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W e study the Josephson e ect In a superconductor{ferrom agnet{superconductor (SFS) junction
w ith ferrom agnetic dom ains of noncollinear m agnetization. A s a m odel for our study we consider
a di usive junction with two ferrom agnetic dom ains along the junction. The superconductor is
assum ed to be close to the critical tem perature T., and the linearized U sadel equations predict a
sihusoidal current-phase relation. W e nd analytically the critical current as a function of dom ain
lengths and of the angle between the orientations of their m agnetizations. A s a function of those
param eters, the junction m ay undergo transitionsbetween 0 and phases. W e nd that the presence
ofdom ains reduces the range of janction lengths at which the phase is observed. For the jinction
w ith two dom ains of the sam e length, the phase totally disappears as soon as the m isorientation
angle exceeds 5 . W e further comm ent on the possible in plication of our results for experim entally
observable 0{ transitions in SFS junctions.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he Interest In proxin iy structures m ade of superconducting and ferrom agnetic layers (respectively, S and F') in
contact w ith each other has been recently renewed due their potential applications to spintronicst and to quantum
com puting2< The interplay between superconductivity @which tends to organize the electron gas in C ooper pairs
w ith opposite spins) and ferrom agnetism (W hich tends to align soins and thus to destroy the C ooper pairs) leads to
a vardety of surprising physicale ects (for a review, see Ref.|4). A s a consequence of the exchange splitting of the
Fem ilevel? the C ooper pair wave fiinction show s dam ped oscillations in the ferrom agnet, leading to the appearance
ofthe so-called \ state" in SFS jinctions® In the state, the superconducting order param eter is of opposite sign
In the two S electrodes of the Josephson jinction, and thus a m acroscopic superconducting phase di erence of
appears In the them odynam ic equilbbriim . T his phase di erence should lad to spontaneous nondissipative currents
in a Josephson Jjunction with annular geom etry! A possible signature for the -state appearance is a cancellation
of the Josephson critical current ollowed by a reversal of its sign as a filnction of the jinction length# The recent
experin entalobservations of criticalcurrent oscillations in experin entsf22021 have dem onstrated such 0{ transitions
as a function of the ferrom agnet thickness and tem perature.

T he appropriate form alisn to dealw ith m esoscopic S/F Jinctions hasbeen derived by E ilenbergert? T he equations
ofm otion for the quasiclassicalG reen function (averaged over the fast Fermm ioscillations) can be further sin pli ed In
the di usive regin e, ie., when the m otion of the electrons is govemed by frequent scattering on in puriy atom s: the
G reen functions can then be averaged over the m om entum directions. T his averaging is justi ed as long as the elastic
mean free path L ismuch sn aller than,the relevant length scales of the system , nam ely the size of the layers, the
superconducting coherence length ¢ = D =2 T, and the length characterizing the C ooper pairw ave fiinction decay
In the ferrom agnet r = D =h. Here and in the Hllow Ing, D denotes the di usion constant, T. the superconducting
critical tem perature, h the m agnitude ofthe exchange eld, and the system ofunitswith ~= kg = 5 = 1 ischosen.
The di usive lin it is reached In m ost of the experin ental realizations of S/F heterostructures. In this lin it, the G reen
functionscan be combined n a4 4 m atrix in the Nam bu spin space, and thism atrix cbeys the U sadelequationd3
SFS Josephson jinctions w ith hom ogeneous m agnetization have been studied in detailw ithin this fram ework & C lose
to T, the proxin ity e ect isweak, the U sadelequations can be linearized, and the current-phase relation is shusoidalt?

Iy =Isn ; @)

where isthe superconducting phase di erence acrossthe jinction. T he critical current I. show sa dam ped oscillatory
dependence on the F-ayer thickness (for a review , see Refs.[15 and [16).

H owever, understanding the e ect of a nonhom ogeneous m agnetization is of crucial Interest for cbtaining a good
quantitative description forthe criticalcurrent oscillations in SF'S junctions. Indeed it isknow n that real ferrom agnetic
com pounds usually have a com plex dom ain structure. Strong ferrom agnets (such asN iorFe) consist ofdom ainsw ith
hom ogeneousm agnetization pointing in di erent directions w hereas the m agnetic structure of the weak ferrom agnets

(CuNiand Pd-N ialloys) used in the experin ents reported in Refs.l8,9)/10,11 is stillnot know n precisely. T he problem
of SFS jinctions w ith inhom ogeneous m agnetization has been addressed previously for spiralm agnetizations’ and
in the case of dom ains w ith antiparallel AP ) m agnetizationsd®21? I the latter case, the criticalcurrent oscillations
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FIG .1: SFF°S Jjunction with non-collinear m agnetization .

