com ponent at the S=F interface. The w idth w should not be too an allbecause In
deriving the expressmn for ¢ we assum ed the condition w >> 4

InFIG. 1]: we represented the dependenoe of ¥ jon , Pra xed w. The spatial dependence of the LRTC and
the s:ng]et com ponent is shown in FIG . .12 Tt is seen that for the param eters chosen the LRTC is larger than the

singlet com ponent and decaysm uch slower w ith increasing the distance x.

ley| [arb. units]

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Ay
FIG .11 D ependence of the am plitude of the triplet com ponenton = Qw .W ehave chosenw ; = 0:01.
0.4 &, =15

|
\
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|
|
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FIG .12 Spatialdependence of the am plitudes of the singlet (dashed line) and triplet (solid line) com ponents of the condensate
ﬁmction in theF wire fordi erentvahesof w.Herew = L=5, = Er and h=Et1 = 400.Er =D =12 is the Thouless energy

Ifthe m agnetization vectorM rotates by theangle (adomainwall) overa snalllengthw sothatQ =W >> 4,
then the ratio in brackets n Eq.@.60) is equalto

( © ) Q=@ shh ) 0:087 (3.62)

QSjl'lhw‘l'[OOShw

w hich show s that the am plitude of the LRTC In this case is an aller than the am plitude of the singlet com ponent.
W e can conclude from this analysis that in order to get a large LRTC, a an all total angle of the rotation of the
m agnetization vector ism ore preferable.
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T he am plitude of the condensate function calculated here enters di erent physical quantities. In section :!]:_F;D_- we
discuss how the long-range penetration of the triplet com ponent into the ferrom agnet a ects transport properties of
F'=S structures.

Tt is Interesting to note that the type of m agnetic structure discussed in this section di ers drastically from the

over a short distance of the order of 4, .

3. Sph-active hterfaces

In aln ost allpapers containing discussionsofthe S=F structures it isassum ed that the S=F interface is spin-nactive,
ie. the soin of an electron does not change when the electron goes through the interface.

A lthough in m any cases it is really so , one can in agine another situation when the spin of an electron passing
through the interface changes. O ne can consider a region w ith a dom ain wall at the interface also as a \ spin-active
Interface" provided the width w of the dom ain wall is very an all but the product Qw is of the order unity. Aswe

found that the critical tem perature T, wasm axin al for the antiparallelm agnetization ordentation. If the directions of
m agnetization vectorM ¢ are perpendicular to each other, a triplet com ponent also arises in the superconductor. T he
authors considered a clan case only, so that the In uence of In purity scattering on the triplet com ponent rem ained
unclear.

soinvalve e ect which can take place in a S/N /F m esoscopic structure. T he authors considered a structure w ith a
thin nom alm etal layer (N ) and a ferrom agnetic insulator F. The DO S variation in a conventional superconductor

so that the electrons w ith only one soin ordentation (say the soin-up " electrons) existed in the ferrom agnet. In this
case only the triplet com ponent corresponding to the condensate function < « «» > m ay penetrate the ferrom agnet.
A ssum Ing the p-w ave triplet condensate fiinction, the authors have calculated the critical Josephson current I. . They
showed that the state (negative critical current T ) is possble in this junction. The dc Jossphson e ect in
a janction consisting of two superconductors and a spin-active interface between them was analyzed by Fogelstrom,
12000 -

&t would be of interest to analyze the In uence of im purities on the critical current In such type of Josephson
Junctions because, as we noted, In a clean case the singlt com ponent can penetrate the ferrom agnet (not a half
m etal) over a large distance.

D . Long-range proxin ity e ect

In the last decade transport properties ofm esoscopic superconductor/nom alm etalS=N structuresw ere intensively

therein). In the course of these studies m any interesting phenom ena have been discovered. Am ong them is a non—
m onotonic voltage and tem perature dependence of the conductance In S=N m esoscopic structures, ie. structures
w hose din ensions are less than the phase coherence length L. and the inelastic scattering length I. . Thism eans that
the resistance R of a S=N structure changes non-m onotonically when the tem perature decreases below the critical
tem perature T..

T his com plicated behavior is due to the fact that there are two contributions to the resistance in such system s:
the one com ng from the S=N interface resistance and the resistance of the nom alw ire itself. T he experin entally
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et al, 2000). T he Increase or decrease of the resistance R depends, in particular, on the interface resistance R gy . If
the latter is very an all, the resistance ofthe S=N structure is determ ined m ainly by the resistance ofthe N wireRy .
T his resistance decreases w th decreasing the tem perature T, reaches a m Ininum at a tem perature of the order of
the Thouless energy D y =L2 and Increases again retuming to the valie in the nom alstate Ry (T.) at low T , where
D y Isthedi usion coe cientand L y Jsthe ]ength ofthe N wire. This Jsthe so ca]Jed re—ent:nantbehav:orobserved

to an increase ofthe oonductanoe oftheN wire.

In principle, the m agniude of the conductance variation Gy m ay be com parable w ith the conductance Gy . So,
there are no doubts that the proxim ity e ect plays a very in portant role in m any experin ents on S=N structures.

R ecently, sin ilar Investigations have been carried out also on m esoscopic F =S structures n which ferrom agnets & )
were used instead ofnom al (honm agnetic) m etals. A ogordjng to our previous discussion, the depth ofthe condensate
penetration Into an in pure ferrom agnet equals p = ~D =h. This length is extrem ely short (6 5@ ) for strong
ferrom agnets like F e or N i. T herefore one m ight expect that the In uence of the proxin ity e ect on the transport
properties of such structures should be negligbly am all.

twasa great surpr:ise that experin ents carried out reoentjy onF S structures show ed that the resistance vanat:on

ferrom agnetic w ire RF .

orders of m agniude ]arger than it m ight be expected from the conventional theory of S—F the contacts. T herefore
these results cannot be exp]a:ned in tem s of the penet:cat:on of the s:ng]et com ponent.

In this exper:m ents a reentrance behavior of R was observed. In the lim i of very low tem peratures T ! 0 the
resistance was even larger than in the nom al state.

The nalexplanation ofthise ect rem ainsuntilnow unclear. H ow ever, the long range proxin ity e ects considered
In the previous sections m ay de niely contribute to the conductance variation. In order to support this point of
view we analyze qualitatively the changes of the conductance due to the LRT C penetration into the ferrom agnet and
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1998) N ote that at low tem peratures the authors observed a reentrance behavior.

dem onstrate that the LRT C m ay lead to the conductance variation com parable w ith that ocbserved in the experin ents.
H ow ever, before presenting these calculations it is reasonable to understand if one can explain the experin ents in
a m ore sin p]e way. A ctua]Jy, the resistance of the S—F st_tuctures has been analyzed in m any theorethalw orks. For

shown that at zero exchange ed h = 0), the oontact oonductanoe Gr_g Istwice as large as is oonductanoe Gr
in the nom alstate (@bove T.), as it should be. T his agrees w ith a conductance In a N =S ballistic contact according
to theoretical predictions. Atthe sametme, it dropsto zeroath = Ef ; wheJ:eEF is the Ferm ienergy.

The proxin ity e ect was neglected In these works but a di erence in the conductivities »y for spin-up and down
electrons w as taken into account. T he change of the conductance (or resistance) Gr iscaused by a di erent form of
the distribbution functions below and above T. because of A ndreev re ections.

The conductance Gy (T.) ofthe F wire in the nom alstate (T > T.) is given by the sin ple expression

Grp (Tc)=Gnt Gy ; 3.63)

whereGny = w4LpA; Ly and A are the length and cross—section area ofthe F w ire.

T his m eans that the total conductance is the sum of the conductances of the spin-up and down channels. In this
case not only the electric current but also the spin current is not zero. Ikt tums out that below T. (T < T.) the
conductance decreases and at zero tem perature i is equalto

Gr 0)= 4GwG4=Gn + Gy) 3.64)

Eqg. {3:6:4) show s that the zero-tem perature conductance G (0) forthe system considered is an aller than the nom al
state conductance G (T¢):

Tt is possble to cbtain the explicit orm ulae not only in the lim iting cases, Eq. (.63, 3.64), but also to describbe
the systam at arbitrary tem peratures. T he general form ula for the conductance of the F w ire can be w ritten as

G (T)=Gr O)tanh( =2T )+ G ¢ (Tc) @ tanh( =2T)) (3.65)

Egs. {3:6:3) and @;6:4;) can be obtained from Eqg. @:623) by putting orT to zero.Egs.(3.63 :— 65} are valid provided
the length Ly satis es the condition
by < Lp < Lso ;L 7 (3.66)

where Iy isthem ean free path of spin-up and spin-down electronswhile Lso and L, are the spin-orbit and inelastic
relaxation length, respectively.
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an enhancem ent of A ndreev re ection at the S/F interface due to Jne]ast:c m agnon—ass:sted scattering.

One can conclide from the works listed above that neglecting the penetration of the LRTC into the F wire an
Increase in the conductance Gy cannot be explained. Therefore, It us discuss the consequences of the LRTC
penetration Into the ferrom agnetic w ire. In order to avoid the consideration of the S=F interface contrbution to the
total res:stanoe, we oons:lder a cross geom etry (see FIG . 15) and assum e that the res:stanoe ofthe interface between

et ai: (:1:995) The structure under oons:deratjon consists of two F w ires attadqed to the F and S reservoirs. -T7\T-e

assum e that there is a signi cant m ism atch between param eters of the superconductor and ferrom agnet so that the
condensate am plitude Induced In F is sm alland is detem ined by Eqs.@;S_'/:) or @;6_(1) .

s

=]

FIG .15 The cross geom etry used to m easured the changes of the resistance of a F w ire due to the proxin ity e ect.

A ccording to our results obtained previously the long range proxim ity e ect is possble provided there is a dom ain
wallnear the Interface betw een the superconductor and ferrom agnet and we assum e that this is the case for the sstup
shown n FIG . iﬁ A nother possbility to generate the triplt condensate would be to attach to the superconductor
an additional ferrom agnet w ith a non-collinear m agnetizaton.

T he conductance can be fund on the basis ofa generalfom ula or the current (see for exam ple the book by K K opnij

200]. ) and A ppendix :A,
Z

I= (1=16e) L,L.) r T 3 d B & + J eq"] (3.67)

where p isthe conductivity ofthe F wire in the nom al state.

The m atrix G reen’s fnction ¢ = RF F ¢* isthe K eldysh fiinction related to a m atrix distrdution fiinction
F . The distrdbution function consists of two parts, nam ely, one of them is symm etric w ith respect to the energy ,
the other one isantisymm etric in  and determ ines the dissipative current.

In the lin it of a weak proxin iy e ect the retarded (advanced) G reen’s function has the form

gR(A) 2 Y+ fR (A); (3.68)

where £8 @) is given by Egs.(3.37) or 3.60). )
W e have to nd the conductance of the verticalF wire In FIG :_l_. In the m ain approxim ation the distrbution
function in thisF wire isequalto

F=Fg o %+Fz 3% %i (3.69)

whereFy,;3 = fanh (( + V)=2T) tanh (( VvV )=2T)]:
T he distrdbbution function F3 symmetric in  determm ines the current I: T he di erential conductance G4 = dI=dV
can be represented as

Gag=Go+ G (3.70)

where Gy = ¢ LrA isthe conductance in the nom al state (ere we neglect for sin plicity the di erence between
and #).
T he nom alized correction to the conductance due to the proxin ity e ect S (T) G =@ can be found using a

Z
S(T)= B2T) 'TrYy, d < €& £2)y?>Fl() 3.71)



33

where

FO ()= [cosh ®(( + eV)=2T)+ cosh *(( &V )=2T)F2.

The anglk brackets < :: > denote the average over the length of the ferrom agnetic w ire between the F (or N)
reservoirs. T he functions £* ®) are given by expressions sin ilarto Eq.{3.60) . T his orm ula show s that if T < D p =L?,
on the order ofm agnitude S (T) ¥.F where L is the Jength of the ferrom agnetic w ire and i, J is the am plitude
of the triplet com ponent at the S/F interface at a characteristic energy o, m InfT ;D¢ =L g: A coording to Eq.G_3-L6-9)
the am plitude of the triplet com ponent is ofthe orderof ¢ ( p,=Ry) where isthe resistivity of the ferrom agnet and
¢ is determ ined by the factor in the square brackets, that is, by the characteristics of the dom ain wall. In principle
the am plitude i, jm ay be of the orderof 1.

Strictly speaking, both the singlet and triplet com ponents contribute to the conductance. H owever if the length
Lr much exceeds the short length ¢ only the contribution ofthe LRTC is essential.

1.2,

\‘\ o :TC/g
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FIG .16 The G (T) dependence. Here = n=Ryp. =E r land w=L = 005 (from Bergeret, Vokov, and E fetov (20014d)).

hFIG. :_l-§‘ we present the tem perature dependence of the correction to the conductance G (T): It is seen that
w ith Increasing the tem perature Gg (T ) decreases n a m onotonousway. T his dependence di ers from the re-entrant
behavior discussed above that occurs in the S=N structures. T he reason for this di erence is that the tim ereversal
symmetry In S=F structures is broken and this leads to a di erence In transport properties. In a S=N system,
a relationf® ()= £ ( )J=0 holds and this equality is a consequence the tim ereversal symm etry. That is why
G@O0)= G (C)= 0in S=N structures, whereasin a S=F structure % ( )6 £ ( )j-pand thatiswhy S (T)-o 6 O:

A though the LRTC may be the reason for the enhancem ent of the conductivity in the S=F structures (this

another m echanisn based on an assum ption about a dom ain redistribution when the tem perature drops below T.:
T he ferrom agnetic w ires (or strips) used in di erent experim ents m ay consist of m any dom ains. Their form and
num ber depend on the sam ple geom etry and param eters of the system . W hen the team perature decreases below
T., stray m agnetic elds excite the M eissner currents In the superconductor attached to the F wire. T herefore the
dem agnetizing factors change, which m ay lead to a new dom ain structure. At the sam e tin e, the total conductance
(or resistance) Gr depends on the form and the number of dom ains. So, one m ight expect that the conductance
G (T) below T. would di er from Gy In the nom alstate. This idea was supported by m easurem ents carried out by

used. An F=S system (N i+ A 1ldisks) was placed on top of this structure. M easuring the H all volage, the authors
were able to probe localm agnetic elds around the ferrom agnetic disks. They found that these elds really changed
w hen the tem perature dropped below T..

