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Abstract

W e consider the proxin ity e ects in hybrid superconductor (S) — ferrom agnet ) structures
draw Ing attention to the induced ferrom agnetism of the S metal. The analysis is based on a
quasiclassical theory of proxin iy e ect for m etals In the dirty lin it conditions. It is shown that,
below the superconducting critical tem perature, ferrom agnetic correlations extend a distance of
order of the superconducting coherence length g into the superconductor, being dependent on the
S/F Interface param eters. W e argue that the properties of m esoscopic SF hybridsm ay drastically
depend upon the m agnetic proxim iy e ect, and recent experim ents lend support to the m odel of

SF structures where the superconducting and m agnetic param eters are tightly coupled.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Proxin ity e ects are phenom ena stipulated by a "penetration’ of an order param eter (of
som e state) from one m aterial Into another, which does not possess such type of the order
itself, due to the m aterials being In contact. The leakage of superconducting correlations
Into a non-superconducting m aterial is an exam pl of the superconducting proxim ity e ect.
For a nonm agnetic nom alm etal V) in contact w ith a superconductor (S), the proxin ity
e ect has been intensively studied and well understood m any years ago [1,2]. However, In
the case of SN structures we dealw ith a single type of order — superconductivity. W hen a
nom alnonm agnetic m etal is replaced by a ferrom agnet '), the physics of proxin ity e ect
is much more interesting and rich R-20]. There are two com peting states with di erent
order param eters: superconductivity and ferrom agnetian . D ue to the di erence in energy
between sopin-up and soin-dow n electrons and holesunder the exchange eld ofa ferrom agnet,
a singkt Cooper pair, adiabatically Inected from a superconductor nto a ferrom agnet,
acquires a nitemomentum p H=}w her H. = ghy is an extra energy caused
by the intrinsic m agnetic eld h- In ferrom agnet; w is the Fem ivelocity, } is the P lanck
constant, and g isthe Bohrm agneton). A s a result, proxin ity induced superconductivity
of the F layer is spatially Inhom ogeneous and the order param eter contains nodes where
the phase changes by . Particularly, transport properties of tunnel SF structures In the

-phase state have tumed out quite unusual. The phase shift of in the ground state ofthe
Junction is form ally described by the negative crtical current J. in the Jossphson current-
phase relation: J (") = Je. sin(" ). The -phase state of an SFS weak link due to Cooper
pair spatial oscillation was st predicted by Buzdin et al, [4,5]. Experin ents that have
been perform ed by now on SF'S weak links [6-8] and SIF'S tunnel junctions O] directly prove
the -phase superconductivity (I denotes an insulator). P lJanar tunneling spectroscopy also
reveals a -phase shift in the order param eter, when superconducting correlations coexist
w ith ferrom agnetic order [L0]. T he superconducting phase was also m easured directly [11]
using SQU ID 'sm ade of —janctions.

T here is another interesting case of a thin F layer, d&r << §, being in contact w ith an
S layer. A s far as the thickness of the F layer, dr , is much less than the corresponding
superconducting coherence length, r, there is spin goiltting but there isno order param eter
oscillation in the F layer. Surprisingly, but it was recently predicted Refs. [12,13] that for



SF IF'S tunnel structures w ith very thin F Jayers one can, if there is a parallel ordentation of
the F' lJayersm agnetization, tum the jinction into the -phase statew ith the critical current
Inversion; if there is an antjparallel orientation of the F layers intemal elds, one can even
enhance the tunnel current. It was shown In Refs. [14,15], that physics behind the inversion
and the enhanoam ent of the supercurrent in this case di ers from that proposed by Buzdin
etal