(and thus the state) are suppressed in the symm etric case where the F layer consists of two dom ains of the sam e
size. This can be explained by a com pensation between the phases acquired by the Andreev re ected electrons and
holes, of opposite spns, In the two dom ainsi®

In the present paper, we extend that analysis to the case of a SFF’S Jinction close to T, w ith the two m agnetic
dom ains F and F° of arbitrary length and relative orientation of the m agnetizations. To em phasize the e ect of the
m isorientation angle betw een them agnetizations ofthe two dom ains, we choose tom Inin ize the num ber of param eters
In them odel. T he interfaces are then chosen to be perfectly transparent, and spin— ip scattering is neglected in both
S and F layers. Furthem ore, we assum e that the di usive lim it is fully reached, that is we do not take into account
corrections due to a nite m ean free path (ote that for strong ferrom agnets the m agnetic coherence length ¢ m ay
becom e com parable to L).

The main result of our calculation is that, in the symm etric case where the two dom ains have equal thicknesses,
we obtain a progressive reduction of the -state region of the phase diagram as the m isorientation angle increases.
Surprisingly, the  state com pletely disappears as soon as the m isorientation angle  exceedss .

T he paper is organized as follows. In Section IT we solve the linearized U sadel equations and give the general
expression for the Josephson current. In Section IIT we discuss the sim plest cases of paralkel and antiparallel relative
ordentation of m agnetizations w th di erent dom ain sizes d; and d; . W e obtain analytically the fiill phase diagram
In d; {dy coordinates. In agreem ent with Ref.|1§, the state is absent in the symm etric case d = dy for dom ains
w ith antijparallelm agnetizations. In the asym m etric case, the critical current oscillates as d, is varied w hile keeping
d; constant. Forsu ciently thick layers d 1,2 r ), the criticatcurrent oscillations behave like in a single dom ain of
thickness ¥y &+ ( =4) r . In Section IV, we discuss the case ofan arbitrary m isorientation angl in the sym m etric
con guration d; = dy = d. In the lin i when the exchange eld ismuch larger than T., we derive analytically the
0{ phase diagram of the junction depending on the junction length d and and on the m isorientation angle . We
show that the state disappears compltely for > 5. In the last section V, we discuss possible in plications of our

ndings for experim entally observed 0{ transitions in SF'S junctions.

II. MODEL

W e study a di usive SFF% Josephson jinction with sem in nite (that is, of thickness much larger than )
superconducting electrodes, as shown in Fig.[dl. The phase di erence between the S-layers is denoted = 2 , the
thicknesses ofthe tw o ferrom agneticdom ainsd; and d; . In the follow Ing w e consider a quasione-din ensionalgeom etry
w here the physical quantities do not depend on the In-plane coordinates. For sin plicity, we assum e that the S-F and
F-F° interfaces are transparent. W e fiirther assum e that the tem perature is close to T, so that T, and thisallow s
us to linearize the U sadel equations.

In the case of superconducting{ ferrom agnet system s, the proxim ity e ect involves both the singlet and the triplet
com ponents of the G reen’s fiinctions2® T he U sadel equation in the ferrom agnetic layers takes the orm we follow the
conventions used in Ref.|21)

Dr @rg) ! [B%%j9] iB &G 7~)igl= 0: @)
The G reen function g is a m atrix in the Nambu soin space, & and ©* denote the Paulim atrices respectively in
Nambu (particlkeholk) and soin space, ! = @2n+ 1) T are theM atsubara frequencies and h is the exchange eld In

the ferrom agnet. T he U sadel equation is supplem ented w ith the nom alization condition for the quasiclassicalG reen
function

g =1= "%": 3)

For sin plicity, we assum e that the superconductors are m uch less disordered than the ferrom agnets, and then we can



in pose the rigid boundary conditions at the S/F interfaces:

1 ! e *t .
g=?ﬁ e i | 07 (4)

N am bu

where denotes the superconducting order param eter and the di erent signs refer respectively to the boundary
conditionsatx= d andx= d,.