On the other hand, the M eissner currents and, hence, the e ect of the redistribution of the dom ain wallsm ay be
considerably reduced In wires, as discussed previously. Changing the thickness of the superconducting w ires in a
controlled way and m easuring the conductance could help to distinguish experim entally between the contrbution to
the conductivity of the triplet condensate and the e ects of the redistribution of the dom ain walls.

authorsm easured the resistance variation ofa ferrom agneticwire W3 ;Cuy) lowering the tem perature T below the
critical tem perature T. ofthe superconductor @& lorPb), which was attached to the m iddle part of the ferrom agnetic
wire. A m agnetic eld, strong enough to align alldom ains in the ferrom agnet In one direction but not too strong to
suppress the superconductivity, was applied to the system . Under these conditions a an all ncrease In the resistance
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( R=R 3 18) was observed when the tem perature T drops below T.. T he analysis presented above show s that
the triplet com ponent leads to an increase of the conductance but not In the resistance of the ferrom agnetic w ire.
T herefore this particular experin ent can hardly be explained in temm s of the long-range proxin ity e ect.Perhapsthe

am all increase in the resistance of the ferrom agnetic w ire cbserved in Nugent et al. (2004) was related to the "kinetic"

m echanign discussed above (see Eqg. G3-.6-5)) or to weak localization corrections caused by the triplet C ooperons
is positive (contrary to the contribution of the LRTC) and its order of m agnitude is €*=~)Ry , where Ry is the
resistance of the F w ire In the nom al state. In order to clarify the role of the LRTC in the transport properties of
S/F structures, further theoretical and experin ental investigations are needed. N ote that strong ferrom agnets like
Fe are not suitable m aterials for observing the contrbution of the LRTC into the conductance variation because of
the strong exchange eld h. In this case, according to Eq.@:B:Z!) and Eq.@:6:0:), the am plitude of the LRTC is anall
because it containsh in the denom inator.

V. JOSEPHSON EFFECT IN S/F SYSTEM S (NHOM OGENEOUS M AGNETIZATION)

A swe havem entioned above, one of the m ost interesting issues in the S=F structures is the possbility of sw itching
between the so called 0—and -states In Josephson S=F=S junctions. The -state denotes the state for which the
Josephson critical current I. becom es negative. This occurs for a certain thickness dr and tem perature T . In this
state the m nimum of the Josephson coupling energy E5 = (~I.=e)(l cos ) corresoonds to a phase di erence of

= butnotto = 0 asin conventionalJosephson junctions.

T he reason for the sign reversalof 1. is the oscillatory dependence of the condensate functions £ on the thickness
dr (see Eq.@}:'/.)) . Sihce the critical current I, is sensitive to the phase of the condensate function at the boundary,
the -state is a rather natural consequence of the oscillations.

T he possibility of the state was predicted by,Bulaevskii et al (197V) andiBuzdin et al. (1982), and studied

observed change of the sign ofthe Jossphson coupling varying the thickness ofthe Interm ediate F layer. Q ualitatively,
the experin ental data on the Josephson e ect In the S=F =S structures are In agreem ent w ith the theoretical works
above m entioned. However, a m ore accurate control and understanding of the 0— transition dem ands know ledge of
the m agnetic structure of the ferrom agnetic m aterials.

and :_H_ e_k_k_jI}g_ _@QO_Z{) assum ed that the F Jlayer consisted either of one dom ain or Uﬂo_d_o_m_ajns w ith the collinear
orientation of the m agnetization. In this case and according to the discussion of section TIICr the LRTC is absent in
the system .

Ifthe F layer is a single dom ain layer, the critical current I, ism axin alat a non—zero externalm agnetic eld H <.«

equalto 4 My, where My is the m agnetization of the F layer. At the same tine, In experiments @Blum _et al,

current I, wih increasing eld H o4+ was observed and i wasmaxin alat H ox+ = 0. Thism eans, as it was assum ed
In these experin ental works, that the F layer In real junctions contains m any m agnetic dom ains. In this case the
Josephson critical current I, m ay change sign in the S=F=S jinctions w ith a m ulidom ain m agnetic structure even
if the local Josephson current density j. is aWways positive. The reason for the sign reversalof I. In this case is a
spatialm odulation of the phase di erence (x) due to an altemating m agnetization M (x) In the dom ains (E/ okow

further experin ents are needed.

In this chapter we discuss a new phenom enon, nam ely, how the Josephson coupling between the F layers in the
S=F structures isa ected by the LRTC .

First, we consider a planar S=F=S Josephson jinction wih a ferrom agnet m agnetization M r rotating in the
direction nom alto the junction plane. Thism odel is an idealization of a realm ultidom ain structure w ith di erent
m agnetization ordentations. In this case, as we discussed in Section :_II_I_.D_:, the LRTC arising in the structure a ects
strongly the critical current I.:

Next, we will analyze a multilayered S=F=S=... structure In which the vector M ¢ has a di erent direction in
di erent F layers. Again, In this case the LRTC arises in the system . Interestingly, if the thickness of the F layers
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dr ismuch larger than the penetration length r of the singlkt com ponent but less or of the order of y , then the
Josephson coupling between the F layers is realized due to the LRTC (odd triplet superconductivity in the transverse
direction). At the same tine, the n-plane superconductivity is due to the conventional singlet superconducting
pairing.

Finally we w ill discuss the dc Josephson e ect n a SF=I=F S junction (here SF is a superconductor-ferrom agnet
bilayer and I is a thin insulating layer). In this structure, the exchange eld m ay lad not only to a suppression of
the Josephson coupling as one could naively expect but, under a certain condition, to is enhancem ent.

Let us consider rst a planar S=F=S Josephson jnction. W e assum e the follow ing spacial dependence of the
m agnetization vector in the F layer: M ¢ = M (0;sh Q x);c0sQ x)), where the x-axis is nom al to the junction
plne.

In this case, as we have seen in Section :1]-_1-_.(5_?2:, the LRTC arises. Due to the long range penetration into the
ferrom agnet the triplet com ponent can give a very im portant contribution to the Josephson current. A general

expression for the Josephson current can be w ritten In the form
X

Iy = @LyL,=4e) r ( T)Tr(%0 3: £ 8L): @.1)

!

W e assum e that the in puriy concentration is su clently high and therefore the condensate function f, should be
found from the Usadel equation. In the lim it of a weak proxim ity e ect (the S=F interface trangparency is not too
high) this equation can be linearized and solved exactly. T he solution forthe £, m atrix In the F region can be found
In a sin flar way as it was done in Section IIIC 3. D ue to the rotation of the m agnetization the condensate function

I; = I.sin 42)
w here the critical current I, is equalto
X e +d © ]_)Ze 1dr
= L,L, r=)~(Re f? + ; 423)
IC Y F F o s +l 2(3h )3:2
and §= 29,% +Q %. Theparameter ~y = (3=4)< T ( ) > isan e ective, averaged over angls, tranam ittance

coe cient which characterizes the S/F interface transparency and ; isde ned in Ecl._ Q._-S_Z')

The rst term in the brackets containing the param eteE + corresponds to Eq. @;3_6) . It decays by increasing
the thickness dr over the short characteristic length = Dy =h and can change the sign. The second term 1n Eq.
Cfl- ;-3:) origihates from the rotation ofh along the x-axis. It decays w ith the thickness dr over another characteristic
ngth ! that can be much larger than ¢ . Therefore this term results in a drastic change of the critical current.

T he presence of the second tem In Eq. Cfl-;}) is especially interesting In the case when the thickness dr of the
ferrom agnetic spacer between the superconductors cbeys ¢ < dr < 1. Then the main contrbution to the
Josephson coupling com es from the long-range triplet com ponent of the condensate. Another in portant feature
of this Ilim it is that for su ciently large values of Q 1 the critical current is always positive (o possbility for the

—-contact). This can be seen from FIG -'j

T he fact that the superconductivity looses its \exotic properties" at large Q is quite understandable. T he super—
conductiviy is sensitive not to the local values of the exchange eld but to is average on the scales of the order of
the superconducting coherence length. Ifthe exchange eld oscillates very fast such that the period ofthe oscillations
ismuch sn aller than the superconducting coherence length, its average on this scale vanishes and therefore all new
properties of the superconductivity origihating from the presence of the exchange eld becom e negligble.

To conclude this Introduction we sum m arize the resuls known for S=F =S Josephson Jjunctions.

W hen the m agnetization in the ferrom agnetic F is hom ogeneous, we have to distinguish between two di erent
cases.

In thedirty Iim it G 1) the change ofthe sign ofthe critical current occurs if the thickness ofthe F layer @ is
of the order of r . The condensate function in the F layer decays exponentially over this , and oscillates w ith the
sam e period.

In the opposite clean lim i, h 1, the condensate function oscillates In space w ith the perdiod + =h and decays
exponentially over the m ean free path 1.

F inally, if the ferrom agnetic region contains a dom ain wall described by a vector Q, a ]ong—rangepoom ponent of
the condensate appears. It decays in the F In_over a considerably larger length ofthe order y = D=2 T that
can greater exceed the characteristic length ( E) In a hom ogeneousF layer Q@ = 0). In this case the coupling
betw een the superconductors survives even if the thickness of F is largerthan r .

Tt is clear that the presence of a dom ain wallbetween the superconductors is som ething that cannot be controlled
very wellexperim entally. T herefore in the next section we discussa possible experin ent on S=F m ultilayered structures
that m ay help in detecting the LRTC by m easuring the Jossphson critical current.
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A . Josephson coupling between S hyers via the triplt com ponent

In this subsection we analyze another type of m ultilayered S=F structure In which the LRTC arises. This is a
m ulilayered periodic :::5=F, ;=S=F,=S=F,; =S :::structure w th altemating m agnetization vectorM r;, in di erent
F layers. W e assum e that the vectorM r,;, istumed with respect to the vectorM r;, 1 by an angle 2 , such that
the angle increases m onotonously w ith increasing n. W e call this arrangem ent of the m agnetization the one w ith a
posiive chirality.

In an In nie system the m agnetization vector M p averaged over n is equalto zero (it rotates when one m oves
from then thtothe mh+ 1) th; layeretc.). Another type ofchirality (negative chirality) is the arrangem ent when
the angle between vectorsM g;; and M g, 1 Isequalto 2 (1) . In this case the averaged vectorM ¢ is not zero.

In Section I_ﬁ_:F_c'_'gl we have seen that In a F=S=F structure w ith a non-collinear orientation of the m agnetization
vectorsin theF layersthe LRT C arises. Ifone assum esthat the thicknessoftheF layersdr is largerthan the coherence
length In the nom almetal |y ;the overlap of the condensate fiinctions created in a F layer by neighboring S layers

U sing these solutions one can calculate q:‘t:.e—kfo-sephson current between neighboring S layers. A s the thickness dg
isassumed to bemuch largerthan ¢ (@susual, we assume that ¢ << y ), the Jossphson coupling between the S
layers is solely due to the LRTC . So, In such system swe com e to a new type ofthe superconductivity: an odd triplet
out-ofplane superconductivity and the conventional singlet in-plane superconductiviy (the triplet com ponent gives
only a small contribution to the In-plane superconductivity).

U sing the generalE gs. {_3;2_]:-:_3_.2_9) one can perform explicit calculations forthiscasew ithout considerabledi culties.

A s a resul, the Josephson critical current I, can be w ritten as follow s aB eret et al., 2003’)

X
eRpI.= 2T (e B () 1+ tan® e ¥ ' ; @4)
w here
2
. ~5 (v ~ )son!
b()= SHKcssh > — i
cosh® s M+ T +M T:) Gegcs*+ 7 : tanh ¢)
s= sds, r= 1F,~ = =@®cst+t r J)r~= 1=@cst r rtanh fr),~s = s=@Bcs )and
M =T (~sooth g+ ~tanh )+ tan® C (~gtanh s+ ~tanh )
T = ~Sta.nh S+~
C = "’SCDth st ~

Ry isde ned asRy = 2dr =(L,L, r).Eq. Cfl-;z{) describes the layered system sw ith both the positive (\+ " sign) and
negative (\-" sign) chiralty._ _

One can see from Eq. (:{1;4) that In the case of positive chirality the critical current is positive, whilk if the
chirality is negative the system is In the -state (nhegative current). T his m eans that changing the con guration of
the m agnetization, one can sw itch between the 0 and  state.

values of either the exchange eld, the tem perature or the thickness ofthe F  In . In the case considered in this
section, the negative Josephson coupling origihates from the presence of the triplet com ponent and can be realized
In S=F structuresw ith negative chirality. Since for the positive chirality the Josephson current is positive, the result
obtained gives an unigque opportunity to sw ich experim entally between the 0 and -states by changing the angles of
the m utualm agnetization of the layers.

A sin lar dependence ofthe Josephson current I on the chirality gv_a_spredjcted‘jn a Josephson junction S, IS, (T is

an insulator) betw een tw o m agnetic superconductors S, by K ulicand K ulic (2001). For the m agnetic superconductors
considered In that work, the m agnetization vectorM rotated w ith the anglk of rotation equalto = xQ nw here
Q is the wave vector of the x— dependence of the angle , ny is the uni vector nom al to the insulating layer I:

T herefore the chirality (or spiral helicity, In tem s ofE(_u_Jj_c_a_n_d_Ifygjr_I) in this case is determ ined by the sign of the
product Qg @;whereQ 1,z isthe wave vector in the keft (rght) m agnetic superconductor.

However, there is an essential di erence between the m ultilayered S=F structure discussed here and the m agnetic
superconductors. In the m agnetic superconductors w ith a soiralm agnetization the triplet com ponent also exists but,
In contrast to the S=F structures, the singlet and triplet com ponents cannot be separated. In particular, in the case
of a collinear alignm ent ofM ; the Josephson coupling in the S=F structuresw ith thick F layers disappears, w hereas
it rem ains nite in the S, IS, system .
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FIG .17 FIG.16:D ependence ofthe critical current on the angle . The value of the current is given in arbitrary units (from

FIG. :_1-]I show s the dependence of the Josephson current I, on the angle given by Eqg. (:4:1:4) If the mutual
orientation of M is parallel ( = 0) or antiparallel 2 = ) the am plitude of the triplet com ponent is zero and
therefore there is no coupling between the neighboring S layers, ie. I. = 0. For any other angles between the
m agnetizations the am plitude of the triplet com ponent is nie and this lads to a non—zero critical current. At
2 = =2 (perpoendicular orientation ofM ) the Josephson current I. reaches sm axinum valie.

