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D ensity of states in SF bilayers w ith arbitrary strength ofm agnetic scattering
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W e developed the selfconsistent m ethod for the calculation of the density of states N (") In the
SF bilayers. It based on the quasiclassical U sadel equations and takes into account the suppression
of superconductivity in the S layer due to the proxin ity e ect w ith the F m etal, as well as existing
m echanism s of the spin dependent electron scattering. W e dem onstrate that the increase ofthe spin
orbi or spin I electron scattering rates results in com pletely di erent transform ations of N (") at
the free F layer Interface. T he developed fom alisn has been applied for the interpretation of the

available experin ental data.

Tt iswellknown that superconductivity can be induced
Into a non-superconductingm aterial from a superconduc—
tor due to proxim ity e ect. In the superconductor (S) —
nom alm etal NN ) bilayers thus induced m inigap and the
shape of the density of states OO S) at free N m etal in—
terface N (") depends on the values of the suppression
param eters of SN Interface and relation between the N
layer thickness and the decay length ofthe N metal I -
4]. The existence of the m Inigap has been con med
experim entally In a vardety of the proxim iy SN system s
(see eg. [BEHE] and references therein). In the super-
conductor — ferrom agnet ) bilayers there are additional
bulk F-ayer param eterswhich in uence on N ("). They
are the exchange eld H and the electron spin scatter-
Ing processes. T he exchange eld tends to align allelec-
tron spins along the eld axis. It solits the m nigap and
density of states for soin up and spin down electrons
(see [OHL1] for the review s). T he experin ental study of
the proxin ity e ect in SF system s12H16] and Jossph—
son e ect In SFS junctions|l],[L8] reveals that besides
the exchange eld the addiional pairbreaking m agnetic
m echanisn , nam ely, spin dependent electron scattering,
should be taken into account for the data interpretation.

T here are three types of the spin dependent electron
scattering in the ferrom agnet — spin-orbit Interaction and
soin—- Ip processesw hich m ay happen along the exchange

eld direction and in theplane perpendicularto i. P revi-
ously the In uence ofthe parallel soin— ip and spin-orbi
scattering m echanisn s on N (") had been considered In
som e lim ting cases (rgid boundary conditions at SF in—
terface, lim its of large or am allF Jlayer thickness) [L9,120].

In this paper we for the rst tin e developed the self-
consistent m ethod for the calculation of the density of
states in SF bilayers. It isbased on the quasiclassicalU s—
adel equations and takes into acoount the suppression of
the superconductivity in the S layer due to the proxin iy
e ectwih theF metal, aswellasallthreem echanian sof
the spin dependent electron scattering. W e have dem on—

strated that the developed form alisn can be applied for
understanding the N (") data obtained in superconduc—
tors w ith the antiferrom agnet ordering. W e consider the
SF bilayer consisting of two dirty metals. They are a
superconductor of the thickness dg and a thin ferrom ag-—
net de¢ adpined at x = 0. A llphysical quantities depend
on coordinate x perpendicular to the SF boundary. The
exchange eld isparallelto the SF interface plane.DO S
can be calculated from the Usadel equations. To pro—
ceed further it is convenient to use the param etrization
G (!;x)=ocos (!;x),F (!;x)=sih (!;x),whereG and

F arenom aland anom alousG reen fiinctions. Them ag—
netic and spin-orbi scattering m ix up the up and down
soin states which couples the U sadel equations for the
G reen functionsw ith the opposite spin directions. In the
F layer x < 0) it gives the system ofthe two equations
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and in the S layer (x > 0) the Usadel equations stay
uncoupled
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where ; and , correspond to the G reen functions w ith
the opposite spin directions, ! = T @n+ 1) aretheM at-
subara frequencies, D s © ¢) isthe di usion coe cient n
S ) layer, H is the exchange eld energy In F layer,
(%) is the superconducting energy gap which is zero In
F layer. Here we use the selfconsistent m ethod to re—
solve the U sadel equations which takes into account the
decrease ofthe energy gap  in the S layer from itsbulk
valie along x-axis tow ards the boundary due to the prox—
In ity e ect. T he scattering tim es are labelled here as ,,
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x and so,where ,(, correspondsto the m agnetic scat—
tering parallel (perpendicular) to the quantization axis
and g, corresponds to the spin-orbit scattering.

In the S layer the U sadelequations are com pleted w ith
the self-consistency equation
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where t = T=T., T, is the buk superconducting tem —
perature. Here and further we work w ith the nom alized

energy param eters =T, ! '=T.H H=T,,
d for the length parameters n F layerx _x=,, , =
D¢=2 T, and In S layer x X= g, s = D=2 T..
T he scattering param eter notationsare , = (, Tq) ',

x= (x T¢) lI so= (so T¢) L.
Theboundary conditionsat F'S interface have the form
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where (ns)=(sn)s n (s) is the conductiviy ofthe

F () layer, 5 = 2=, Ry isthe speci c resistance ofthe

n

SF interface.