W hile proxin iy induced superconductivicy of the F metal n SF hybrid structures has
been intensively studied, much less attention hasbeen paid to am odi cation ofthe elctron
goectrum ofa superconductor in a region nearthe S/F Interface due to a leakage ofm agnetic
correlation Into the superconductor. Som e feature of the induced m agnetism (e4g., the soin—
solitting of the density of states) were found by num erical calculations In Refs. [L6-18]. To
our know ledge, only recently the question of S m etalm agnetization hasbeen addressed In
Refs. [19,20]. Here we do not touch S/FI system s, where F T stands for a ferrom agnetic
Insulator (sam iconductor). In such system s conduction electrons penetrate the m agnetic
layer on much sn aller distances than in the case ofm etals and are totally re ected at the
S/FIboundary. The S/FI boundary being m agnetically active rotates soins of re ected
electrons. This soin rotation occurs only as a result of a tunneling by the quasiparticle nto
the classically forbidden region ofthe boundary. D ue to the spin rotation the exchange eld
is induced In a superconductor on a distance of order of superconducting coherence length

s near an S/FI surface R123]. However, in contrast to ferrom agnetic m etals, where the
proxin ity e ect is pronounced, thise ect is drastically reduced in S/F I structures.)

T he Investigation ofa m agnetic proxin iy’ € ect in SF nanostructures is the purpose of
this report. To tackle the physics, we consider an interesting and practicable case of an SF
structure of a m assive superconducting and thin ferrom agnetic layers. U sing a quasiclassical
theory of superconductiviy for proxim ity coupled bilayer (Sec. II), we will show that for
som e lin its the problem can be solved analytically. Two lim its w ill be discussed here: (i)
a weak and (ii) a strong proxin iy e ect. Section IIT is the key one; here we describe the
exam ples of the m agnetic proxin ity e ect m anifestation. W e show that due to induced
m agnetiamn of the S metal: (i) the superconducting phase Jum ps at the S/F interface; as
well as, there are (il) additional suppression of the order param eter near the S/F interface;
(i) the son splitting of the quasiparticle density of states D0 S); () the appearance of
the local bands Inside the energy gap; and, directly, in (v) Induced equilbrium electronic



m agnetization ofthe S layer that soreads over distance of the order of the superconducting
coherence length 5. W e also bre y discuss recent experim ents. Summ arizing the resuls
In Conclusion we draw attention to the fact that In the general case, for proxin ity cou—
pld SF hybrid structures both phenom ena — induced superconductivity ofthe F m etal and
Induced m agnetism of the S metal — take place sin ultaneously and should be considered
self-consistently.

IT. QUASICLASSICALTHEORY OF SUPERCONDUCTIVITY OF SF BILAYER

A . Bilayerm odel

Let us consider proxin ity e ects in the bilayer of a m assive superconducting (& >> 5)
and a thin ferrom agnetic dr << ) metals, wih arbitrary transparency of the S/F in-—
terface. Here 5 = D=2 Tc)*™ and r = Or=2H.)'? stand for the superconducting
coherence lengths, D s are the di usion coe cients, & are the thicknesses of the S and
F layers. (Henceforth, we have taken the system ofunitswih ~ = kg = 1.) We assume
the ’dirty’ lin it for both metals, ie., sp >> Ly where Lz are the elctron mean free
paths. It is also assum ed that the superconducting critical tem perature of the F m aterial
equals zero. A 1l quantities are assum ed to depend only on a singl coordinate x nom alto
the Interface surface of the m aterials. W e also expect that the F layer has a hom ogeneous
fm onodom ain) m agnetic structure w ith m agnetization aligned parallel to the interface, so
that there isno sgpontaneousm agnetic ux penetrating into the S layer. Under these condi-
tions, the only m agnetic interaction which can a ect the superconductor is the shortrange
exchange Interaction between the superconducting quasiparticles and m agnetic m om ents
into the ferrom agnet.

B. M ain equations

A s iswell know , the superconductivity of ‘dirty’ m etals is conveniently describbed by the
quasiclassical U sadel equations R4] orthenomal, G o(x;!) and & o (x;!), and anom a-
ous, F o(x;!)and B o(x;!), Green functions, integrated over energy and averaged over
the Femm i surface. (G reen functions are de ned In a standard way, =, eg. Ref. R5]). Ik

can be shown, that for singlet pairing and in the absence of soin— Ip scattering, the whole



system ofU sadel equations decom poses Into tw o equivalent subgroups, w hich go over to each
other under interchange of the spin Indices ( =";#) " ! # and reversal of the exchange

eld sign, He ! H.
Tt is convenient to take into acoount the nom alization ofthe G reen fiinction, Gy wi&p 44 +