DOS in a PdN i=A 1 structure w ith the help of planar tunnelling spectroscopy. T his m ethod could also be used In
order to detect the LRT C . It is clear that if the thickness ofthe F layer n F1IG :_if_i‘ is Jarger than the penetration of
the short—range com ponents, then any change ofthe DO S at the outer boundary ofthe F layerm ay occur only due
to the long range penetration of the triplet com ponent. If the m agnetizations ofboth F Jlayer are collinearno e ect
is expected to be observed, whilk for a non-collinear m agnetization a change ofthe DO S should be seen.

FIG .18 Schem atic: M easurem ent of the change of the density of states at the outer F interface by tunnelling spectroscopy.

B . Enhancem ent of the critical Josephson current

A nother interesting e ect in the S=F structures that we would lke to discuss is the enhancem ent of the Josephson
critical current by the exchange eld. The comm on wisdom is that any exchange eld should reduce or destroy the
singlet superconductivity. In the previous sections we have seen that this is not always so and the superconductivity
can survive in the presence ofa strong exchange eld. But still, it isnot so sin ple to in agine that the superconducting
properties can be enhanced by the exchange eld.

Surprisingly, this possibility exists and we w illdem onstrate now how thisunusualphenom enon occurs. A lthough the
LRTC isnotessentialto get the critical current enhancem ent, the short-range triplet com ponent arises in this case and
it plays a certain role in thise ect. T he enhancem ent of the Josephson current in the S=F =I=F =S tunnel structures

Interface transparency is good, one can expect an enhancem ent of the critical current w ith increasing the exchange
eld provided the m agnetizations ofthe F layers are antiparallelto each other. T his surprising result can be obtained
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ds dr

FIG .19 The S/F/I/F/S system . Iis an insulating thin layer.T he relative m agnetization of the F layers can be sw itched.

In a quite sinple way in the ]jmji:wh%p the thicknesses ds and dr of the S and F layers are amn aller than the
super%onductjng coherence length s D =2 T. and the penetration length ofthe condensate into the ferrom agnet
F E, respectively. In this case one can assum e that the quasiclassical G reen’s functions does not depend on
the space coordinates and, in particular, the superconducting order param eter is a constant in space. M oreover,
Instead of considering the dependence ofthe exchange eld h on the coordinates one can replace it by a hom ogeneous
e ective exchange eld herr with a reduced value. T herefore we use in our calculationse ective elds orf and hers

de ned as
ere= = sds (sds+ pde) 4.5)

here=h = ¢dp (sds+ pde) © ; 4.6)

where s and r are the densities of states In the superconductor and ferrom agnet, resoectively.
W ih this sin pli cation, we can w rite the G or’kov equations for the nom al and anom alous G reen’s fiinctions in
the spin—space as

@+ ng, + FF o= 1 @)
( i+ hy, + "¢, = 0; @8)
where = (";%;"3) arethePaulimatricesand = ) r;i"rF jstheFemienergy " () is the spectrum , and

!'= @2n+ 1) T areM atsubara frequencies. W e om it the subscript eff In Egs. {fl 7—4 & ) and below ).
In order to calculate the Josephson current Iy through the tunnel junction represented n FIG . :19 we use the well
known standard form ula

X
I, = 2 T=eR)Tr £, hy)f, hy)sin’ ; @.9)

w here
L Z

£ =2 K4 @10)

is the quasiclassical anom alous G reen’s function, ’/ is the phase di erence between both the superconductors, R is
the barrier resistance and h; » are the exchange elds ofthe kft and the right F' -layers.

The only di erence between Egs. ('A 94 .10: and the corresponding equations In the absence of the exchange eld
is the dependence of the condensate function ﬁ on h. This degpendence can be found inm ediately from Egs. Q{l '2,

|4a)
£ =" (+1inP+ 2 411)

W hat rem ains to be done is to insert the condensate function f into Eq. Cfl-;-ﬂ) for certain exchange eldsh; and h,
and to calculate the sum overthe M atsubara frequencies ! . A though it ispossible to carry out these calculations for
arbirary vectors h; and h;,; we restrict our consideration by the cases when the absolute values the m agnetizations
h; and h; are equal but the m agnetizations are either parallel or antiparallel to each other. This sinpli es the
com putation of the Jossphson current but, at the sam e tin €, captures the essential physics of the phenom enon.
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I = Tsn’ 412)

o @4 TE S ot N S @13)
© eR L 2+ 2(;h) B) 4+ 412h2)

T he corresponding equation for the antiparallel con guration is di erent from Eq. @.-_1:3: and can be w ritten as

2@)4 TX 1
%= @) & : (4.14)

R r(12+ 2(@;h) R)P+ 412h?

O ne can easily check that the critical current Ic(p) for the parallel con guration, Eg. @21:3), is always an aller than

the current Ic(a) for the antiparallel case. T hese two expressions are equal to each other only in the absence of any
m agnetization.

.6
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FIG . 20 D ependence of the nom alized critical current on h for di erent tem peratures in the case of a parallel orientation.
Here eV, = eR I, hr is the e ective exchange eld, t= T= ( and ( is the superconducting order param eter at T = 0 and
h=0

he/B,
FIG .21 The sam e dependenceas in FIG . éO: in the case of an antiparallel orientation.

InFIGS. :_2(_5 ;amd 2]1 we represent the dependence of the critical current on the strength of the exchange eld. W e
see from FIG . 20 that for the parallel con guration the exchange eld reduces the value ofthe Josephson current and
this is exactly what one could expect. At the sam e tin e, the critical current grow s w ith the exchange eld for the
antiparallel con guration at low tem peratures, which is a new ntriguing e ect (see FIG . 21-)

T his unexpected resul can be understood from Eqg. (4. 14 rather easily w thout m aking num erics. In the lim it
T ! Othesum overthe M atsubara frequencies can be replaced by an integraland one can take forthe superconducting

order param eter the valies = ojfh< 0; and =Ojfh> o,where o isthe BC S order param eter in the
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Inserting this solution into Eq. (:4-;1:4) one can see that the Josephson critical current Ic(a) grow s w th increasing
exchange eld.M oreover, om ally it diverges logarithm icalwhen h ! 0

@ , L0
Ikt o) —Jn( 0=lo) ; 4.15)

where I, (0) is the critical current in the absence ofthem agneticmoment at T = 0, and ! is a param eter needed to
cut the logarithm at low energies.

W hen deriving Egs. {fl;l_?;, :fl;l_ll) the conventional singlet superconducting pairing was assum ed. T he electrons of a
C ooper pair have the opposite soins. T his picture of a superconducting pairs w ith the opposite soins of the electrons
helps in the understanding of the e ect.

If the m agnetic m om ents In both the m agnetic layers are parallel to each other, they serve as an obstacle for the
C ooper pair because the pairs located In the region ofthe ferrom agnet dem and m ore energy. T his leads to a reduction
of the Josephson current. H owever, if the exchange elds of the di erent layers are antiparalkl], they m ay favor the
Jocation of the Cooper pairs In the vicinity of the Josesphson jinction. A certain probability exists that one of the
electrons of the pair is located in one layer, w hereas the other is in the second layer. Such a possibility is energetically
favorable because the soins of the electrons of the pair can now have the sam e direction as the exchange elds ofthe
layers. Then it is m ore probable for the pairs to be near the junction even in com parison w ith a junction without
exchange eldsand, as a resul, the cr:itjcalcurtentm ay increase.

for the antiparallelM onentatjon iIn m agnetic supemonductors Sm - U nﬁ)rtunately the authors seem to have m issed
this interesting e ect.

Som e ram arks should be m ade at this point:

1) T he resuls presented above are valid jn the tunnellng regin e, ie. when the Uansparency of the jnsu]atjng

a nite tem perature ora not very low barrier transparency. Them axin um of the critical current for the antiparallel

con guration Ic(a) decreases w ith decreasing resistance of the I layer. The e ect becom es weaker as the thickness of

the F layer grow s.

2) W e assum ed that the S=F interface was perfect. In a structure w ith a large S=F interface resistance R gz the
bulk properties ofthe S In are not considerably n uenced by the proxin ity ofthe ¥ In (to be m ore precise, the
condition Rg_r > (pdr= sds) r r Mmustbe satis ed, where r isthe speci c resistance oftheF In). Then, asone
can readily show (see sectjon::]'_f.l%:),amjnjgap rr = O ) = 2Rgpdr arisesin theF layer. The G reen’s functions
In the F layershave the sam e form asbeforewith replaced by r . The singularity in I. (h) st occurs at h equal
O .

A physical explanation for the singular behavior of the critical current Ic(a was given by Golubov et al (20024)

T hese authors noticed that the density of states in the F layer has a singularity when h = . At thisvalue ofh the

maxinum of I is achieved due to an overlap oftwo =2 shgularities. T his kads to the logan'thm ic divergency of
the crtical current in the Im i T ! 0 In analogy with the wellknown Riedelpeak in SIS tunnel junctions for the
volage d1 erence 2 In the latter case the shift of the energy is due to the electric potential.

BT e e

G olubov et al (2002b) have also shown that for the parallelcon guration,at h = ¢ the critical current changes

Jts SJgns, ie. there isa tlal'lSJt:IOH from 0toa janction. Sin ilar J:esu]ts wer_e_o_}:)_teJ_n_et_:l_b_y_.I—( 'riz?;iﬁ&i&"a'}la:g ‘(_-D:‘::h:{-lg

2002 ; -L1 et al. (2002:) In the paper by Barash et al. _(200Z) the authors calculated the Josephson current as a

function of the angle between the m agnetizations in the ¥ Imn .

V.REDUCTION OF THE MAGNETIZATION DUE TO SUPERCONDUCTINVITY :INVERSE PROXIM ITY EFFECT

Untilnow we have been studying the superconducting properties of di erent S=F structures fora xed m agnetiza-—
tion. Thism eans that we assum ed a certain value for this quantiy and is dependence on coordinates. The in plied
Justi cation of this assum ption was that the ferrom agnetiam is a stronger phenom enon than the superconductiviy
and the m agnetic m om ent of conventional ferrom agnets can hardly be a ected by the superconductiviy.

T his assum ption is certainly correct In m any casesbut not always. O ften the presence of the superconductivity can
drastjca]Jy change m agnetic properties of the Enom agnets even J'f they are s&ong

of certain S=F bilayers w ith strong ferrom agnets decreased with low enng the tem perature below the critical super—
conducting transition tem perature T.. A s an explanation, it was suggested that due to the proxin ity e ect dom ains
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that thism echanisn was not very probable.

In thisChapterwe addressthe problem ofthe reduction ofthem agneticm om entby the presence ofa superconductor
assum Ing again that, in the absence of the ferrom agnet, we would have the conventional singlet superconducting
pairing. &t tums out that two di erent and independent m echanisn s that lead to a decrease of the m agnetization In
S=F heterostructures due to the proxim ity e ect exist and we give a detailed account of them .

In order to study the m agnetic properties w e have to choose a m odel. O ne can distinguish two di erent types ofthe
ferrom agnetism : a) iinerant ferrom agnetism due to the spin ordering of free electrons and b) ferrom agnetian caused
by localized soins. M ost of ferrom agnetic m etals show both of the types of ferrom agnetism sim ultaneously, ie. their
m agnetization consists ofboth contributions.

W e consideram odelin which the conducting electrons interact w ith the localized m om entsvia an e ective exchange
Interaction. T he corresponding term In the Ham iltonian is taken in the form (see A ppendix E-x:):

Z
Pr Y@ @S ) @® G1)

This tem is suitable to describbes dors f interaction between the s and localized d and f electrons. W e also
consider the ferrom agnetic interaction between the localized m om ents. T his interaction can be very com plicated and
to determ ine i, one should know the detailed band structure ofthe m etalas well as di erent param eters. H owever,
allthese details are not Im portant for us and we w rite the Interaction betw een the localized spins phenom enologically
as
X
Jj_j S j_S 3 M (5 '2)
ij

It is assum ed that J is positive. This Interaction, Eq. C_g:Z) , is regponsible for the ferrom agnetic alignm ent of the
Jocalized m om ents and is known as the H eisenberg H am ittonian.

So , we consider a m etallic ferrom agnet in w hich the conduction electrons Interact w ith localized m agneticm om ents.
T he ferrom agnetic interaction {_5 _.-%) assuresa nie m agneticm om ent of the background. T he totalm agnetization is
the sum of the background m agnetization (localized m om ents) and the m agnetization of the polarized free electrons.

In the next two sections we discuss the two di erent m echanism s that lead to a decrease of the m agnetization at
low tem peratures. In Section '\/ i we consider a possbility of changing the m agnetic order of the localized m agnetic
soinsinaF In deposited on top ofa bulk superconductor. T he contribution from free electronsto the m agnetization
is rst assumed to be small. W e will see that r not too strong ferrom agnetic coupling J_ the proxin ity e ect may
Jead to an Inhom ogeneousm agnetic state. C ontrary to this case, we consider in Section ;y_@: an itinerant ferrom agnet
In which them ain contribution to the m agnetization is due to free electrons. W e w ill show that the m agnetization of
free electrons m ay decrease at ]ow tem peratures due to a som e kjnd of soin screenjng Thus, both e ectsm ay lead

The reason for this ooeXJstenoe is that, if the m agnetization direction varies over a sca]e an aller than the super—
conducting coherence length, the superconductivity m ay survive despite the ferrom agnetic background. This is due
to the fact that the superconductivity is sensitive to the ferrom agnetic m om ent averaged on the scale of the size of
C ooper paJrs rather than to its localva]ues

In contact w ith a ferrom agnet. T hey have shown that the m agnetic ordering In the m agnet m ight take the form of
a structure consisting of am all size dom ains, such that the superconductivity is not destroyed. O f course, as follow s
from Eqg. C_S;Z), the fom ation of a dom ain-like structure costs a m agnetic energy but this is com pensated by the
energy of the superconductor that would have been lost if the m agnetic order rem ained ferrom agnetic.