C lose to the criticaltem perature T, the superconducting correlations in the F region areweak,* and we can linearize
the U sadel equations [), [3) around the nom alsolution g= " . The G reen’s filnction then takes the form

osgn (!) f
= ; 5
g ik osan (!) ©)
where the scalar £y (respectively foy) and vector f (regpectively f¥) com ponents of the anom alous G reen functions
obey the linear equations

@2f(y)
— [ F£Y = o
@Zf;Y)
el reY = o ©)
w ith
0o . 1=2 0 o 1=2
! ih ! !
P L s o)

D D

T he pro gctions of the anom alous G reen function on the direction of the exchange eld (\parallel" com ponents) are

denedas f¥ x) = £ £ ewhere e, isthe unit vector in the direction of the eld. The \perpendicular"

com ponent f?(y) refers to the axis orthogonalto the exchange eld. G enerally, this com ponent is a two-din ensional

vector. In our system , however, £ lies in the plane spanned by the m agnetizations in the two dom ains, and therefore

£ has only one com ponent.
It ©llow s from Eq. [@) that the decay ofthe \parallel" and the \perpendicular" com ponents is govermned by tw o very
di erent length scales. T he parallel com ponent decays on the length scale r , whilk tt&le perpendicular com ponent is

h

insensitive to the exchange eld and decayson the typically much largerscale s = ¢ 35

(experin entally, h m ay

be m ore than 100 tin es larger than T, see, eg., Ref.[11).
In the absence ofthe exchange eld, £ and fY com ponents are related by com plex conjigation. T he exchange eld
h breaks this sym m etry, and the relation between £ and f¥ becom es

()=£f ( ): ®)
T he solutions to the equations [@) in each of the ferrom agnetic layers are given by
fj;? (X)zAj;? sinh ;?X"'Bj;? cosh ;7 Xj )

where the 12 coe cientsA ., and B J 2 (= 1;2 denotes the layer index) m ust be determ ned using the boundary

conditions at each interface. N ote that it is enough to solve the equations for the finctions £3: the functions £ can
be then obtained from the symm etry relation [8)
A swe assum e transparent S/F interfaces and rigid boundary conditions,

fle= d) = ¢
fz(X=d2) = l—ei
f7&= d) = fZ&=dy)=0: (10)

At the (perfectly transparent) F /F° interface, the standard K upriyanov-Lukichev boundary conditions?? provide the
continuity relations

flxk=0) = £2x=0)
Qft . @f%
E}:o = a}:o a1



(here takes values 0 to 3 and refers to a xed coordinate system ). Note that, In the general case, since the
ferrom agnetic exchange elds do not have the sam e ordentation in the two F -layers, the latter conditions do not lead
to the contiuity of the reduced fiinctions f- ,, and their derivative, except In the paralkel case.

The last step w illbe to com pute the Josephson current density using the form ula2®

X
I; = &N O)DS T ETr('éAog@xg); az)
1= 1

where S is the cross section of the junction, N (0) is the density of states In the nom alm etal phase (per one spin
direction) and the trace has to be taken over N am bu and spin indices. T he current can be explicitly rew ritten for the
linearized g

”w #
® X 1
I; = 1N ODS T S @ EY PR f )+ £, @f) £esf : 3)
1= 1 =
U sing the coe cients introduced in equations ([d), the Josephson current [I3) reads
X
I;=1N ODS T 7@()13( ) B ()A ( )1+ 2 B2 ()B: ( ) B (A, ( )1: 14)

1. =

.

Since the coe cients A 7 and B3 are solutions to the linear system of equations [I0) and [Id), they are linear
com binations ofe' and e ! . Since the expression [14) is explicitly antisym m etric w ith respect to 7 , it aways
produces the sinusoidal current-phase relation [I). F inally, the expression [14)) doesnot contain the dom ain index j: it
can be calculated in any ofthe two dom ains, and the resulsm ust coincide due to the conservation ofthe supercurrent
In the U sadel equations.

In the follow ing sections, this form alisn is used to study the in uence of a m agnetic dom ain structure on the
Josephson current.