Fg #--F; 1, explicitly and to Introduce Rl modi ed Usadel functions g5, ¢, de ned

ll# =
by the relations g = !Fg=Gg, r = *Fr=Gy, etc. Then we can recast the equations
for the S Jayer in tem s of these functions. W e specialize the discussion to a geom etry
when all quantities depend on a single coordinate x, nom alto the S/F interface. For the

superconducting m etalwe have x  0):

T !
2_-C 2 09 :
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@

w ith the superconducting order param eter ¢ (X) determ ined by the selfconsistency equa—
tion:

X
s (T=Tc)+ 2 T [( s sGg)=!1=0; @)

'>0

Here the prim e denotes di erentiation w ith respect to a coordinate x, and in Eq. (2) the

sum m ation over frequencies iscut o by the D ebye frequency !y . Forthe F m etalwe have

( dy x < 0):
T *
_ 2 “+c 2 0, _
F ’!"GF BE‘ F]' GF (!V2+ F~F )1=2 (3)
Hereé = ! + iH,, and ! 'l= TE@n+ 1),n= 1; 2; 3;::isM atsubara frequency.

A ssum Ing the symm etry of the system with respect to the rotation In soin space both in
the F and In the S layers, we drop the spin indices, apart from the soeci ed cases. W e also
put orthe F m etala vanishing value of the bare superconducting orderparameter r = 0,
while the pair am plitude Fr € 0 due to proxim ity w ith the superconductor.

T he equations for the functions g and ~r have a form analogousto (1){ (3); note that
“(;H.) = (!; He). In Eg. (@) we wrte our fomulas for the F metal using the
e ective ooherence length of nom al nonm agnetic (N) metal w ith the di usion coe cient
Dr, = Or=2 Tc) °,nstead of y = O r=2H.)" >, to have a possbility to analyze both
limisH, ! 0 (SN bilayer) and H, >> T . The relation on the ferrom agnetic layer

thicknessonemay read asdy << min(g; ).



C . Boundary conditions

The Egs. (1)-(3) should be supplam ented w ith the boundary conditions In the buk
of the S metal and at the extemal surface of the F layer. Far from the S/F interface,
x>> o, forthe S Jayer we have the usualboundary conditions in the bulk ofthe S m etal:

s@)= @)= (), where () istheBCS value of the order param eter. At the
extemal surface of the F m etal ; ( dg )= 0. The relations at the S/F Interface we obtain
26] by generalizing the results of K upriyanov and Lukichev R7] for interface between two
superconductors.

The rst condition on the U sadelequations ensures continuiy ofthe supercurrent ow ing
through the S/F boundary at any value of the interfacial transparency. G oing over to the
modi ed Usadel functions g and ¢, the 1stboundary condition has the fom :

R
: x=0 : x=0
Here = g g=pr isthe proxin ity e ect param eter, which characterizes the intensity of
superconducting correlations induced In the F layer, and vice versa, an intensity ofm agnetic
correlation Induced into the S layer; sy are the resistivities of the metals in the nom al
state.

Theboundary condition (4) takes into acoount thee ect ofquasiparticke D O S ofthem et—
alsin contact. T he second relation takes into consideration thee ectsofa nitetransparency
(electrical quality) ofthe Interface. For (! ;x) —param etrization the second boundary con—

dition becom es

srGr gj<=o: LG ( s=! F=%) k=07 ©®)

where gy is the param eter that characterizes the e ects of a nite transparency of the
Interface. For zr = 0, ie., for a fully transparent boundary, condition (5) goes over to
s=! = p=¢. The expression for zy can be written through m ore convenient values:
sr = Rg=r ,whereRy isthe product ofthe S/F boundary resistance and is area R7].
T he relations (4) and (5) generalize the proxin ity e ect problem w ith an arbitrary inter-
face transparency for the case of a nom alm etalw ith ferrom agnetic order. T he additional
physical condition we assum ed is that the exchange splitting of the m om entum subbands,
P = p%pﬂ, is substantially an aller than the Fem ienergy Er (m isthee ective



m ass of an electron). Form ost m agnetic m aterials the m om entum renom alization isnot so
In portant as the frequency renom alization, because H, >> !~ Tc whik H,. << Er and
due to this the di erence in the DO S and transparencies of the S/F interface for electrons
w ith opposite spin ordentations can be neglected.