This is only possbl jfthe sti ness of the m agnetjc order param eter (J ) J's not too ]arge For Instance this

can one see it In the heterostructures containing strong ferrom agnets like Fe or N i In contact w ith oonvent:onal
superconductors?

At st glhnoe, it seam s In possble, since the Curie tem perature of, for exam ple, iron is hundred tin es or m ore
larger than the critical tem perature of a conventional superconductor. Therefore any change of the ferrom agnetic
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order look m uch less favorable energetically than the destruction of the superconductivity in the vicinity of the S=F
Interface.

has shown that In several sam ples w ith thin ferrom agnetic layers the average m agnetic m om ent started to decrease
below the superconducting transition tem perature T..

O foourse, one can reduce the In uence of the ferrom agnet on the superconductor by din inishing the thickness of

thickness of the ferrom agnet for which the superconductivity was still possible and got a value of the order of 17,
which created a doubt on the explanation of the experim ent In this way.

calculations were done for thick but weak ferrom agnets assum ing a strong anisotropy of the ferrom agnet that was
necessary for a form ation of the dom ain walls w ith the m agnetization vector changing its sign but not is axis.
Bergeret, E fetov, and Larkin (2000) investigated theoretically the possbility of a cryptoferrom agneticlike (CF)

here the m ain ideas ofthiswork.

Z V4

minl - e

(a (b)

FIG .22 A S/F bilayer consisting of a thin ferrom agnet attached to a buk superconductor. T he ferrom agnet m ay be either in
the (a) ferrom agnetic or the (o) cryptoferrom agnetic phase.

T he H am ittonian describing the bilayer structure In F1G 2-2_; can be w ritten as
Z

H ()=Hot+ Hgpcs dr ¥ () h@) ] @®+ Hy ; 63)

w here the Integration m ust be taken in the region d< x < 0. Here Hq is the one-particle electron energy (including
an interaction with im purities), Hg ¢ s is the usual tem descrbing the conventional BC S superconductivity in the
superconductor S and the third term describes the interaction between localized m om ents and conduction electrons,
where isa constant that willbe put to 1 at the end (seeAppendjx:_A:). o
Thetem Hy descrbes the interaction betw een the Iocalized m om ents in the ferrom agnet (cf. EQ.{5.2)). W eassum e
that the m agnetization of the localized soins is described by classical vectors and take into acocount the interaction
betw een neighboring spins only. In the 1lim it of slow variations of the m agnetic m om ent in space w ith account ofEq.
{52), the Ham iltonian Hy can be written in the om
Z n i
Hy = J @©S)°+ Sy’ + s,)” av; 54)

w here the m agnetic sti ness J characterizes the strength of the coupling between the localized m om ents in the F
layer and the S; are the com ponents of a unit vector that are parallel to the local direction of the m agnetization.

W e assum e that the m agnetic m om ents are directed parallel to the S=F interface and w rite the spin vector S as
S= (0; sih ;oos ).A perpendicular com ponent ofthe m agnetization would induce strong M eissner currents in the
superconductor, which would require a greater additional energy.

The condition for an extrem um ofthe energy Hy , Eq. (5.4) can be written as

=0 5.5)
Solutions ofEq. _(‘5_;3) can be written in the form = Qy, where Q is the wave vector characterizing the rotation in
space (e FIG . 22.) . The value Q = 0 corresponds to the ferrom agnetic state.
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W hat we want to do now is to com pare the energies of the ferrom agnetic and cryptoferrom agnetic states. The
latter w illbe considered for the case w ith a rotating in spacem agneticm oment = Qy. This should be energetically

Strictly soeaking, one has to take Into account also a m agnetostatic energy due to a purely m agnetic Interaction of
the m agnetic m om ents. H ow ever, if the condition

J
¢ (5.6)
M S

where M ¢ is the m agnetic m om ent per volum g, is fi1l Iled one can neglect its contribution w ith respect to the one of

Taking typical valies of the parameters for Fe: M ¢ = 800emu/an® and J = 2:10 °erg/an one can see that
the condition {_5;@ requires that the thickness d of the ferrom agnet is an aller than 10nm , which corresponds to
com paratively thick layers. T hroughout this section this condition is assum ed to be fil lled.

In this case the m agnetic energy y (oer unit surface area) is given by the sin ple expression

v = Jdo?: 5.7)

In order to calculate the superconducting energy s one has to take into account the fact that the order param eter
should be destroyed, at least partially, near the contact w ith the ferrom agnet. T hism eans that the order param eter
is a function of the coordinate x perpendicular to the interface. A swe want to m iInim ize the energy we should look
for a non-hom ogeneous solution for (x) of non-linear equations describbing the superconductiviy. N ear the critical
tem perature T, one can use G inzburg-Landau equations. T he proper solution of these equations can be w ritten in

the fom

®)= otanh p——0 +C 58)
261 (T)

where ( thevalie ofthe orderparam eterin thebuk, and g1 isthe correlation length ofthe superconductorde ned
nEq. £2). Near T. this ngth can be much larger than the kngth s.The parameterC in Eq. §.§) is a number
that has to be found from boundary conditions.

The solution for ), Eq. (E§_.8_} is applicable at distances exceeding the length s and therefore we cannot use it
near the interface.

decrease of the superconducting energy s per unit area at the F=S interface is a function ofC and can be w ritten
as
jo

s=gp—5j 2 @e+K)Q KY; 5.9)

whereK = tanhC,and = (T T)=T.: .
Tt rem ains only to detem ine the contrbution from the third term of the Ham iltonian {5_.3) . The corresponding
free energy 1 -g is given by the expression:

. TrX 3 ,

M =g = 1T07 Od d'rh ), 5 (5.10)

where , is the density of states and Igi; is the quasiclassical G reen’s function averaged over all directions of the
Fem ivelocity.

Sihce the exchange eld h in a strong ferrom agnet m ay be much higher than the valie of 1 here is the

mom entum relaxation tin €), one has to solve the E ilenberger equation in the F region and the U sadel equation in

Thus, the totalenergy isgivenby = y + s+ u-g,Egs. (,'_5-;5:,:5“,' :Q). A s a result, one can express the
free energy as a function of two unknown param eters, K and Q . One can nd these param eters from the condition
that the free energy m ust be m inim al, which leads to the equations

@ =RK =@ =@Q =0 (5.11)
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FIG .23 Phase diagram s ( ;a) fordi erent valuesof j j= L . The area above (below ) the curves corresponds to theF (CF)

state.

Te

One can show that the CF-F transition is of second order, which m eans that near the transition the param eter
Q is small. At the transition it vanishes and this gives an equation binding the param eters. Solving the equation
num erically we com e to the phase diagram of F1G . 22_; determ ining the boundary between the ferrom agnetic and
cryptoferrom agnetic states. The param etersa and used in FIG :_23 are de ned as

o Ad Jd T Q)

—; — ; 512
DT, ? p 2T.D3 2 2 ©-12)

where is the ratio between the Fem ivelocities v =v5 . T is clear from Eqs. (5.12) that the param eter a is related
to the exchange energy h, whike is the related to the m agnetic sti ness J .

The conclusion that the phase transition between F and CF states should be of the second order was drawn
neglkcting the m agnetostatic interaction. T he direct m agnetic interaction can change this transition to a rst order

one (Buzdin, 20058). However, in the lim it of Eq. (6.4), this rst order transition will be mevitably close to the

second order one. Such a m odi cation of the type of the phase transition is out of the focus of this review .
Letusm akeestin ates forthem aterialsused in the experim ents. P erform ing ferrom agnetic resonancem easuram ents,

m aterials ke Fe and N 1 is 60K A . T he param eters characterizing N b can be estim ated as Pllows: T.= 10K ,
ve = 108am /s, and 1= 100A . T he thickness of the m agnetic layer is of order d= 102, and the exchange eld h= 10*K
which is proper for iron.

A ssum Ing that the Femm ivelocities and energies of the ferrom agnet and superconductor are close to each other, we
obtain a 25 and 6:103. Tt is clear from FIG . 2__:_ that the cryptoferrom agnetic state is hardly possbl in the
F &N b sam ples used in the experin ent ¥ uhge et al. (1998).

layers is rather rough. So, one can expect that in the m agnetic layers there were \islands" w ith sn aller values of
J and/orh. A reduction of these param eters in the F e=N b bilayers is not unrealistic because of the fom ation of
non-m agnetic \dead" layers that can also a ect the param eters ofthe ferrom agnetic Jayers. Ifthe cryptoferrom agnetic
state w ere realized only on the islands, the averagem agneticm om ent would be reduced but would rem ain nite. Such
a conclusion correlates w ith what one observes experin entally. O ne can also In agine islands very weakly connected
to the rest ofthe layer, which would lad to am aller energies of a non-hom ogeneous state.

sam plewih dr = 12nm the Hllow ng values ofthe param etersa 12 and 1:3:10°.

U sing these values fora and one can see from the phase diagram In F1IG :_é;% that there can be a transition from
the F to the CF state at j j 02, which corresponds to T 24K . The decrease of the e ective m agnetization
M <r¢ W ith decreasing tem perature wasnot ocbserved in sam plesw ith largerF thicknessdr : M ¢ Wasa tem perature-
Independent constant for the sample wih dr = 4¥4nm and ds = 372nm . In the ssmple wih dr = 12nm and
ds = 40nm the e ective m agnetization M .r¢f decreased by 50% wih cooling from T 4K to T 15K . This fact

The results of this section dem onstrate that not only ferrom agnets change superconducting properties but also
superconductivity can a ect ferrom agnetian . This result isvalid, in particular, for strong ferrom agnets, although the
thickness of the ferrom agnetic layersm ust be an all in this case.
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T he exchange interaction between the superconducting condensate and the m agnetic order param eter reduces the
energy ofthe system ifthe direction ofthe m agnetization vectorM r isnot constant In space but oscillates. P rovided
the energy of the anisotropy is am all, this interaction leads to the formm ation of a spiralm agnetic structure in the F

In.

Aswe will see In the next section the appearance of the CF -state is not the only e ect that leads to a reduction
of the e ective m agnetization in S/F structures. W e w ill show that the proxin ity e ect m ay also lead to a change
of the absolute valie of the m agnetic moment M ¢ In the ferrom agnet and to an induced m agnetization M 5 In the
superconductor.

B . Ferrom agnetism induced in a superconductor

In the previous section we have seen that the superconductivity can a ect the m agnetic ordering changing the
orientation of m agnetic m om ents in the ferrom agnetic Im . In this section we want to dem onstrate that another
m echanisn for a change of the totalm agnetization ofa S=F system exists. In contrast to the phenom enon discussed
In the previous Section, the ordentation ofthem agneticm om ents in the ¥ In does not change but the m agniude of
the m agnetization both in theF and S Im sdoes.

T his change is related to the contribution of free electronsboth in the ferrom agnet ( My ) and in the superconductor
M 5) to the totalm agnetization. On one hand, the DO S In the ¥ In is reduced due to the proxin ity e ect and
therefore My is reduced. On the other hand, the Cooperpairs in the S In are polarized in the direction opposite
toMr ,whereM ¢ is the m agnetization of free electrons in the ferrom agnet.

Let us consider rst a buk ferrom agnet and derive a relation between the exchange eld and the m agnetization
of the free electrons. The exchange eld h = JS in the ferrom agnet can be due to the lcalized m om ents (see EqQ.
6.1)) or due to the free electrons in the case of an itinerant ferrom agnet’ In som e ferrom agnets both the localized
and iinerant m om ents contribute to the m agnetization.

T he m agnetization of the free electrons is given by

) 3
Zl . 2—' %Trﬁ’g G G® np; (513)
where p isan e ective Bohrm agneton and np istheFem idistrbution function ofthe free electrons. T he expression
In front ofnp in Eqg. (:_5-_1-_3) determm ines the DO S that depends on the exchange eld h. W e assum e that the
m agnetization is oriented along the z-axis.

Usihg Eq. {_5_.1_3) one can easily com pute the contribution of the free electrons to the m agnetization in a buk
ferrom agnet. In the sin plest case ofa nom alm etalw ith a quadratic energy spectrum we have

Z
B

e~ 2y

p’deh(p h) neE+h)l; (5.14)
where , = PP=2m r - At T = 0 the m agnetization is given by:

P, P (5.15)

Mgpo=

B
23 2?)

P
wherep = 2m (¢ h) are the Ferm im om enta for spin up and soin down electrons. In the quasiclassical lim it it
is assum ed that h r , and therefore

Mpo= s hj; (5.16)

o J—
where = g om= 2 is the density of states at the Fem i level, and prg = 2m p is the Fem im om entum In the
absence of the exchange eld®. For the tem perature range T h we are interested in, one can assum e that the

m agnetization of the ferrom agnet does not depend on T and is given by Eg. {5 _.1_6) .

4 In m any papers the exchange " eld" h isde ned in anotherway (= JS) so that the energy m inin um corresponds to orientation of
the vector < > antiparallelto the vector h: In this case them agneticmom entm = B < > isparallelto h.Both de nitions lead
to the sam e results.

SA ctually Eq.(‘é._lg) is valid not only in the case of a quadratic spectrum but also in a m ore general case.
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FIG .24 S/F structure and schem atic representation of the inverse proxim ity e ect. T he dashed curves show the localm agne—
tization.

Now let us consider a S=F system wih a thin F layer (see FIG :_Z-Z_j) and ask a question: Is the m agnetization of
the itinerant electronsm odi ed by the proxin ity e ect? W e assum e that the exchange eld of the ferrom agnet F is
hom ogeneous and aligned in the z—direction, which is the sim plest situation.

At rstglance, it isdi cul to expect anything interesting in this situation and, to the best of our know ledge, such
a systam has not been discussed until recently.

H ow ever, physics of this heterostructure is actually very interesting and is general for any shape ofthe S and F
regions. It tums out that the proxin iy e ect reduces the totalm agnetization of the system and this e ect can be
seen as a certain kind of \gpin screening”.