FIG.1l: The case of the parallel m agnetic scattering in the
S/N bilayer H= T, = 0). Spin up energy DO S variation
in the N Jlayer for several values of the m agnetic scattering
param eter , and forthe xed g =5, = 005,d¢=, =02,
ds:s:lor x:O/ so = 0.

For the arbitrary layers thicknesses, interface param —
eters, , p, and magnetic scattering param eters the

equations [M)-[) have been solved num erically using the

self-consistent two step iterative procedure (or ref. see

1,i2,l3]). In the 1rst step we calculate the order param e~
ter coordinate dependence  (x), n the M atsubara tech—
nique using the selfconsistent condition In the S layer.

Due to the proxin ity e ect (x) decreases tow ards the
SF interface. Then by proceeding to the analytical ex—
tension in [), [) over the energy param eter ! ! i

and using (x) dependence obtained in the previous step

we nd the G reen functions by repeating the iterations
until the convergency is reached. The density of states

N (")=N«(")+ N4 (") can be found as

N #) ™M = 05N (O)ReCOS 12)7 (6)

whereN .4, istheD O S for the one spin direction and N
isthe totalDO S.
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FIG . 2: The case of parallel m agnetic scattering. Spin up

Energy DO S variation In the F layer for severalvalues of the

m agnetic scattering param eter , and forthe xed H= T.=

02, g =5, = 005,de=n = 02,ds=5 = 10, x = 0,
so = 0.

T he num erically obtained energy dependenciesofD O S
In F layer at the free F boundary are presented on Fig.
0E. atH = 0 ( g.[) we reproduce the well known
m ini gap existing in SN bilayer [, 12, 3]. The presence
of the unixial m agnetic scattering tends to sm ooth the
BCS peaks in the DO S.F igure[l] dem onstratesthe DO S
evolution for the spin up electrons or di erent param —
eters , where the full black curve corresponds to the
usual splitted peaks w ithin the energy gap due to the
exchange eld in the absence of any m agnetic scatter—
ng. By adding the m agnetic scattering aligned w ith the
exchange eld direction one can see the an earing of the
sharp peaks w ith the gradual closing of the induced en—
ergy gap In the F Jayer. It is interesting to note that the
symm etry of the spin resolved DO S in respect of Ferm i
energy ("= 0) doesnot exist in the presence ofm agnetic
scattering.
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FIG . 3: The case of the perpendicular m agnetic scattering.

Spin up energy D O S variation in the F layer for severalvalues

of the m agnetic scattering param eter ; and for the xed

H=T.= 02, g = 5, = 005,de=pn = 02, ds=5s = 10,
z = O, so= 0.
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FIG . 4: The case of the perpendicular m agnetic scattering.

TotalD O S energy variation in the F layer for several values

of the m agnetic scattering param eter ; and for the xed

H=T.= 02, 005, ds=n = 02, ds=5s = 10,
2= 0, s=0.

B = 5 =

Figure[d dem onstrates the in uence of the perpendic—
ular m agnetic scattering on the energy DO S variation
w ithin the energy gap. TotalDO S for both soin direc—
tions for the di erent values of the perpendicular m ag—
netic scattering param eter , is plotted in Fig. M. The
peaksin DO S are slow Iy m oving tow ards the zero energy
that can be explained as the presence of som e additional
splitting eld besides the ordinary exchange eld in fer-

3.0

N.(e)

FIG.5: The case of spin-orbit scattering. Spin up energy
D O S vardation in theF layer for severalvalies ofthem agnetic
scattering param eter s, and forthe xedH= T.= 02, g =
5 = 005,ds=n=02,ds=5s= 10, .= 0, x=0.Black
curve corresoonds to the SN case.

rom agnet. A s In the case of parallelm agnetic scattering
the peaks are an oothed out and the energy gap disap—
pears. For the an allm agnetic scattering tines , and
the DO S tends to tsbuk value in the ferrom agnet.
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FIG . 6: The case of spin-orbit scattering. TotalD O S energy
variation in the F layer for several values of the m agnetic
scattering param eter ¢, and forthe xedH= T.= 02, g =
5 = 005,ds=n = 02,ds=5= 10, .= 0, x=0.Black
curve corresoonds to the SN case.