A ccording to the G reen functions form alisn , if the functions Gsx X;!) and Fgr &;!)
are known, that is allwe need to be ablk to describe, at last n principle, any supercon-—
ducting and m agnetic properties of the system . W e draw attention to the feature in portant
for further conclusions: due to superconductivity these is only a single space length —the
respective superconducting coherence length, ¢ or y, —that encounters into the di eren—
tial equations (1) and (3). So, due to superconductivity the coordinate dependences of both
superconducting and m agnetic properties of each layer have the sam e typical space scak.

D . Analytical solutions

The proxin ity e ect for an SF structure with a thin F metal, & << (g; ), can be
reduced to consideration of the boundary value problm for the S layer 2,26,28]. Indeed,
the di erentialequation (3) can be solved by iteration w ith respect to the parameterd = ¢
de= ). Toa st approxination one can neglkct the nongradient temm and, taking into
acoount that ; ( dr) = 0,weobtain r x) = const. In the next approxin ation in dy =

we nd, after Iinearizing Eq.(3),

4 (!';0)
Lix)= —— " x+ 6
r (17x) .G, ®+ dr) ©)
Here we have agaln taken into acoount the condition that ; ( dr) = 0. Detem Ining

; (0) from Eqg. (6) and substituting it into boundary conditions (4) and (5), we obtain the

boundary condition for the function g (!;x).W e have (here we restore the soin index):

" #
5 1=2" 1
o . 2Gs g ¥ (%) .
sGs gkx=0= m* s Tc 1+ T + (To)? X=0 (7
where & ! + i He. The unknown value of the function ¢ (! ;jx = 0) isde ned by the
relation:
1
G
I - I B Zs
F (1;0)=Gs s T + L X=0 8)



W e ntroduce the e ective boundary parameters, 4y = &= and g = grde= , Instead
of and ;.Asa resul, the problem of the proxin ity e ect for a m assive superconductor
w ith a thin ferrom agnet layer reduces to solving the equations (1) and (3) fora sam iHn nite
S layer with the boundary conditions (7) on the extemal side and BCS type on in nity.
T he spatial dependence of the function ¢ (! ;x) In the F layer can be neglected due to the
m esosoopic thickness dr << ( ; p) ofthe Jatter; Eq. (8) detem ines the value of ¢ (!;0).

O ne can directly see, that via the boundary condition, Eq. (7), electronic soin "up’ and
FoIn 'down’ subbands lost its equivalence in the S m atel too. Spin discrin ination m eans
m agnetism ofa m etal. T he penetration ofthe m agnetic correlation into the superconducting
layer is govemed by the proxim ity e ect param eter y , ie., by the electron density of states
on contacting m etals. For high quasiparticle’s density In the F m etal In com parison to that
In the S counterpart @ large value of ) the equilbbriim di usion of these quasiparticles
Into the superconductor kads to an e ective leakage of m agnetic order into the S layer
and strong suppression of superconductivity near the S/F interface. In the opposie cass,

v << 1,then uence oftheF layer on properties of the S m etal is weak; it even vanishes
if v ! 0. Opposie is the behavior of the superconductivity on this param eter. So, to
Ihcrease m agnetic correlation near the S/F interface one should ncrease the param eter  ;
In order to Increase superconducting correlation one should decrease this param eter. O £
course, the electric quality of the Interface is also in portant for the penetration ofm agnetic
and superconducting correlations from one m etal into another.