Before doing explicit calculations we would lke to explain the phenom enon In sin ple words. If the tem perature is
above T, the totalm agnetization ofthe system M o+ equalsM or dr , where dr is the thickness ofthe F -ayer. W hen
the tem peratuﬁ is lowered below T.; the S layer becom es superconducting and the C ooper pairs w ith the size of the
orderof s = Dg=2 T, arise in the superconductor. D ue to the proxin iy e ect the C ooper pairs penetrate the
ferrom agnet. In the case of a hom ogeneous m agnetization the C ooper pairs consist, as usual, of electrons w ith the
opposite spins, such that the totalm agnetic m om ent of a pair is equalto zero. T he exchange eld is assum ed to be
not too strong, otherw ise the pairs would break down.

Tt is clear from this sin pl picture that pairs located entirely in the superconductor cannot contribute to the
m agnetic m om ent of the superconductor because their m agnetic m om ent is sin ply zero, which is what one could
expect. N evertheless, som e pairs are located In space in a m ore com plicated m anner: one of the electrons of the pair
is In the superconductor, while the other m oves in the ferrom agnet. These are the pairs that create the m agnetic
m om ent in the superconductor. T his follow s from the sin ple fact that the direction along them agneticmomentM In
the ferrom agnet is preferable for the electron located in the ferrom agnet (we assum e a ferrom agnetic type of exchange

eld) and this m akes the spin of the other electron of the pair be antiparallel to M . So, all such pairs w ith one
electron in the ferrom agnet and one in the superconductor equally contribute to the m agnetic m om ent in the bulk of
the superconductor. A s a resul, a ferrom agnetic order is created in the superconductor, the direction ofthe m agnetic
m om ent In this region being opposite to the direction ofthe m agneticm oment M in the ferrom agnet. M oreover, the
Induced m agneticm om ent penetrates the superconductor over the size ofthe C ooperpairs s that can bemuch larger
than dp .

Thism eansthat although them agnetization M s induced in the supercondgctor is less than them agnetization in the
ferrom agnetM r o, the totalm agneticm om ent in the superconductorM s = ¢ 1M 5 (r) m ay be com parable w ith the
m agneticm om ent ofthe ferrom agnet in thenom alstateM r g = M ¢ oVr ,whereVy = dr In thecaseofa atgeom etry
M f o isthe m agnetic m om ent per unit square) and Vy = 4 a}? =3 is the volum e of the spherical ferrom agnetic grain.
Tt tums out that the totalm agnetic m om ent of the ferrom agnetic region ( In orgrain) Mro = s r hVr due to
free electrons is com pensated at zero tem perature by the totalm agneticm om ent M 5 induced in the superconductor.
T his statem ent is valid if the condition

<<h<<ETh=DF:d§ (5-17)

is 1l Tled. If the thickness ofthe F Im (or radius of the F grain) is not sm all .n com parison w ith the correlation
length g, the situation changes: the induced m agnetic moment M 5 ismuch snaller than M r( but a variation of
the m agneticm om ent of the ferrom agnetic In (orgrain) My becom es com parable w ih M ¢ . The Jatter is caused
by a change in the densiy of states of the ferrom agnet due to the proxin ity e ect. However, the case of a large
ferrom agnet size is less interesting because the exchange eld h should be smaller than  (the ull screening of M r o
occurs only if the second condition in Eq.{!_i;lj.) is ful lled).

U sing sin ilar argum ents we can com e to a related e ect: the m agnetic m om ent in the ferrom agnet should be
reduced In the presence ofthe superconductivity because som e of the electrons located In the ferrom agnet condensate
Into Cooper pairs and do not contrbute to the m agnetization.
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>From this qualitative and som ew hat oversin pli ed picture one can expect that the totalm agnetization ofthe S=F
system will be reduced for tem peratures below T.. Both the m echanisn studied here and that of the last section

T he ideas presented above can be con m ed by calculations based on the U sadel equation. In order to gleterm ine
the change ofthe m agnetization it is enough to com pute the quasiclassicalG reen’s functionsgf ) = (.= ) d GR @)
and, in particular, the com ponent proportionalto ™5 "3.

The m atrix G reen’s flinction has the ©m We write g in M atsubara representation: g(! ) = gf ({!) forposiive !)

g= 54+ it (5418)
In the ferrom agnet we represent, for convenience, the m atrix £ in the soin-space as

£, 0

0 f (5.19)

T he diagonal form of the m atrix is a consequence of the uniform ity of the exchange eld h. The m atrix § has the
sam e form .

In order to nd the function gz that detem ines the m agnetization, we have to solve the U sadel equation _{f_—\: g) n
the F and S region and to m atch the corresponding solutionsw ith the help of the boundary conditions @_2_].') .

T he sin plest case when the U sadel equation can be solved analytically is the case ofa thin F layer. W e suppose
that the thicknessdr oftheF layer is am allcom pared w ith the characteristic length ¢ ofthe condensate penetration

into the ferrom agnet (this condition is 1l Iled in the experin ents by :_G_a}:lﬁEJ_ij_e_t_aL]: (2002)). In this case we can
average the exact U sadelequation ('_A_l_é) overx in theF layerassum ing that the G reen’s functions are alm ost constant
In space. In addition, provided the ratio = 5 is small enough, the G reen’s fnctions in the superconductor are
close to the buk values fg ¢ s and gz ¢ 5 . This allow s us to linearize the U sadel equation in the superconductor. T he
com ponent of the G reen’s function In S that enters the expression for the m agnetization can be ocbtained from the

boundary condition {A21) and is given by

Js3 X) = ( @csfrot facsors)e =™ ; (520)
S S
2 p|2 2
where § = 2 !“+ =Dgs, fro= E + £ )=2, 3 = © g )=2 and g and f are the com ponents of the
matﬁoes@andf.Theyarede ned as
o =*4+*=, ;&% = wikcs=1 (621)
q
where ¥ = ! + 1 Oscs ih, + = L2 (br fcs)?, or = Dr=Q rdr ). The magnetization variation is
determm ined by the expression
®
M = i

T Tr @ ;i 622)
1= 1

Using Egs. $520%623) BrTr@ =2 g = @ g )=2;one can easily calculate M . In FIG .12} we show the
change of the m agnetization M induced In the superconductor as a fiinction of the tem perature. W e see that for
low enough tem peratures the decrease of the m agnetization can be very large. At the sam e tin ¢, the change of the

Tt is interesting to calculate the totalm agneticmom ent M g induced in the superconducting In and com pare it
w ith the totalm agnetization of the ferrom agnet M r ¢dr (@s we have m entioned, the m agnetization variation My In
the ferrom agnet is an all and can be neglected).

T he totalm agnetization of the superconductor is given by

ZO
Mg = dXMs(X):
ds

A ssum ing that h o = Dgp=@Q rdr) orh DF=(2d§ )1( r dr =R}), we can easily com pute the ratio

Mg Dsg s 2T X 1
M g odf dr s F opp (124 2)3=2

= 1; (523)
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FIG .25 Change of the m agnetization ofa F /S bilayer as a function of the tem perature.

where p isthe resistivity ofthe F region.

W e see that In the case of a thin ferrom agnet at low tem peratures and a not too strong exchange eld the m ag—
netization induced in the superconductor com pensates com pletely the m agnetization in the ferrom agnet. This result
follow s from the fact that the m agnetization induced in the superconductor (it is proportionalto gss3) Soreads over
distances of the order of 5. In view ofthis result one can expect that the m agnetic m om ent ofa an all ferrom agnetic
particle em bedded in a superconductor should be com pletely screened by the C ooper pairs. W e discuss the screening
of a ferrom agnet particle by the C ooper pairs in the next subsection.

Tt is worth m entioning that the problem of nding the m agnetization in a S=F structure consisting of thin S
ds < s)and F (dr < r) layers is equivalent to the problem of m agnetic superconductors where ferrom agnetic
(exchange) interaction and superconducting correlations coexist. If we assum e a strong coupling between the thin S
and F Jlayers, we can again average the equations over the thickness of the structure and arrive at the U sadel equation
for the averaged G reen’s function wih an e ective exchange eld H = hdr =d and arbe ective order param eter

~“= d g=d;whered = ds + dr . In this case the m agnetization isgiven by M = g 3 B2 ~2 (K ), where
(x) isthe step function. Thism eansthat the totalm agnetization M iszero for K < ™. This result agreesw ith those

and itinerant ferrom agnetisn in m agnetic superconductors.
O ne of the assum ptions m ade for cbtaining the previous results is the quasiclassical condition h= ¢ 1. For

som e m aterials the latter is not fiil lled and one has to go beyond the quasiclassical approach. H alterm an and Vallg
(20d_2-§i) studied the imbalance of spin up and soin down electrons in pure S=F structures (ie. without in purities)
In the case of strong exchange elds h= ¢ 1). In that case superconductivity is strongly suppressed at the S=F
Interface. Solving the B ogoliibov-de G ennes equations num erically the authors showed that there was a m agnetic
\leakage" from the ferrom agnet into the superconductor, which lead to a polarization of the electrons in S over the
short length scale r . The direction of the induced m agnetic m om ent in the superconductor was parallel to that in
the ferrom agnet, which contrasts our ndng.

At the same tine, the lim it of a very strong exchange eld considered by Halterm an and Valls (2002a) di ers
com pltely from ours. It is clear that due to the strong suppression of the superconductivity at the S=F interface,
the m agnetic m om ent cannot be in uenced by the superconductivity and therefore thick ferrom agnetic layers w ith
exchange energies of the order of the Ferm ienergy are not suiable for observing the reduction of the m agnetization
described above.

TheDO S for statesw ith spin-up and spin-down electrons in a S=F structure hasbeen calculated on the basis ofthe

the superconductor over the length ofthe order s . H owever, the change ofthe m agnetization has not been calculated
n thiswork.

This has been done later by K rivoruchko and K oshina_ gz_ogg') for a S=F structure. Using the U sadel equation,
the authors num erically calculated the m agnetization lnduced In the superconductor. T hey found that the m agnetic
mom ent leaked from the F layer nto the S layer and changed the sign at som e distance of the order of 5, thus
becom ing negative at su ciently large distances only. In our opinion, the \lakage" of the magnetic moment M ¢
obtained in that paper is a consequence of the use by the authors of a w rong expression for the m agnetic m om ent.
T hey did not add to the form ula cbtained in the quasiclassical approxin ation a contribution from the energies levels

located far from the Ferm ienergy. T he latter contribution is not captured by the quasiclassical approach and should
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be w ritten additionally.

W ehave seen that under certain conditionsa niem agneticm om ent is nduced inside the superconductor. D oesthis
m agneticm om ent a ect the superconductivity? Them agnetic eld B 5 in the superconductorequalsthem agnetization
4 M. The Induced m agnetization in the superconductorM s is sm aller than the m agnetization In the ferrom agnet:
Mg = Mrpmax(dr=f 5;dsg). The critical eld for superconducting thin Ins is given by the expression H .
( .=ds)Hpyk, where 1 isthe London penetration depth, and H p,k is the critical eld of the buk m aterial. The
superconductivity isnot a ected by the induced eld B g ifthe eld Bg 4 Mp dr=3g) Wesstdg s) isamaller
than H .. Therefore the condition 4 My < ( 1 =dr )Hpu1x should be satis ed. Ifwe take 1, 1 m and @ 5 ,we
arrive at the condition 4 Mg < 200H py 1k - T hiscondition is fi1l lled easily forthe case ofnot too strong ferrom agnets.
D ue to the presence of the m agnetization in the ferrom agnet and superconductor spontaneous currents arise in the

In portant for the experim ental cbservations one needs m ore inform ation.
T he m ost direct check for the cryptoferrom agnetic phase would be m easurem ents w ith polarized neutrons. In a

of the high T. superconductor Y B a,Cusz0+; (S layer) and of the ferrom agnet La,_3Ca;_3M nO3 F layer). Two
sam ples w ith the S and F layers of the sam e thickness were used. Layers of sam ple 1 (2) are 98A (160A ) thick. The
Curie tem perature of the ferrom agnet and the tem perature of the superconducting transition are equalto 165K and
75K respectively. By using neutron re ectom etry the authors obtained an Infom ation about the spatial distribution
of the m agnetic m om ent In the structure. Analyzing the tem perature dependence of the B ragg peaks intensity they
cam e to the conclusion that the m ost probable scenario to explain im portant features of this dependence observed
was the assum ption that an induced m agnetization arises In the S layers. If this explanation was correct, the sign
of the Induced m agnetization had to be opposite to the sign of the m agnetization in the F layers. It is quite
reasonable to think that the m echanisn discussed above for conventional superconductors should be present also in
high T. superconductors and then the theoretic scenario analyzed in this section can serve as an explanation of the
experim ent.

C. Spi screening of the m agnetic m om ent of a ferrom agnetic particke in a superconductor

Let us consider now a ferrom agnetic particle (grain) em bedded into a superconductor (see FIG . Z-é) . As i the
previous subsection, we analyze the m agneticm om ent induced in the superconductor around the particle and com pare
it with the m agnetic m om ent ofthe F particke (4 a’=3)M ro (we assum e that the partick has a spherical orm and
radius a).

FIG .26 Ferrom agnetic grain em bedded into a superconductor. D ue to the inverse proxin ity e ect the m agnetic m om ent of
the grain is screened by the electrons of the superconductor.

Tt iswellknown that the superconducting currents M eissner currents) in a superconductor screen a m agnetic eld
that decays from the surface over the London penetration length 1 and vanishes in the bulk of the superconductor.
T he sam e length characterizes the decay of the m agnetic eld created by a ferrom agnetic F ) grain embedded in a
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superconductor if the radius of the grain a is lJarger than 1 . However, if the radius a is an all, the M eissner e ect
can be neglected and a stray m agnetic eld around the grain should decay, as in a nom alm etal, over a length ofthe
ordera. W e consider now Tjust this case.

Above the criticaltem perature T the stray m agnetic eld polarizesthe spinsof free electronsand inducesa m agnetic
mom ent. Thism agnetic m om ent is very am allbecause the P auliparam agnetiam isweak ( é 10 %). In addition,
the totalm agneticm om ent induced by the stray m agnetic eld is zero. T he penetration depth 1 can be ofthe order
of hundreds of interatom ic distances or larger, so that ifa is sm aller or of the order of 10nm , the M eissner e ect can
be neglected.