ITII. DOMAINS OF DIFFERENT THICKNESSES IN THE P AND AP CONFIGURATIONS

A . Parallelcase (P)

In themost trivialcase = 0, the equations can be solved easily w ith Ag = B?j = 0. W e naturally retrieve the
expression reported in Ref.|4 for a sihgle-dom ain S-F-S trdlayer (ofthicknessd; + dy),
X 2
¥ = &N ODS T _— 15
© ( 12 sinh (& + dp) )

1. =

T he exact sum m ation over the M atsubara frequencies ! can be done num erically. H owever, In m any experin ental
situations, the exchange eld ismuch larger than T.. In this lin i, we can assum e h ! which inplies = 171
T he summ ation overM atsubara frequencies reduces then to

X1 1 s
12 4T2 ae)
and the critical current is given by the sin ple expression
2 3
P 4 W 1+ i .5
I. = hRe h =1 a7)
sinh 1+ 1) (B292)
w ih
eN O)ps 2
= ——7—: (18)

ZFT

From Eq. [I7) it is clear that the critical current oscillates as a fiinction of the junction length, w ith a pseudo-period
ofthe order of r . W hen the critical current becom es negative, the S-S hybrid structure is In the state.
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FIG .2: Quasiperiodic 0 to transitions for antiparallel (solid lines) and parallel (dashed lines) m agnetization. O n the graph,
the indications 0 and refer to the antiparallel case. In the parallel case, the transitions occur along linesw ith d; + dz = const,
starting from the O state.

B . Antiparallelcase AP)

In the antiparallel con guration = , the exchange eld has the opposite direction in the two dom ains. In this
caseweagain ndAj = B = 0, and the critical current can be easily derived,

AP 2 X 1 2
IC = Io F T —2 - N M (19)
oo sinh d, cosh  dj + cosh dy sinh  d;

In the lin it of the large exchange eld h T., the summ ation over the M atsubara frequencies [16) results in

IoF = hRe — , z . , (20)
sin (@i + id ) + sinh (. id )
w ith
di = A+ d)=rF (21)
d = A &)=r: (22)

For plotting the 0{ phase diagram in d {d; coordinates we use the condition of the vanishing critical current.
From the equations [I7) and [20), the critical current vanishes if

sind, coshd: + sinhd, cosd, = 0 (23)
In the parallel case, and if

sind, coshd + sinhd, cosd

I
o

@4)

in the antiparallel case. T he resulting phase diagram is plotted in F ig.[2.

Ford; = d; = d (symm etric case), we obtain that the critical current is positive for any d: identicalF layers in the
AP con guration cannot produce the state (a sin ilar conclusion was drawn in Ref.|1§ forballistic junctions and for
di usive jinctions at low tem perature). Ford; € dp, the SFF’S Junction can be either in the usualO state or in the
state depending on the di erence between d; and d, (see Fig.[2). For Jarge d; and d,, the periodic dependence of the
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FIG . 3: C ritical current dependence on the size ofthe Junction for = 0; =4 and 3 =4.W etake h=T = 100 which corresponds
to a realistic value for a diluted ferrom agnet, as reported In Ref.|l1ll and 1 = /D=2 T.

phase transitions on the layer thicknesses approxim ately corresoonds to a single-layer SE'S Junction of the thickness
st dj+ ( =4) p . This result is sin ilar to the case of the clean SFF’S jinction where the phase com pensation
arising from the two antiparallel dom ains is observed 18

Another interesting feature of the phase diagram in Fig.[2 is the \reentrant" behavior of the phase transition at a
very an all thickness of one of the layers. If the SF'S juinction is tuned to a 0{ transition point, and one adds a thin
layer F° of antiparallel m agnetization, then a sm all region of the \opposite™ phase (corresponding to increasing the
F thickness) appears, before the F {F° com pensation m echanisn stabilizes the phase corresponding to reducing the F
thickness.

In this Section, we have seen that the state disappears in the antiparallel orientation for geom etrically identical
F -layers. H ow ever, w e do not cbserve an enhancam ent ofthe criticalcurrent (com pared to the zero eld current) in the
AP con guration such as reported In Refs.[19/23. This in agreem ent w ith the claimn ofRef.|19 that this enhancem ent
ispresent only at low tem peratures.