T here are three param eters which enter them odel:  isthem easure of the strength of
proxin ity e ect between the S and F metals, 5 descrbes the electrical quality of the SF
boundary, and H . is the energy ofthe exchange correlation in the F layer. In a general cass,
the problem needs selfoconsistent num erical solution. Here, to consider the new physics we
are Interested in, we w illnot discuss the quantitative calculations, but w illuse analyticalones
cbtained earlier n Refs. R6,28] fortwo lim its: @) v << 1, an all strength ofthe proxin iy
e ect-low suppression ofthe orderparam eter in the S lJayer nearthe S/F boundary, and ([©)

v >> 1, strong suppression of the order param eter In the S Jayer near the S/F boundary.
N ote that the results obtained are applicable to any value ofthe S/F boundary transparency,
aswem ade no speci ¢ assum ption about g in the derivation below .

W eak proxinity e ect. If y << 1,one can nd an explicit expression for s (!;x) in



the form

( x=3)
s (1ix)= ofl +f§p++!Ai!)g ©)

1=2
. Asone can

where = [(1?+ 3)= TcT?andA (1)= L+ g+ (g*+ 2!=2)=(Tc)?]
expect, the m agnetic correlation spreads Into the S In over a distance of about g and it
can much exceed the distance of the superconducting correlation spreading into the ¥ Im
p. IfHs ! O (e, ¥ ! !) the result (9) restores w ith that for the SN bilayer in the

Iim it in question (see, eg., Ref. R]). Forthe function 5 (!;0) we obtain
p(1;0)= obs=(g% 2+ 1)

Strong proxim ity e ect. W hen , >> 1,thebehaviorof ¢ (! ;x) nearthe S/F boundary,

0< x<< g, isgiven by
s(1;00=B@)E(Tc+ g*)=un*g 10)

HereB (T) = 2Tc L  (T=T¢)?17 (B)1*¥? (seeRef. R])) and @)= 12 is the Riem ann

function. The function » (! ;0) In this approxim ation is read
F(!;00)=B(T) Tc=n!

Tt is seen that the proxin iy-induced superconductivity in the F layer is independent of the
boundary transparency, but decreases w ith increase of y . To obtain the resuls or larger
distance, x & g, the equations should be solved num erically by a selfoonsistent procedure.

W e will not discuss these results here.

ITT. MAGNETIC PROXIM ITY EFFECT M ANIFESTATION

An important feature of the resuls ocbtained for the SF structure is that the modi ed

U sadel function forthe S Jayer s (! ;x),Egs. (9) and (10), directly depends on the exchange

eld ofthe F metal. That is the reason to speak about the exchange correlation that has
been Induced into the S layer due to superconductivity. In this section we discuss a few

exam ples of such m agnetic proxin ity e ect’ m anifestation.



A . Phase variation at SF interface

Com paring the resuls for an SF structure with those for an SN bilayer, one can nd
a fundam ental aspect, that leads to new physical consequences; nam ely, the ¢ (! ;x) isa
com plex flinction near the S/F interface. A s a resul, the additional ‘superconducting phase
rotation’ (@ phase juim p on the S/F interface for our approxin ation ofa thin ferrom agnetic
layer dr << ) occurs at the S/F interface. To illustrate this, ket us take, for sin plicity,
a structure w ith favorable form agnetic e ects interface parameters: y >> 1l and 5 = 0.
Then, as ©llow s from Eqg. (10), them odi ed U sadel function at S/F interface ¢ (! ;0) can

be w rtten In the fom

exp( i)

s(!;O)ZB(T)(Tc:M)(!Z_I_—HeZ)lzzr

11)

wih = arctan H.=!).Taking Into acoount that a typicalvalue of ! ~ T, one can see that
nthelmi H, >> T the comelhtion function acquires an additional =2 phase shift
In com parison w ith the sin ilar finction for the SN bilayer. For an SF m ultilayred system

w ith strong enough ferrom agnetian ofthe layers the phase shift can be sum m arized or sub—
tracted, depending on m utual orientation of F layers m agnetizations, lrading to new e ects
In superonductivity of S hybride structures. N am ely, one can show , that proxin iy induced
m agnetizm of the S layers m akes preferrable the -phase superconductivity of the system

for parallel directions of the exchange elds; for antiparallelm agnetizations orientation and

low tem perature, the critical current can be even enhanced [12-15].