T he screening of the m agnetic m om ent is a phenom enon speci ¢ for superconductors. It is usually believed that in
a situation, when the screening due to the orbital electron m otion can be neglected (an allgrains and thin Im s), the
totalm agneticm om ent is just the m agneticm om ent of the ferrom agnetic particle and no additionalm agnetization is
Induced by the electrons of the superconductor.

This comm on wisdom is quite naturalbecause In conventional superconductors the total soin of a C ooper pair is
equalto zero and the polarization of the conduction electrons is even sm aller than in the nom alm etal. Spin-orbit
Interactionsm ay lead to a nite m agnetic susceptibility of the superconductor but it is positive and am aller anyw ay

Let usnow take a closer look at the results ofthe last subsection. W e have seen that the proxin ity e ect induces in
the superconductor a m agneticm om ent w ith the sign opposite to the one in the ferrom agnet. In view ofthis result it
is quite naturalto expect that the m agneticm om ent ofa am all ferrom agnetic particle em bedded in a superconductor
m ay be screened by the C ooper pairs as it is sketched in F1IG -'_2-_6 So, ket us consider this situation in m ore detail.

W e consider a ferrom agnetic grain of radiis a embedded in a bulk superconductor. If the size of the particlke
is smaller than the kngth r we can again assum e that the quasiclassical G reen’s finctions in the F region are
alm ost constant and given by Eq. (_5;2_]:), wherenow w = 3Dr=@ ra). In the superconductor we have to solve the
linearized U sadel equation for the com ponent gs 3 determ ining the m agnetization

r’gss  5gs3=0; (524)

wherer ? = @, + (2=r)@, isthe Laplace operator in spherical coordinates.
U sing the boundary conditions Eq. @_2_]:) we w rite the solution of this equation as

frcs a? e st @
gs3= —— @Bcsfro HBcsors) ; (525)
s 1+ sa r

where fro= (fr+ + fr )=2and gr3= @r+ g )=2.

W e assum e again that the tranam ission coe cient through the S=F interface isnot an alland the condiion <<
h Or =a?) is f1l Ied. In this case the expression for gs3 drastically sinpli es. Indeed, In this Imit gr3 =
frofecs=9scs and fro = thfgcsTPcs=rr - Thereﬁ)reEq.@;Z_Ei) acquires the form

2 2 .
chsa_lhe

gs3= sy 526)

s I pr

This solution can be obtained from Eq.624) if one writes down the tem 4 A (r) on the right-hand side of this
equation wih A = fBzc s a’ih=( g wr ): Thism eans that the ferrom agnetic grain acts on C ooper pairs as a m agnetic
In purity em bedded into a dirty superconductor. It induces a ferrom agnetic cloud of the size of the order 5 wih a
m agnetic m om ent B hW :

In order to jistify the assum ptions m ade above we estin ate the energy D r =a® assum ing that the m ean free path
is of the order of a. Fora = 30A and vz = 10%cm =sec we get Dy =a® 1000K ;. This condition is il Iled for
ferrom agnets w ith the exchange energy of the order of severalhundredsK .

In the lim it of low tem peratures the calculation of the m agnetic m om ent becom es very easy and we cbtain for the
m agneticm om ent M g Induced In the superconductor the follow Ing expression

Ms
—= 1 527)
Mpo@ a3=3)

This is a rem arkable result which show s that the induced m agnetic m om ent is opposite in sign to the m om ent of
the ferrom agnetic particle and their absolute values are equalto each other. In other words, the m agnetic m om ent of

the screening is the coherence length s, which contrasts the orbital screening due to the M eissnere ect characterized
by the London penetration depth 1, .
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To avoid m isunderstanding we em phasize once again that the fll screening occurs only if the m agnetization (per
unit volum e) of the ferrom agnetic grain M ¢ o is given by Eq.{_5_.1_6), which means that the ferrom agnetic grain is
an itinerant ferrom agnet. If the m agnetization of the ferrom agnet is caused by both localized m om ents M 1) and
tinerant electrons M itin ), the full screening is not achieved. M oreover, the m agnetization M 1, m ay be larger than

A ctually, we have discussed the di usive case only. H owever, i tums out that the soin screening occurs also in the
clean case provided the exchange eld isnottoo high: h << vy =dr , wherew and dr are the Fem ivelocity and the

In purity leads to a bound state ( inside the superconducting energy gap. T here is som e critical strength he F
of the exchange coupling h that separates two di erent ground states of the system denoted by ifh < h. and °if
h > h.. The bound state o corresponds to a localized quasiparticle w ith spin \up"®. Since the total electronic spin
n the state  is zero one says that the continuum localizes a spin \up". T he energy needed to create a quasiparticle
excitation decreaseswhen increasingh.Ath = h. the state becom es unstabl against a spontaneous creation ofan
excitation w ith spin \up" and the transition to the state ° occurs. In this state the electronic spin at the in purity
site isnow equalto 1=2.A llthe works considering thisproblem focused the attention on the subgap structure ofthe
soectrum and did not addressed the problem of the screening of the m agnetic m om ent by the continuum spectrum .
This is of no surprise because a su ciently large m agnetic m om ent of the Im purity (S 1) cannot be screened by
the quasiparticles.

D . Sph-orbi hnteraction and is e ect on the proxim ity e ect

In this section we discuss the In uence of the spin-orbit (SO ) Interaction on the proxim ity e ect. A though in
general its characteristic energy scale is much an aller than the exchange energy h, i can be com parable w ith the
superconducting gap and therefore this e ect can be very im portant. Since the SO scattering leads to a m ixing of
the spin channels, we expect that i willa ect not only the singlkt com ponent of the condensate but also the triplet
one In the ferrom agnet.

In conventional superconductors the SO Interaction does not a ect them odynam ic properties. However, a non—
vanishing m agnetic susceptibility at zero tem perature K night shift) ocbserved in an all superconducting sam ples and

structures considered here the exchange eld h breaksthe tin ereversalsym m etry in analogy to the extemalm agnetic
eld In the Knight shift problem . Therefore the SO interaction in the superconductor is expected to in uence the
Inverse proxin ity e ect studied in this Chapter.
In this Section we w ill generalize the analysis of the long-range proxin ity e ect and the inverse proximn ity e ect
presented above taking the SO interaction into account. The quasiclassical equations in the presence of the SO

@997 .
T he derivation of these equations is presented in the A ppendix 2}: . The resulting U sadel equation takes the form

D@ @r9) + 1(%BQg+ @Gwg™)+ ;g + hS;g

+

SA3gA3S;g =0: (5.28)

S0

on the m aterial used in the experin ents. Som e estin ates for the valies of 1=h 5.,.can be ound i I_D_h_gt_a_d: (2000) .
For exam pl, for transition m etals lke F e one obtains 1=h 5. 10 ?, while Hr a typical m agnetic rare earth the
value 1=h 5.. 03 ism ore typical. In the Jatter case the SO interaction should clearly a ect the penetration of the
condensate Into the ferrom agnet.

In order to study the in uence ofthe SO interaction on both the long-range and the inverse proxin iy e ect we w ill
use E q.@ZZEZ) . W e consider rst the wellknown problem ofthe K night shift. T his exam ple w ill show the convenience
ofusing the quasiclassical approach.

® 0 ne assum es that the m agnetic in purity has spin up.
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The Knight shift h superconductors

Let us consider a superconductor in an extemalm agnetic e]d H . In the Usadel equation, Eq. {!_5;2_8 the eld H
plys the role of the exchange energy h. W e are Interested in the linear response to this led, ie. In the m agnetic
susceptbility s of the superconductor. W e assum e that the superconductor is hom ogeneous and therefore we drop
the gradient termm in Eq. @;2:8):

! [359]+ 1 ;g + iH h;g]l (I=s0:) S39%S;g = 05 (529)
g = 1: (5.30)

The solution ofEqg. @:2:9) has the form
g= @cs*+ 9373) 3+ (Eecs 3+ fH)i%; (5.31)

w here the functions g3 and f; are corrections to the nom alggc s and anom alous fy ¢ s G reen’s functions. In the
particle-hole space the m atrix g has the usual form , ie. it is expanded in m atrices %3 and i . In the spin_space the
triplet com ponent (the g3 and fy temm s) appears due to them agnetic eld acting on the spins. U sing Egs. {_5;2_51—5 ;3_1:)
one can readily obtain

’H

= i : 532
% E%CE' + 4= 55) ( )

P—
whereE, = 2 4+ 12__ L
Substituting Eq. $.32) into Eq. {5.23) we can w rite the m agnetization M as Pllow s
!
% 1
M =M 2T H 533
0 i E%CE' + 4= 55) ( )

The rsttem in Eq. @;3:3) cannot be calculated in the fram ew ork of the quasiclassical theory and one should use
exact G reen’s fiinctions. Tt corresponds to the Pauliparam agnetic term given by M ¢ = 5 H . In the quasiclassical
approach this term is absent. T his term does not depend on tem perature on the energy scale of the order of T, and
or:igjnates ﬁ:om a oontnbutjon of short djstanoes W heJ:e the quasiclassical approxin ation fails.

In the absence ofthe soin orbit Jnteractjon the m agneUzann at T = 0 is, as expected, equalto zero. How ever, Jf
the SO interaction is nite the spin susceptibility s doesnot vanish at T = 0. It is interesting that, as ©llow s from
Eqg. @;2_9), the singlet com ponent of the condensate is not a ected by the SO interaction. The origin of the nie
susceptibility is the existence of the triplet com ponent £, of the condensate.

In the S=F structures there is no exchange eld in the superconductor and therefore the situation is in princi-
plk di erent. However, we have seen that due to the proxin ity e ect the triplet com ponent £, is lnduced in the
superconductor.

From the above analysis one expects that the SO iInteraction m ay a ect the penetration length of such com ponent
In the superconductor. In the next sections we consider the in uence of the SO the superconducting condensate in
both the ferrom agnet and the superconductor.

1. I uence of the Spi-O b1 Ihteraction on the bng-range P roxin ity E ect

Now we consideragain the S=F =S=F =S structure of Section :'I\Z :A_' and assum e that the long-range triplet com ponent
is created, which is possble provided the angle between the m agnetizations di ers from 0 and . In oxder to
understand how the SO interaction a ects the triplet com ponent it is convenient to linearize Eq. _.2_8:) In the F -ayer
assum Ing, for exam ple, that the proxim ity e ect isweak. O ne can easily obtain a linearized equation sim ilarto Eq.
{3:1:5{) for the condensate function f. T he solution of this equation is represented again in the form

fx)=1% GBE)MH+ L))+ 1Y &))" 5.34)
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P
T he functions f; (x) are given as before by f; x) = jbj exp[ yjx]but now the new eigenvalues 5 arew ritten as

5 21 4 4
= — h? —  + (5.35)
DF SO SODF
4
2= 242 ——— (5.36)
s:o:DF

W e see from these equations that both the singlt and triplet com ponents are a ected by the spin-orbi interaction
m aking the decay of the condensate in the ferrom agnﬁt faster. In the lin iting case, when 4= 4, > h;T., both the
com ponents penetrate over the sam e distance ¢.,. = soD ¢ and therefore the longrange e ect is suppressed. In

this case the characteristic oscillations of the singlet com ponent are destroyed © em ler et al, 1997). In the m ore
Interesting case 4= oo T. < h, the singlet com ponent does not change and penetrates over the short distance
. At the sam e tin g, the triplet com ponent is m ore sensitive to the spin-orbit interaction and the penetration length
equalsmin(gs; r)> F -

T herefore, if the spin-orbit interaction is not very strong, the penetration of triplet condensate over the long
distances discussed In the preceding sections is still possble, although the penetration length is reduced.

2. Sph-O bt hteraction and the hverse Proxin ty E ect

Studying a S=F bilayer we have seen that the induced m agnetic m om ent in the superconductor S is related to
the appearance of the triplet com ponent fy. M oreover, we have shown that this com ponent is a ected by the SO
Interaction, while the singlet one f5 isnot. So, one should expect that the SO interaction m ay change the scale over
w hich the m agnetic m om ent is lnduced In the superconductor and one can estin ate easily this length.

A ssum Ing that the G reen’s functions in the superconductor take values close to the buk valies we linearize the
U sadel equation {52§) in the superconductor. T he solution has the sam e orm as befre, Eq. {52(), but s should
be replaced by

2

s st soi 537)
w here ﬁo = 8D g= g . Therefore, the length of the penetration of gs3 and, in its tum, of M 5 into the S region
decreases if 2 P< 2.

In principle, one can m easure the spatial distrdbution of the m agnetic mom ent In the S region as i was done

VI.DISCUSSION OF THE RESULTS AND OUTLOOK

In this review we have discussed new unusual properties of structures consisting of conventional superconductors
In a contact w ith ferrom agnets. It has been known that such system sm ight exhibit very interesting properties like a
non-m onotonous reduction of the superconducting tem perature as a function of the thickness of the superconductor,
possbility ofa -contact in Josephson junctions w ith ferrom agnetic layers, etc.

However, as we have seen, everything is even m ore Interesting and som e soectacular phenom ena are possible that
even m ight look at rst glance as a paradox. The comm on feature ofthe e ects discussed in this review isthat alm ost
allofthem orighate In situationswhen the exchange eld isnot hom ogeneous. A sa consequence ofthe inhom ogeneity,
the soin structure of the superconducting condensate fiinction becom es very non-trivial and, in particular, the triplet
com ponents are generated. In the presence of the inhom ogeneous exchange eld, the total spin of a C ooper pair is
not necessarily equalto zero and the total spin equalto unity w ith all pro fctions onto the direction of the exchange

eld ispossble.

W e have discussed the m ain properties of the odd triplet superconductivity In the S=F structures. This super-
conductivity di ers from the well known types of superconductivity: a) singlet superconductivity w ith the swave
(conventional T, superconductors) and d-wave (high T. superconductors) types of pairing; b) odd in m om entum p
and even in frequency ! triplet superconductivity observed, eg. in SrRuO 4.

The odd triplet superconductivity discussed in this Review has a condensate (G or’kov) function that is an odd
function ofthe M atsubara frequency ! and an even function (in the m ain approxin ation) ofthem om entum p in the
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di usive lin it. It is insensitive to the scattering on nonm agnetic in purities and thereforem ay be realized In thin In
S=F structures where themean free path is very short.