In the next section, we dem onstrate that the suppression of the  state occurs continuously as we change the
m isorientation angle.

IV. ARBITRARY MAGNETIZATION M ISORIENTATION AND EQUAL THICKNESSES

In the previous section, we have plotted the phase diagram for arbitrary layer thicknesses d; and d; in the cases of
parallel and antiparallel m agnetization. In principle, one can extend this phase diagram to arbitrary m isorientation
angles . Such a calculation am ounts to soling a set of linear equations [[0) and [IIl) for the 12 param eters de ned
in Eq. [@). This calculation is straightforward, but cum bersom e, and we consider only the sin plest situation w ith
equal layer thicknesses d; = d; = d.

For equal layer thicknesses, the 0{ transitions are present at = 0 and absentat = . W e will see below
that w ith Increasing the m isorientation angle the am plitude of the criticalcurrent oscillations (as a function ofd)
decreases, and the phase progressively shrinks. At a certain \critical" angle ., the phase disappears com pletely
orany value ofd. W e nd that the criticalvalue is . = 3, surprisihgly independent of the strength of the exchange

eld.
T he details of the calculation ofthe critical current are presented in the A ppendix. In the general case, the current
can be w ritten in the m ofa M atsubara sum such asgiven n Eq. A 5). In Fig.[3, we plot the current as a fiinction
ofthe dom ain thickness for di erent angles perform ing the sum m ation over M atsubara frequencies num erically using
realistic values for the tem perature and the exchange eld. W e nd that the dom aln structure reduces the -state
regions com pared to the = 0 parallel case as well as the am plitude of the current in this state. To the contrary,
the O-state regions are extended and the current am plitude is increased in this state. This result may be sin ply
understood as a continuous Interpolation between a sign-changing I. in the single-dom ain case and an alw ayspositive
I. In the antiparallel case.
Considering the high-exchange- eld lin it introduced in Sec. III, namely h T., and assum ing further d s
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FIG .4:d{ phasediagram in the lin it of a large exchange eld. The dependence on d is aln ost (but not exactly) periodic.

(Which is a reasonable assum ption for the rst severalO{ transitions in the high— eld lim i), we have - and
»d 1 sothat one can expand Eq.[AH) in powersof - . To the Iowest order of expansion, the sum overM atsubara
frequencies is done and we obtain

d + P, tan® - + tan? = 1  tafs)P
L()= 821, Q+ 2+ n Z)CP+ Q4 n 2) ( - 2) Q ; ©5)
r P PP+tan®;@+Q4+ +P Q )QI Q*+tan®;@.+Q+ +P Q )
whereP and Q are sinple functionsofthe rmtiod=¢,
d . d d
P =2— cosh(l+ i)— cosh (1 i—
F F F
- ., d o el
Q = 1+ i)snh@ iy — (a8 i)sinh 1+ i3—: (26)
F F

From the general ormula [25), one can retrieve the expressions [I[7) and [20) for the Josephson current in the
(symm etricd; = d;) paralleland antiparallelcasesby setting respectively = Oand = .W ithin the approxin ation
of a high exchange eld, the critical current 29) is a ratio of second degree polynom ials in the variable tan® 5. The
critical current cancels if

tan45(P+Q++P Q >+tan25cPf+Qi)+ Qs P Q )=0: @7)

T his equation allow s one to com pute the f1ll S-FF’-S phase diagram in the d{ coordinates Fig[d). W e observe that
Eq. 27) cannot be satis ed for any thickness as soon as  exceeds 5 - Asthem isorientation angle decreases below
5, the region of the  state in the phase diagram Fig.[4d increases, and i becomesmaxinalat = 0 (ie. in the
parallel con guration).

Away from the high-exchange- eld lim it, we can nd the value of . num erically using the exact ormula, Eq. A5).

Rem arkably, our calculations show that the criticalvalue .= 5 rem ains independent of the strength ofthe eldh.