B . Suppression of the superconducting order param eter by an exchange eld

A nother feature ofthe S/F boundary isthatthegap s (x) issuppressed nearthe interface
m ore strongly than In the SN case. This is not surprising, since one would expect that
Induced ferrom agnetian suppresses the superconducting order param eter at som e distance
Into the S layer in excess of that for nonm agnetic nom al Jayer. Suppression increases w ith
the Increase of the exchange energy H . and of electrical quality of the interface; far from the
Interface, x >> 4, the buk superconductivity is restored.

Usihg ¢ (!;x) (9) and the selfconsistency condition (2) onecan nd the spatialvariation
of the order param eter In the S layer s X) fordi erent valuiesof 5 and y << 1. The

exchange Interaction In uence on the spatial variation of the order param eter in the S layer

10



is shown In Fig. 1. Nam ely, the dependence of di erence of the order param eters for the
case when m agnetic interaction is tumed o (ie. an SN bilayer) and w ih ferrom agnetic
correlation (a SF bilayer) as finction of distance from the interface is shown; the boundary
param eters, y and i, are xed. It is seen, that in uence of m agnetian decreases w ith
ncreasing the distance from the S/F boundary. T he scale at which superconductivity reaches
the value fora SN bilayer is g from the Interface. The curves In F ig. 1 illustrate the spatial
dependencies of the nduced exchange correlation In the superconductor for the case of
vanishing Interface resistance 5 = 0. W ih an Increase of the SF boundary resistance the
electrical coupling ofthe S and F metalsdecreases and in the limit 5 ! 1 themetals

becom e decoupled.

C . Exchange eld spin-splitting ofD O S and intra-gap states

Spin splitting of DO S and intergap states in the S layer are other m anifestations of
m agnetic correlation leakage Into a superconductor. N ote that the m agnetic layer does not
In uence the DO S of the nom almetal. In this case the decay length is extremely an all

p. "/ 1A and thee ect can be neglkected.

The G reen finctions forthe S layerG g (! ;x) and G s (! ;x) orboth soin subbands can
be obtained using solutions for the functions s (!;x) wih 4= !+ iH.,and 4= ! iH,,
respectively. Perform ing the analytical continuation to the com plex plane by the substitution
1! i" we calculate the spatial dependence of quasiparticke DO S for spin "up’ and ‘down’
subband: Ngn (";x) = ReGgnm (! ;x) and Ngy (";x) = ReGgyy (! ;x), respectively The total
density of states for quasiparticles, by de nition, isgiven by Ng (";x) = Ngn (";X)+ Ngs (";X).
Using Egs. (9) and (10), one can obtain the explicit expressions for the totalD O S, aswell
as for the speci ed soin subband. The resulting expressions, which are cum bersom e to be
presented here, mply that orH. 6 0, y & 0, and z & 0 the density of quasiparticle
states is spin—splitted: Ngw (";X) & Ngu (";x). This is because of the lnitial exchange eld
golitting ofthe Fermm isurface n the F m etal, which ism anifested in the characteristics ofthe
unied system | the SF bilayer. The symm etry of the density of states w ith respect to the
energy variable isalso Jost: Ngw ("> 0;x) 6 Ngn (" < 0;x). However, as one can expect from
the ferm lonic sym m etry, the soin-up particles and spin-down holes have the same DO S, and
likew ise for spIn-down particles and soin-up holes; as a resul the totaldensity Ng (";x) is

11



symmetric: Ng ("> 0;x) = Ng ("< 0;x).

In Fig. 2 representative N g« (";X) dependences at di erent distances from the S/F in-—
terface are presented for H, = 5 T and y = 0d, and vanishing boundary resistance
(g = 0). In Fig. 3 the sam e dependence is presented for x= 5 = 1 and di erent values of
the exchange energy. W e nd that all features m entioned above are saved on a distance ofa
scale ¢ from the SF boundary. T he spin-splitting decreases w ith an increase of the distance
from the boundary and vanishes in the buk ofthe S layer (see curve 4 In Fig. 2).