Forthe rst tin e, the condensate function ofthis type hasbeen suggested by i_B_eEeizjn_s}_qi_QQZEg) m any years ago as
a possible candidate to describe super uidity in H €3. Later, it has been established that the super uid condensate
in H € had a di erent structure —it wasodd in p and even in ! . In principle, there isan in portant di erence between
the triplet superconductivity discussed here and that predicted by B erezinskiiwho assum ed that the order param eter

was also an odd function of ! . In our case the order param eter is determ ined by the singlet, swave condensate
function and has the ordinary BC S structure (ie., it does not depend on them om entum p and frequency ! ). On the
other hand the structure of the triplet condensate function f in the di usive case considered here coincides w ith
that suggested by B erezinskii: it isan odd function ofthe M atsubara frequency ! and, in them ain approxin ation, is
constant In the m om entum space. T he antisym m etric part of £ is sn all com pared w ith the symm etric part, being
odd in p and even In ! :

T he triplet com ponent wjr% the profgction of the total spin S, = 1 penetrates the ferrom agnet over a long
distance of the order of y D=2 T;which show s that the exchange eld doesnot a ect the triplet part of the
condensate. At the sam e tin e, the exchange eld suppresses the am plitude of the singlet com ponent at the S=F
Interface that detem ines the am plitude of the triplet com ponent. T he long-range triplet com ponent arises only in
the case of a nonhom ogeneous m agnetization. T he triplet com ponent appears also In a system w ith a hom ogeneous
m agnetjzatj%l but In this case it corresponds to the progction S, = 0 and penetrates the ferrom agnet over a short
lngth p = Dp=h<< y.

a spiralm agnetic structure. However, i always coexists w ith the singlet com ponent and cannot be separated from
i. In contrast, in the multilayered S=F structuresw ith a nonhom ogeneousm agnetization and w ith the thickness of
theF layersdr exceeding r , the Josephson coupling between S layers is realized only through the long-range triplet
com ponent and this separates the singlet and trijplet com ponents from each other. A s a resul, the \real" odd triplet
superconductivity m ay be realized in the transverse direction in such structures.

A nother Interesting peculiarity ofthe S=F structures is the inverse proxin iy e ect, nam ely, the penetration of the
m agnetic order param eter (spontaneousm agneticm om ent M ) into the superconductor and a spatial variation of the
m agnetization direction in the ferrom agnet under the in uence ofthe superconductivity. It tums out that both e ects
arepossible. A hom ogeneous distribution ofthe m agnetization M r in the S=F bilayer structuresm ay be energetically
unfavorable in F even in a one-dom ain case resulting in a nonhom ogeneous distribbution ofM ¢ in the ferrom agnet.

M oreover, the m agneticm om ent penetrates the superconductor (induced ferrom agnetisn ) changing sign at the S=F
Interface. T herefore the totalm agneticm om ent ofthe system is reduced. Under som e condition the fiill spin screening
ofM ¢ occurs. For exam ple, at zero tem perature the itinerant m agnetic m om ent of a ferrom agnetic grain em bedded
Into a superconductor is com pletely screened by soins of the C ooper pairs in S. T he radius of the screening cloud is
of the order of the superconducting coherence length s . If the m agnetization vectorM r is ordented in the opposite
direction to the ferrom agnetic exchange eld h, the antiscreening is possble.

A s concems the experim ental situation, certainly there are Indications in favor ofthe long-range triplet com ponent,
although an unam biguous evidence does not exist so far. For exam ple, the resistance of ferrom agnetic In sorw ires in

e ect In the S=F systam s is the long-range penetration of the triplet com ponent. However a sin pler e ect m ight
also be the reason for this long-range proxin ity e ect. It is related to a rearrangem ent of a dom ain structure in
the ferrom agnet when the tem perature Iowers below T.. The M eissner currents lnduced in the superconductor by a

Sefrioui et al. (2003) also ocbtained som e Indications on the existence of a triplet com ponent in a m ultilayered

S=F=S=F ... structure. The samples used by Sefrioui et al} contained the high T. material YBa,Cuz0; (@s a
superconductor) and the halfm etallic ferrom agnet Lap.7C ap3M nO 3 (@s a ferrom agnet) . T hey found that supercon—
ductivity persisted even In the case when the thickness of the F layers dr essentially exceeded ¢ ([dr & 10nm and

F 5nm ). In a halfm etal ferrom agnet w ith spins of free electrons aligned in one direction the singlet C ooper pairs

cannot exist. T herefore it is reasonable to assum e that the superconducting coupling betw een neighboring S layers is

directly by probing the spatial distribution of the m agnetic eld (orm agneticm oment M ) w ith the aid of the m uon
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the authors concluded that a m agnetic m om ent was induced in the superconducting Y B a,C u30 7 layers. T he sign of
this induced m om ent w as opposite to the sign ofthe m agneticm om ent in the ferrom agnetic La,_sC a;-3M nO 3 layers,
which correlates w ith our prediction.

In spoite of these experin ental results that m ay be considered as, at least prelin inary, con m ation of the existence
ofthe triplet com ponent in the S=F structures, there isa need In additionalexperim ental studies ofthe unconventional
superconductivity discussed in this review . O ne of the In portant issues would be to understand whether the long
range proxin iy e ects already observed experin entally are due to the triplet pairing or to a sin ple redistribution
of the dom ain walls by the M eissner currents. W e believe that m easurem ents on thin ferrom agnetic w ires w here the
M eissner currents are reduced m ay clarify the situation.

Tt isvery Interesting to distinguish betw een the tw o possible inverse proxin iy e ectsexperim entally. A Ithough both
the form ation of the cryptoferrom agnetic state and the induction of the m agnetic m om ents in the superconductors
are very Interesting e ects, it is not clear yet which of these e ects causes the m agnetization reduction observed by

T he enhancem ent of the Josephson current by the presence of the ferrom agnet near the junction is one m ore
theoretical prediction that has not been observed yet but, certainly, this e ect deserves an attention. An overview
for experim entalists interested In all these sub fcts is presented in A ppendix _-:, where we discuss brie y di erent
experin entson S/F structures, focusing our attention on them aterials for which, we expect, them ain e ects discussed
In this review m ay be observed.

In addition, further theoretical nvestigations are needed. The odd triplet com ponent has been studied m ainly
In thediusive Iimit hh << 1). &t would be interesting to investigate the properties of the triplet com ponent for
an arbirary im purity concentration (b ? 1). No theoretical work on dynam ics of m agnetic m om ents In the S=F
structures has been perform ed yet, although the triplet com ponent m ay play a very im portant role in the dynam ics
of the S=F structures. Transport properties of the S=F structures require also further theoretical considerations. Tt
would be usefil to study the In uence of dom ain structures on properties of the S=F structures, etc. In other words,
physics of the proxin iy e ects in the superconductor-ferrom agnet structures is evolving into a very popular eld of
research, both experim entally and theoretically.

T he study ofthe proximn ity e ect in S=F structuresm ay be extended to inclide ferrom agnets iIn contact w ith high

preparation ofm ultilayered S=F =S=F .. structures consisting of thin ferrom agnetic layers (as La,-3C a;-3M nO3) and
thin layers of high T. superconductor (@s Y B a,Cus0 ) wih variable thicknesses. It would be very interesting to
study, both experim entally and theoretically, such a system w ith non-collinear m agnetization orientations. In this
case d-wave singlkt and odd triplet superconductivity should coexist in the system . It is known that m any properties
of the ordinary BC S superconductivity rem ain unchanged in the high T. superconductors. This m eans that m any
e ects considered in this review can also occur in S/F structures containing high T, m aterials, but there w ill certainly
be di erences w ith respect to the conventional superconductors w ith the spairing.

W e hope that this review w ill encourage experin entalists and theoreticians to m ake fuirther nvestigations in this
fascinating eld of research.
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APPEND X A :Basi equations

T hroughout this review we usem ainly the wellestablished m ethod of quasiclassical G reen’s functions. W ithin this
m ethod the G or’kov equations can be drastically sin pli ed by integrating the G reen’s finction over the m om entum .




56

derivation of equations for the quasiclassical G reen’s fiinctions and w rite ©om ulae for the m ain observable quantities
In tem s ofthese finctions. A specialattention w illbe paid to the dependence ofthese functions on the soin variables
that play a crucial role in the S/F structures. In particular, we take Into account the spin-orbit interaction alongside
w ith the exchange interaction in the ferrom agnet.

W e start w ith a generalH am iltonian describbing a conventionalB C S-superconductor/ ferrom agnet structure:

X
H = al, [((p ppo+ &V )+ Uinp) se0+ Ugon
fpisg
o
s )lac afsal,e t cor @a1)

T he sum m ation is carried out overallm om enta (o;p") and spins (s;s°) (the notation s, pm eans inversion ofboth spin
and mom entum ), p = P=2m r is the kinetic energy counted from the Femm ienergy r,V isa anoothly varying
electric potential. T he superconducting order param eter m ust be determ ined selfconsistently. Tt vanishes in the
ferrom agnetic regions. The potentialUy, , = U (o ©) describes the interaction of the electrons w ith nonm agnetic

X u(i>
sw0:
Uswo: = 2 © pO)
Pr

i

Here the summ ation is perform ed over all in purities. _ _

T he representation of the H am iltonian in the fom @_]:) In plies that we use the m ean— eld approxin ation for the
superconducting ( ) and m agnetic () order param eter. T he exchange eld h is parallel to the m agnetization M ¢
in F’. In strong ferrom agnets the m agnitude ofh is much higher than and corresponds to an e ective m agnetic

eld H oxc = h= 5 ofthe order 10°0e (where 5 = g Bohr;J Isthe gfactorand g onr isthe Bohrm agneton).

In oxder to describe the ferrom agnetic region we use a sim pli ed m odel that catches all physics we are Interested
In. Ferrom agnetism in m etals is caused by the electron-electron interaction between electrons belonging to di erent
bands that can correspond to localized and conducting states. O nly the latter participate in the proxin iy e ect. If
the contrdbution of free electrons strongly dom inates (@n itinerant ferrom agnet), onehas M ¢ = M . and the exchange
energy is caused m ainly by free electrons.

If the polarization of the conduction electrons is due to the interaction with localized m agnetic m om ents, the
H am iltonian HAF can be w ritten in the form

X
I'fF = h aJsrpS 550@50p0 A2)
fpisg
P
where S = Sa ([ r), S5 is the soin of a particular ion. A oconstant h; is related to h via the equation:

a
h = hiny Sy , where ny is the concentration of m agnetic ions and Sy is a maximum valie of S, (We consider

these spins as classical vectors; see Ref. (G or’kov and Rusinov, 1963)). In this case the m agnetization is a sum :
M = M ,c + M, and the m agnetization M o can be aligned parallel th; > 0, the ferrom agnetic type of the exchange
eld) toM orantiparalkel h; < 0, the antiferrom agnetic type of the exchange eld). In the follow ngwe w illassum e
a ferrom agnetj%exdlange Interaction M . andM are oriented in the sam e direction). In principle, onecan add to Eq.
@ 2) the tem fajpg £9a 89 describing a direct interaction between localized m agnetic m om ents but in the m ost
part of the review this temm is not im portant except Section V A . w here the cryptoferrom agnetic state is discussed.

Starting from the Ham iltonian @ 1) and using a standard approach {Larkin and O vchinnikov, 1984), one can derive
the E ilenberger and U sadel equations. Initially these equations have been derived for2 2 m atrix G reen’s functions
Gn ;no, Where Indices n;n® relate to nom al (g1;92) and anom alous or condensate (f1,;f,1) G reen’s fiinctions. T hese
functions describe the singlet com ponent. In the case of a non-hom ogenous m agnetization considered in this review
one has to introduce additional G reen’s functions depending on soins and describe not only the singlet but also the
triplet com ponent. T hese m atrices depend not only on n;n® indices but also on the spin indices s;s% and are 4 4
m atrices in the spih and G or’kov space (som etin es the n;n° space is called the N ambu or N am bu-6 or’kov space).

In order to de ne the G reen’s functions in a custom ary way it is convenient to w rite the H am iltonian @ 1) in tem s

of new operators ¢, and G, that are related to the creation and anhilation cperators a; and as by the relation

7 e rem ind that the exchange eld h ism easured in energy units, see also the Footnote on page 78)
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(We drop the index p related to the m om entum )

ag;n=1
Yoo— 5.
agin= 2:

Chs = A 3)

T hese operators (or s = 1) were Introduced by Nam bu d_\I_aI_n_b_u_,_l_9_6@) . The new operators allow one to express
the anom alous averages < ar w@a> Introduced by G or’kov as the conventional averages < ¢ ;c > and therefore
the theory of superconductivity can be constructed by analogy w ith a theory of nom al system s. T hus, the Index n
operates In the particle-hole NN umbsG or’kov) space, while the index s operates in the spin space. In term s ofthe ¢,

operators the Ham iltonian can be w ritten in the form

+
H = CnsH (nn0 (ss?) Cnos® 7 @A4)
fpinisg

w here the sum m ation is perform ed over allm om enta, particlke-hol and spin indices. Them atrix H is given by

11’1
Ho= 2 Wp ot &)+ Unpl v+ % 25 nas
X g0, ’
+ —® IS @5)
o

i

Them atrices N and *; are the Paulim atrices in the particle-hole and spin space resgpectively; i= 0;1;2;3, where %
and g are the corresponding uni m atrices. The m atrix vector S is de ned as

S= ("M1i"2i%%3)
and the m atrix order param eter equals e- ~“1Re “»Im . Now we can de ne the m atrix G reen’s functions (in
the particlke-hole spin space) In the K eldysh representation In a standard way
D E
0 1 0
G i) =7 Tc s (t)CGog ) 7 @ 6)

w here the tem poral indices take the values 1 and 2, which correspond to the upper and lower branch of the contour
C, running from 1l to+1l andbackto 1 .
O ne can introduce a m atrix in the K eldysh space ofthe form

G GOR G GOX

0 G )2 ®7)

G ) =
where the retarded (advanced) G reen’s functions G )R @) are related to the matrices G (4;t)) : G GEOR @) =
G ;t(l)) G ;1'20 ) - Alltheseelmentsare4 4 m atrices. T hese functions determ ine themm odynam ic properties
ofthe system (density of states, the Josephson current etc). Them atrix G )X = G ;) + G ;) is related to
the distribbution fugction and has a nontrivial structure only In a nonequilbriim case. In the equilbrium case it is
equalto: G ( f = dt 06t O epd € H)= B (F G (Jltanh( =2T):

In order to obtain the equations for the quasiclassical G reen’s functions, we ollow the procedure introduced by

i@ H im p so: G =15 A 8)
where
@2
H = A3—r F h§S+ e A3
2m

and inp and sy, are the selfenergies given in the Bom approxin ation by
Z Z

2 . .
mp = ijpujmp"ﬂﬁ i; G i= dp 4—G

so: = N'znpugz%;l'ﬁ Is0:7

. d 0 0
G i, = dp 4—(n n)SG S (n n) : @ 9)
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Here N i, , is the in purity concentration, is the density of states at the Ferm ilevel and n is a unit vector parallel
to the m om entum . .