Figures[d and [@ depict the spin up and totalDO S for
di erent param eters of spin-orbit scattering, corresoond—
Ingly. Ik can be seen that in contrast to the m agnetic
scattering described above the spin-orbit scattering tends



to decrease the e ect of the peak splitting within the
energy gap cased by the ferrom agnetic exchange eld.
B lack curves in Fig.[d and[@ correspond to the zero ex—
change eld (SN structure case). The an aller the soin—
orbi scattering tim e the closer the curve to the super—
conductor/nom alm etal case and two m inigap behavior
degenerate to the one m inigap curve as in the SN struc—
ture.

Tt is Interesting to m ention the peculiarity n DO S de—
pendence In the presence of the spin-orbit scattering. A s
it wasshown in R21,122] In the presence of the spin-orbit
scattering for the param eter ! = H the solution ofthe
U sadel equation changes its characteristic behavior from
the oscillating one to the dam ping decay, that should also
cause the changes in the energy DO S varation. Figure
[@ dem onstrates the appearance of the plateau instead of
peak n DOS for ! = H for some parameter when
i is large enough to dim inish the penetration of su-
perconductivity into the F layer. For the particular set
of param eters #H ; p ;ds;de) used for calculation of the
graph in F ig.[d this transform ation occurs approxin ately
at 0:5.
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FIG.7: The case of spin-orbit scattering. TotalDO S en—
ergy variation in the F layer for 501 = H and for the xed
H:Tc:O:Zr B:5,df:n:O:21ds:s:101 Z:OI

x= 0. Black curve corresponds to the SN casewith = 0:5.
D ashed and dotted curves correspond to two di erent values
ofthe param eter.

R ecently, the coexistence of the m agnetic and super—
conducting order in nickel borocarbides was studied in
several laboratories experin entally. Such com pounds as
EN i,B,C and Tm N i,B,C both being the supercon—
ducting m aterials dem onstrate radically di erent m ag—
netic properties. Local tunnelling m icroscopy at low
tem peratures revealed considerabledi erence in the local
superconducting density of states behavior. In contrast
with Tm N $B,C R3I]com pound whereD O S hasitsusual
BCS type, E N ,B,C 24] m easurem ents show the non

zero conductance and thereby the non zeroDO S within
the energy gap.

To nd the possble explanation of such a di erence
we propose the ollowing model. W e believe that in
E N i,B,C com pound the m agnetic order near the sur-
face is absent even w hen the antiferrom agnetic phase ap—
pears in thebulk. Thism ay be related w ith som e atom ic
com positionaldisorder near the surface and m odi ed ex—
change Interaction between m agnetic m om ents near the
surface. C onsequently, to describe the surface properties
of superconducting E rN i,B,C ,them odelofa thin Im
w ith the relatively strong m agnetic scattering on the top
of the buk superconductor w ithout m agnetic scattering
seam s to be quite reasonable.
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FIG .8: Theoretical toftheexperim entaldataof 24]F ig.l).
Pltparameters: H = 0, = 1,
0. a) T = 015K, T = 11K, df =
scattering parameter x = 0:95;b) T =
de = 0:6 n, no m agnetic scattering.

g = 0,ds sr z = so =

035 , and m agnetic
08K , Tc = 105K,

U sing the developed algorithm for the SF bilayer, we
may assum e the exchange eld H = 0 as in the para—
magnetic case and = 1, g = 0 for the actual ab-
sence of the boundary. Fig. [Ba dem onstrates the cal-
culated DO S behavior at x = df in the presence of
the m agnetic scattering which destroys the usual BCS
behavior. For E rN B ,C having easy plane m agnetic
anisotropy we take 1=, = Oand 1=, = 1=, = 1= .
F ig[8o corresponds to the case w thout m agnetic scatter—
Ing. It can be seen that both black theoretical curves are
In a good agreem ent w ith the experim ental data of R4]
Figlaand Fig2b). The di erence between E 1N iB,C
an Tm N B,C curvesm ay be related w ih the im por-
tant di erence in their N eel tem peratures (6 K and 15
K, respectively). The lower Ty may lad to the much

an aller m agnetic scattering In Tm N B ,C .



In conclusion we dem onstrate that the Increase of spin
orbit or spin I electron scattering rates results in com —
pktely di erent transform ations of N (") at free F layer
interface. The increase of ,! results in the continuous
suppression of the peaks in the density of states accom —
panied by the closing of the energy gap. T he increase of

.1 additionally leads to the shift of the peaks towards
the zero energy which looks like the action of som e ad—
ditional exchange eld in the ferrom agnet. Contrary to
that the increase of ! doesnot result in the closing of

the energy gap and tends to decrease the Zeam an peaks
splitting.

A llcalculationshave been done in a selfconsistent way
In the fram e ofthe U sadelequations. T he developed for-
m alism has been successfully applied for the nterpreta-
tion ofthe data obtained in the superconductorsw ith the
antiferrom agnet ordering.
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