O ther in portant features, shown In Figs. 2 and 3, are the local states that appear Inside
the energy gap at the distances up of a ew s from the S/F boundary. These intergap
states are absent far from the S/F interface, and also ifH. = 0. For an allvalues of y and

g = 0, as Pollows from the expression (9), N« (";x) has singularity for

V-
"= ofl G —epl xms)g 12)

where 7= ( 2 ")7?= T, and®*= " H..W e Pund the singularity inside the supercon-
ducting gap, 0 < "< ,by numerical calculations [19]. The local states are de nitely
not due to the spatialvariation ofthe pairpotential, but due to C ooper pairs breaking in the
superconductor by the exchange-induced m agnetic correlation. T he region of their existence
Increases w ith the increasing of H ., or increasing pair breaking e ects. In the absence of
- P (eg., h-obi) scattering, the subgap bands accom m odate quasiparticles w ith a
de nie ('up’ or 'down’) soin direction. These bands bear super cial ressmblance to both
the bands cbserved at interface of superconductor and perfectly insulating ferrom agnet R9]

and buk superconductor containing nite concentrations ofm agnetic in purities [30,31].

D . Induced m agnetization of the S layer

Aswe saw above, the In uence of the ferrom agnet on the superconductor is re ected In
a nonzero valie ofthe di erence n the DO S or spin-up and spin-down unpaired electrons,
Ngn (";x) and N gy (";x). ThisD O S splitting causes an e ective m agnetization Mg (x) ofthe

S layer, that can be found using the relation:

Z 1
Ms&R)=Mo = d"fNgn (";x) Ny (";x)gf (") 13)

0
where My = gS. 5 & ) Is a quasiparticle magnetic moment, S = 1=2;g = 2 and
f(")= 1=xp ("=T )+ 1l]isthe Fem idistrioution finction. F igure 4 illustrates them echanian

12



of proxin iy Induced m agnetization ofthe S layer. For T < T, we took £ (") = 1, ie., all
states below Fem i kevel are lled (dashed regions in Fig. 4), whik all states above Fem i
energy are em pty. O ne can directly see from the gure that the S Jayer acquires a nonzero
m agneticm om ent. T his suggestion iscon m ed by num erical calculations ofMg x) Eg.(13)
shown in Figs. 5, 6. Figure 5 show s them agnetization ofthe superconductor versus distance
from the S/F interface for xed boundary param eters. The sam e m agnetic characteristics
but fora SF sandw ich wih xed exchange energy and boundary transparency, and di erent
proxin ity e ect strength are presented in Fig. 6.

E. Experim ent

There are only a f&w experim ental reports devoted to the questions discussed here. Tn—
terplay between m agnetism and superconductivity in Nb/C o m ultilayers w as recently inves—
tigated by O grin et al. [32]. The upper critical elds of the sam ples were m easured for the

eld applied parallel to the plane, He, 4 and perpendicular to the plane H¢,, ofthe Ims.
E ective thickness ofthe Co layer, d¢r , they de ne through the wellknown relation:

1=2
0 HCz?

2 HCZ? HCzjj

degs =

where | stands for ux quantum . Experin ents revealed that the e ective thickness of the
m agnetic Jayer in N b=C o structures is usually m uch larger than its physical thickness dq ..
For exam ple, taking the data on samplk wih d-., = 1.8nm , the authors cbtained a value
derr = 12 nm, so that derr > > deo. The 'Increase’ of the thicknesses was so great that
In all sam ples, exospt for those w ith extrem ely thin m agnetic layers, the crossover to a 3D
state superconductivity is never in fact cbserved experin entally. This is to be contrasted
w ith the case of nonm agnetic spacer layers, w here these two Jength scales are com parable.
Taking Into account our results, we explain the rise ofthe e ective m agnetic layer thickness
In the N b=C o m ultilayer as an in pact of proxin ity e ect. Nam ely, the induced m agnetic
correlation into the S layer depletes C ooper pairs density at the SF boundary, which resuls
In an excess thickness of the m agnetic layer.