N ext step is to subtract from Eq.@_&), muliplied by 5 from the left, its conjigate equation m ultiplied by 5 from
the right. Then one hasto go from the variables (r;r°) to (r+ 9=2;r ) and to perform a Fourier transfom ation
w ith respect to the relative coordinate. By m aking use of the fact that the G reen’s functions are peaked at the Fem i
surface, one can integrate the resulting equation over ,; and nally one ocbtains

~50@g+ Qg™ + vprg 1ihS;g ii9

1
+2— hoi;g] + [3hoiso:37g]= 0 @ 10)

S:0:

where = "3 e and the quasiclassical G reen’s finctions g (t i;tﬁ) are de ned as
Z

Grir) = = (5 %) doG &tdipin) ; @11)

and vy isthe Fem ivelocity. T he scattering tim es appearing In Eq. [A_ld) are de ned as

1

Nin pU 5 @12)

1
s:0:

Wl N
Q.
N
N

0. S ®13)

unique. T he proper solutionsm ust obey the so called nom alization condition
Z

@1=2 )glr;r; ;1)Glriri; =1 @14

G eneralization forthe case ofexchange and spin-orbit interaction waspresented In @8 ergeret et al,, 2000) and {l?_e;qe_r@ﬁ

et al:,_Z_O_O_lg) . The solution forE q.@:lzj) can be obtained in som e lim iting cases, or exam ple, In a hom ogeneous case.
However nding is solution for nonhom ogeneous structures w ith an arbitrary in purity concentration m ay be a quite
di cul task. Further sin pli cations can bem ade in the case of a dirty superconductor when the energy 1 related
to the elastic scattering by nonm agnetic in purities is lJarger than all other energies involved in the problem , and the
m ean free path 1lis am aller than all characteristic lengths (exogpt the Ferm iw ave length that is set in the quasiclassical
theory to zero). In this case one can expand the solution of Eq. &_A-_l-g) in tem s of spherical ham onics and retain
only the rsttwo ofthem, ie.

glor iri) = gs (£) + (Er =Pr )9a () ; (A 15)

where g5 (r) is a m atrix that depends only on coordinates. The second termm is the antisym m etric part (the st
Legendre polynom ial) that determ ines the current. It is assum ed that the second tem is an aller than the st one.
T he param eter =x, determ ines J'rés an allness, where 1 is the m ean free path and x( is a characteristic length of the
problem . In S=F structures xg D g =h isthe shortest length becaussusually h > :In the lin it I=x ¢ << 1;that
is, ifthe product h  is am all, one can express g, (r) from Eq.(:_A_lﬁ) In term s of gs (v)

Galr; ;0= g ;0rgs @i %; @16)
W hen obtaining Eq.{A:l:G), we used the relations

g5t ;1) g@ii; 9=1; @17
Jas @i ;1) g@i; O+ g ;1) gk =0

T he sym bolically w ritten products In Egs. :E{),{A:l:"f.) In ply an integration over the ntemalenergy 1 as it is shown
nEq.@14).
T he equation for the isotropic com ponent of the G reen’s function after averaging over the direction of the Fem i
velocity vy reads
Dr @rg) + 1(3Gg+ @Grg™)+ ;g + hS;g

+

S7g97%S;g = 0; A 18)
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where D is the di usion coe cient.

If we take the elem ents (11) or (22) of the supem atrix g, we obtain the U sadel equation for the retarded and
advanced G reen’s finctions gf @) (t;t%) generalized for the case of the exchange el acting on the spins of electrons.
In this review we are interested m ainly in stationary processes, when them atrices g® ® (t;t%) depend only on the tin e
dierence ¢ t¥):Perfom ing the Fourder transbrm ation g8 @) ()= det O @'t Oexpd ¢t 9), weobtan
orgt @) () the Hllow ing equation @e drop the indicesR @ ))

D@y @Qxg)+ i [B%;9l+ thf[3"3;g]lcos &)+ [v™2;g9lsh &®)g+ i ;g + S7g%Sig = 0: @ 19)
S:0:

Tt isassum ed here that h hasthe com ponentsh (0;sin ;ocos ). Thisequation was rst obtained by U sadel (1970 fu:.d

—————— i

i isknown as the U sadel equation. An inclusion of the exchange and spin-orbit interaction wasm ade in @ lexander

Eqg. @_1_8) can be solved analytically In m any cases and it is used in m ost of previous sections in order to describe
di erent S=F structures. Solutions for the U sadel equation m ust obey the nom alization condition

grir )i )=1 @A 20)

T he U sadel equation is com plem ented by the boundary conditions presented by K uprianov and Lukichev (1988) on

processes at the Interface they take the fom :

g1@xa1 = brig]; A21)

24

where ; = Ry 1, 1 isthe conductiviy of the conductor 1 and Ry is the interface resistance per uni area, the
x-coordinate is assum ed to be nom alto the plane of the interface.

The boundary condition {A21) inplies that we accept the simplest m odel of the S/F interface which is used in
m ost papers on S/F structures. W e assum e that the interface separates two dirty regions: a singlet superconductor
and a ferrom agnet. The superconductor and the ferrom agnet are described In the mean eld approxin ation with
di erent order param eters: the o -diagonal order param eter In the superconductor (in the weak coupling lim it)
and the exchange eld h in the ferrom agnet acting on the spins of free electrons. No soin— Ip scattering processes
are assum ed at the S/F iInterface. A generalization ofthe boundary conditions we use to the case ofa spin-active S/F

param eter , constitute a com plete set of equations from which one can obtain the G reen’s functions.
T he U sadel equation can be solved in som e particular cases. W e often use the linearized U sadelequation. In order
to obtain the linearized U sadel equation we represent the G reen’s functions g in the superconductor in the form

griri!)= ggcs )+ g+ f5; A 22)
. . P .
where gacs (!) = NGcs (1) + %fecs, GBes () = @A'=)fpcsifecs = =1 !2+ 2. We have written the
m atrix g in the so called M atsubara representation. Thism eans that a substitution =) 1i! (! = T @n+ 1);n =
0; 1; 2;::..) isdone and g(!) coincideswith § ( ) for positive ! and with ¢ ( ) for negative ! . The linearized
U sadel equation has the form
Q% f5 2 fs = 2i( =D §)F .5 @ 23)
In the S region and
@2, £ 2 f+ 1% [3; fl cos A0; £] sh =0 @ 24)
intheF region.Here ;= 2E,=Ds, ;=23 3Dr, {=hsn!=Dy and R;B] =AB BA; = i";" .The

signs n Eq. :gA_Z_{l) corresoond to the right and lkft layer respectively.

Theboundary conditions for fs and fg f (in zero-order approxin ation f; = 0) are obtained from Eq.é:ZEL') .
T hey have the form

@x fs = (1=s)b§cs £ %cszcsA3gF3 Gcsfsl (A 25)
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@fr = I=r)lBcs £ f£s1 (A 26)

w here F;s = Ry F;S -
Ifthe G reen’s functions are know n, one can calculate m acroscopic quantities such as the current, m agneticm om ent

I = LyL,=16) r Tr(3%) d @Qgs=€x)12 @ 27)

where Ly, are the widths ofthe Ims in y and z direction (the current ows in the transverse x-direction) and
subscript (12) show s that one has to take the K eldysh com ponent of the supem atrix gs@gs=@x. A variation of the
m agnetic m om ent due to proxim iy e ect is determ ined by formm ulae

X
M,= g (@=2)I1 T Tr(s 3 9 A 28)

X
My,y= 8 (@=2)i T Tr ("% Y2 9) @A 29)

where isthe density-ofstatesat theFem ilkvelin the nom alstateand g = g ponr iSan e ective Bohrm agneton.
Finally, it is In portant to m ake rem arks conceming the notations used in this review . In m ost works where the
S=F structuresw ith hom ogeneousm agnetization are studied, the G reen’s function g isa 2 2 m atrix w ith the usual
nom aland G or’kov’s com ponents. O £ course, this sin pli cation can be m ade provided the m agnetizations of the F
layers Involved in the problem are aligned in one direction. However, this sinpl form lads to erroneous resuls
if the m agnetizations are arbitrarily oriented w ith respect to each other. The 4 4 form of the G reen’s function is

used In later works @ Jexander et q]:,_l_9_8_5; D em keretal, 1997, eg) in which the G reen’s finctionshavea 2 2 block
m atrix form . T he diagonalblocks represent the nom alG reen’s functions, while the o -diagonalblocks represent the
anom alous one. W ih this notation the m atrix, Eq. @_E}), changes its form . For exam ple, the term containing is

proportional to i®, and not to "3. The choice of the notation depends on the problem to solve. In order to study
the triplet superconductivity induced in S=F system s and to see explicitly the three profctions (S, = 0; 1) ofthe

condensate finction it is m ore convenient to use the operators de ned in Eq.(I-\:Z{) (see for exam ple Fom nov et als

'™

APPEND KX B:Future direction of the experin ental research

A s we have seen throughout the paper there is a great num ber of experin ents on S/F structures. T he variety of
superconducting and ferrom agneticm aterials is very large. In this section we review brie y som e ofthese experin ents.
W ewillnot dwellon speci ¢ fabrication techniques but rather focus on the discussion: which pairs ofm aterial (S and
F') are m ore appropriate for the observation of the e ects studied in this review .

F irst experim ents on S/F structures used strong ferrom agnets (large exchange elds) as Fe, Ni, Co or Gd and

conventional superconductors ke Nb, Pb, V, etc. @_éﬁ_éer_-_-e_;:_-a_-l,_:_-l_é_éé) . In these experin ents the dependence of the
superconducting transition tem perature on the thicknesses ofthe S and F layers has been m easured. In other words
the suppression of the superconductivity due to the strong exchange eld of the ferrom agnet was analyzed. It is clear

that for such strong ferrom agnets the spin splitting is lJarge and therefore a m igm atch in electronic param eters of the

they could change the values of the exchange eld and indirectly the transparency of the interface. Such system s
consisting of a conventional superconductor and a ferrom agnetic alloy, both w ith sin ilarband structure (in the above
experin ent the m ism atch was < 5% ) , are good candidates for observing the e ects discussed In sections :W: :.AE o i_l-_J-B_:
andV_C,.

W eak ferrom agnets have been used in the last years in m any experin ents on S/F structures. Before we tum our

T hey analyzed the socalled spin sw itch e ect. In particularthey studied the transport properties of P erm alloy P y) /N b
bilayers. T hey observed an enhanceam ent of superconductivity in the resistive transition in the eld range where the
m agnetization of the Py sw itches and m any dom ains are present. Interesting for us is that Py show s a wellde ned
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m agnetization sw tching at low eldsand therefore it could be used in order to detect the ]ong—range triplet com ponent
that appears w hen the m agnetization of the En:om agnet is not hom ogeneous (see sectJon .III.C-) F inally, a m agnetic

discussed beﬁ)re the Increase in the oonductanoe of the ferrom agnet for tem peratures below the superconductjng T,
m ay be explained assum ing a long-range proxin iy e ect.

The proxin ity e ect in S/F is stronger if one uses dilute ferrom agnetic alloys. Thus, such m aterials are the
best candidates In order to observed m ost of the e ects discussed iIn this review . The idea of using ferrom agnetic

alloys with anall exchanges e]d was used by Ryazanov et al (2001). They were the rst in observing the sign

structures. In this experin ent the authors determ ined the dependence of the superconducting transition t;an perature
on the relative m agnetization-orientation of the two F layers. In order to get di erent alignm ents between the two
CuN iJayers an exchangedbiased spin-valve stack of CuN i/Nb/CuN i/FesgM nso was em ployed. W ith a sm allm agnetic

eld the authors could sw itch the m agnetization direction ofthe free NiCu layer. This technjclu_e_qou]d be very usefuil

Finally, i is worth m entioning the experin ent by 'Stahn et al. (2003) on YBa;Cuz0 7/La2 3C a;-3M nO 3. Using

the neutron re ectom etry technigque they observed a induced m agnetic m om ent in the superconductor. A Ithough the
m aterials em ployed in thJs experin ent cannot be quantitatively described w ith the m ethods presented in this review

and the superconductor is unconventional), the experin entaltedquue m ay be used in other experim ents in order to
detected the induced m agnetization predicted in sectionsV_ B and V_ .C

APPEND IX : List of Sym bols and Abbreviations

S superconductor
N nonm agnetic nom alm etal
F ferrom agneticm etal
I nsulator
LRTC long-range triplet com ponent
Nydi= 15233 paulim atrices In particle-hole space
Ny i= 15253 Paulim atrices In spin space
“or "o unit m atrices.
D di usion coe cient
density of states
l'= TE@n+ 1) M atsubara Frequency
real frequency (energy)
dscs quasiclassicalnom al G reen’s function for a buk superconductor
frces quasiclassical anom alous G reen’s function for a buk superconductor
T. superconducting critical tem perature
I Josephson critical current
Ryp Interface resistance per uni area
o = Dy =2Rp y dy m Inigap induced In a nom alm etal
S F conductivity in the nom al state
S;F R b S;F
ratio F= s
J m agnetic coupling between localized m agnetic m om ents.
h g exchange eld acting on the soin of conducting electrons
N = ZD E: characteristic penetration length of the condensate into a dirty nom al
g metal
F = DTF characteristic penetration length of the condensate into a dirty ferro—
q — m agnet

superconducting coherence length for a dirty superconductor
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