V. DISCUSSION AND EXPERIM ENTAL ASPECTS

Them ain conclusion of the present work is that a dom ain structure In the SFS junction reduces the region in the
phase space occupied by the state. W e have dem onstrated this reduction wih the exam ple of the two dom ains
placed along the jinction. H ow ever w e expect that this qualitative conclusion survives form ore generalcon gurations



ofdom ains. In view ofthis reasoning, we suggest that the shift in the 0{ transition sequence reported in Ref.lll and
attributed to a \dead layer" ofthe ferrom agnet m ay be altematively explained by a dom ain structure in the junction.
If such a dom ain structure slightly reduces the region of the phase in favor of the 0 phase, this would shift the
positions of the two st 0{ {0 transitions in a m anner sin ilar to the e ect ofa \dead layer" (see, eg.,our = =4
plt in Fjg.|3) . To distinguish between the two scenarios, one would need to observe at least three consecutive 0{
transitions (@nd/or develop a m ore realistic theory of the e ect ofdom ains in SFS jmctjonsb

M any ofour results arebased on the high-exchange- eld approxin ation assum ng s=¢ = h=@2 T¢) 1.Thisis
a reasonable approxin ation for the type of sam ples reported in Refl[11: the exchange eld in the CuN i ferrom agnetic
alloyshasbeen estin ated at 850K , w hereas the critical tem perature ofNb is ofthe order of 9K .Thus, theratio s=¢
is of the order of 4. N ote that the high— eld lim it is consistent w ith the di usive lin i condition h . 1lwith . the
elasticm ean free tin e (see Ref.|24 ©r details). T he param eters of the experin entst yield the estinationh o 0:l.

In our treatm ent we have neglected the nite transparency of the interfaces, the nite m ean free path of electrons,
the spin— I and spin-orbit scattering. O f course, those e ects m ay be incorporated in the form alisn of U sadel
equations in the usualway (see, eg. Refs.25/26,27). W e expect that they do not change the qualitative conclision
about the reduction of the state by the dom ain structure. A realistic quantitative theory of SF'S junctions m ay
need to take those e ects into acocount, n addition to a m ore realistic dom ain con guration in the ferrom agnet.
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APPENDIX A:SOLVING THE LINEARIZED USADEL EQUATIONS

To solve the system of linear equations [I0) and [II)) w ith the 12 variablesA’ ., and B 3 .+ I is convenient rstto
reduce the num ber of variables by resolving the continuity relations [II]) in temn s of the 6 variables

=B B tan—-— =B BS tan —
) 2 2
Bl Bl B2 B2
» =Bl 4+ 2 tan— = B2 : tan —
2 ) 2 2
= At Al tan-= A?Z 2 AZ tan - @1)
1 1 2 2
. = ?A})+utan_= ?A?, utan_:
) 2 2 ) 2 2
Solving now the set of 6 equations [10) produces the solution
2 p 2
7= o+ ?oosh(?d)2 3 tan — (1 + tan® —) cos
! o P + tan s+ +p q) 2 2
4 . p 2
+ = -+ sinh ( > d) > > 1+ tan® —) cos
! p. pPttan’s;@iq +tp q) 2
4 + tan® 5
.+ =— ., shh(,d) Br 2% cos

p2 P ttan’;(iq +p q)
4i q

= » cosh ( , d) 1+ tan® =) sh @a2)

' v ¢ dJdrtan’s@iq tp q) 2

4i + tan? -
L= T soom(d) . sin

! ¢ dJt+tan’;0iq +tp q)
o
, = T . shh(.d) = tan— (1+ tan® —)sh ;
! ¢ dJtrtan’sporq +tp q) 2 2

w here

P = sihh ,d(osh +d cosh d)
g = ,cosh ,d(4+sihh d sihh ;d): @A 3)



In tem s of the new variables, the supercurrent [I4) becom es

X 1
I; = 1N O)DS T Z(++ YY) (4 + ) ( )
! #
l ? d
e ( YO (4 ) ( )+%) [ s 1: ®a4)
T he resulting current-phase relation is sihusoidalw ith the critical current
2X (4 ) 5 shh2 ,d
L()=4b¢T 5 ®5)

@ + ps ta.n25)(p+ +q+tan2§) a ta1415)p q .
2 2 _ 2 _ :
©F Pttn’s;atpa)Ed drtan’s;eig +tp qg))

Eqg. [28) can be used for num erical calculations of the critical current or an arbitrary relative orientation of the
ferrom agnetic exchange elds and for any value of their m agnitude (eg. ©r producing the plot in Fig.[3). In the
body of the article, a sin pler expression for the current is given in the high-exchange- eld Im & Eq. 23)).
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