Themodi cation oftheD O S in m esoscopic superconducting strips of A lunderthe In u-
ence of m agnetic proxin ity e ect of a classical ferrom agnet N i has also been studied both

theoretically and experim entally in [33]. H owever, since the tunnel spectroscopy experin ents
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were carried out w ith a nonm agnetic probe, the authors could not m easure soin-denendent
localD O S in the superconducting side.

T he Interest in the m agnetic proxin ity e ect has been increased w ith the developm ent
of experin ental techniques like neutron re ectom etry and muon soin rotation, which allow
to detemm ine accurately the spatial distribution of m agnetic m om ents. For exam ple, very
recently multilayered system Y Ba,Cus0 ;/La,-3Ca;-3M nO ;3 have been studied by neutron
re ectometry in B4]. Evidence for a characteristic di erence between the structural and
m agnetic depth pro ls is obtained from the occurrence of a structurally forbidden Bragg
peak is a ferrom agnetic state. The authors discussed ndings in two possible scenarios:
a sizable m agnetic m om ent w ithin the Slayer antiparallel to one In the F layer (nverse

proxin ity e ect), ora "dead" region in the F layer w ith zero net m agnetic m om ent.

Iv. CONCLUSION

In recent years, advances In m aterials growth and fabrication technigues have m ade
it possble to create heterostructures with high quality interfaces. Taking into account
that ferrom agnet-superconductor hybrid system s have great scienti ¢ in portance, and are
prom ising for application in spin-electronics, it is not surprising that interest to these hybrid
m aterialshasbeen renewed. A s faras the thickness of superconducting and m agneticm etals
In such structuresm ay be a few atom ic periods, understanding of how the proxin ity e ects
m odify electronic properties of S/F Interfaces is grow ng in in portance.

W e have studied In the m agnetic correlations acquired by a superconductor at S/F in-—
terface due to a proxim ity e ect. W e have found that an equilbriuim exchange of electrons
between the F and S m etals resuls not only in proxin ity induced superconductivity of the
F metal, aswas found earlier, but n proxin ity lnduced m agnetisn ofthe S m etal, too. The
m agnetic correlations soread over a large distance which is of the order of the superconduct—
Ing coherence length s and can exceed both the ferrom agnetic and the superconducting

In s thicknesses. That is why the existence of these m agnetic properties of the S metal is
quite In portant for SF nanoscale structures and should be taken into acoount whilke com -
paring theoretical results w ith experim entaldata. Sum m arizing the resuls, we should stress
that for SF nanoscopic hybrid structures both phenom ena, { the superconducting and the

m agnetic proxin ity e ects, { take place sin ultaneously, and both should be paid attention
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Figure C aptures

Fig. 1. The di erence of the superconducting order param eter in the S layer versus
distance from the interface for SN and SF structures w ith the sam e boundary param eters
(M = 04, 5 = 0),and di erent ferrom agnetic eld energy H.= T = 8, 9, 10, 12 and 15.

Fig. 2. Nom alized density of state for soin "up’ quasiparticles in the S layer of the
SF sandwich or y = 01, 5 = 0and H., = 5 T., and various distances from the S/F
Interface: x= 5 = 0,1, 5, and 30 (curves 1, 2, 3, and 4, respectively).

Fig.3.Sameash Fig.4 for y = 01, 5 = 01 and x= 4, and various ferrom agnetic

eld energies: He= Tc = 1, 2,and 5 (curves 1, 2, and 3, respectively).

Fig. 4. Quasiparticke density of states in the S layer near the S/F interface; y = 04,
g = 00,x= g,andH.= 5 T, .A llstates above Femm ienergy are em pty; all states below
Fimilvelare llked (dashed regionsin gure).

Fig. 5. Leakage of m agnetization into the S m aterial versus distance from the interface
for SF sandwich or y = 01, gz = 0, and di erent exchange energiesH.= Tc =7, 5, and
3 (cuxves 1, 2, and 3, regectively).

Fig. 6. Sameash Fig. 6 or 3 = 0, H. = 35 T, and di erent proxin ity e ect
strength y = 01,015,02 (cuxves 1, 2, and 3, repectively).
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