
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
61

04
40

v2
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
up

r-
co

n]
  2

2 
M

ar
 2

00
7

Josephson e�ect due to the long-range odd-frequency triplet superconductivity

in SFS junctions w ith N �eeldom ain w alls

Ya.V.Fom inov,1,� A.F.Volkov,2,3,y and K .B.Efetov2,1

1
L. D.Landau Institute for TheoreticalPhysics RAS,119334 M oscow, Russia

2
Theoretische Physik III,Ruhr-Universit�at Bochum , D-44780 Bochum , G erm any

3
Institute ofRadioengineering and Electronics ofthe Russian Academ y ofSciences,103907 M oscow,Russia

(D ated:22 M arch 2007)

W e consider a SFS Josephson junction m ade oftwo superconductors S and a m ultidom ain fer-

rom agnet F with an in-plane m agnetization. W e assum e that the neighboring dom ains of the

ferrom agnet are separated by N�eeldom ain walls. An odd-frequency triplet long-range com ponent

ofsuperconducting correlationsarisesin thedom ain wallsand spreadsinto thedom ainsovera long

distance ofthe order �T =
p

D =2�T,where D is the di�usion coe�cient (dirty lim it is im plied).

W e calculate the contribution ofthis com ponent to the Josephson current in the situation when

conventionalshort-range com ponentsexponentially decay overthethicknessofthe F layerand can

be neglected. In the lim it when the thicknessofthe F layer ism uch sm aller than the penetration

length ofthe long-range com ponent,we �nd thatthe junction isin the � state. W e also analyze a

correction to the density ofstatesdue to the long-range tripletcom ponent.

PACS num bers:74.50.+ r,74.45.+ c,74.78.Fk,75.70.K w

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The pastdecade wasm arked by a rapid growth ofin-
teresttothestudy ofhybrid superconductor-ferrom agnet
(SF) structures (see,for exam ple,reviews 1,2,3). New
physicalphenom ena arising in these system s originate
from a nontrivialinterplay ofcom peting orders in su-
perconductorsand ferrom agnets. O n one side,electron-
electron interactions lead in superconductors to form a-
tion ofCooperpairsconsisting oftwo electronswith op-
positespins.O n theotherside,theexchangeinteraction
in ferrom agnetstendsto align theelectron spinsparallel
to each other.In SF structuresthese two typesofinter-
actions are spatially separated and can coexist despite
m uch greatervalueofthe exchangeenergy h in com par-
ison with the superconducting gap �.
Due to the proxim ity e�ect4 the superconducting cor-

relationspenetrateintotheferrom agnetin SF structures.
Thecondensatewavefunction f penetratesintotheferro-
m agnetwith a uniform m agnetization M overa distance
ofthe order ofthe \exchange length" �h =

p
D =h.1,2

Thecondensatewavefunction decaysin F in anonm ono-
tonic way as f(x)� exp(� x=�h)cos(x=�h): it oscillates
in spaceand decreasesexponentially.Thisnonm onotonic
behavioroff(x)leads,in particular,to a � statein SFS
Josephson junctions1,2,5,6,7,8,9,10 characterized by a neg-
ative criticalcurrent Ic in the Josephson current-phase
relation I(’)= Icsin’.
Ifthem agnetization in theferrom agnetisnonuniform

a new phenom enon becom es possible: a triplet com po-
nentofthecondensatewavefunction f (generally speak-
ing, the condensate wave function is a m atrix in the
particle-hole and spin space) arises in the SF system .3

This triplet com ponent is an odd function ofthe M at-
subara frequency ! (while the conventionalBCS singlet
com ponent off is an even function of!) and spreads
in the ferrom agnet over a long distance ofthe order of

�T =
p
D =2�T. The existence ofthislong-rangetriplet

odd-frequency com ponentin SF structureswith an inho-
m ogeneous m agnetization was predicted in Ref.11 and
furtherdiscussedin Ref.12.Unlikethetripletcom ponent
in superuid 3He and in Sr2RuO 4, this odd-frequency
triplet com ponent corresponds to s-wave pairing and,
hence,issym m etric in the m om entum space. Therefore
itisnotdestroyed by scattering on nonm agneticim puri-
tiesand survivesin the dirty lim it.W e callthiscom po-
nentthe long-range tripletcom ponent(LRTC).Histori-
cally,the odd-frequency triplet pairing was conjectured
in 1974 by Berezinskii13 asa possiblem echanism forsu-
peruidity in 3He butthisconjecturewasnotcon�rm ed
experim entally.
There is a signi�cant am ount of experim ental data

that m ay be interpreted as m anifestation ofthe LRTC
in SF system s.14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22 O fparticularim por-
tance are the experim ents on SFS system s in which a
long-rangephasecoherenceofthecondensatewavefunc-
tions was observed in ferrom agnets with a length con-
siderably exceeding thepenetration length ofthesinglet
com ponent�h.18,21,22 In principle,thislong-rangephase
coherence can be due to the LRTC but,for unam bigu-
ousidenti�cation oftheLRTC,furtherexperim entaland
theoreticalstudiesarevery im portant.In particular,the
theory ofthe LRTC wasdeveloped for speci�c types of
theinhom ogeneousm agnetizationin ferrom agnets,which
do notexhaustallpossible typesofthe m agnetic struc-
turesin realsam ples.
In Refs.11,12,and 23 the LRTC was studied in SF

system swith a Bloch-typem agneticstructure[the m ag-
netization vector M (x) lies in the y-z plane parallelto
theSF interfaceand rotateswith increasing x].Theam -
plitudeand thepenetration length oftheLRTC induced
in the ferrom agnethave been calculated in Refs.11 and
23. Under certain conditions the LRTC penetrates the
ferrom agnetoveralongdistanceoforder�T .Asshown in

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0610440v2


2

Ref.23,where a SFS structure with a conicalferrom ag-
netwasstudied,theLRTC m aydecayin anonm onotonic
way provided the cone angle exceedsa certain value.In
Refs.24 and 25 a m ultilayered SF structurewasinvesti-
gated in which the m agnetization vectorM (x)has�xed
butdi�erentorientationsin di�erentferrom agnetic lay-
ers.Thisstructureisalsosim ilartoaBloch-typedom ain
structure.

At the sam e tim e,it is wellknown that the dom ain
structure in a ferrom agnetcan be notonly ofthe Bloch
type but also ofthe N�eeltype.26 A SF system with a
N�eel-typem agneticspiralstructure[theM (y)vectorlies
in the y-z plane parallelto the SF interface and rotates
with increasing y]was studied theoretically in Ref.27.
This m agnetic structure m ay be regarded as an in�nite
N�eelwall.Itwasshown thatin thiscasetheLRTC does
notarisein thesystem .However,thisstatem entisvalid
only forthecaseofa uniform ly rotating M (y)vector.In
a m orerealisticsituation ofa ferrom agnetwith m agnetic
dom ainsseparated by N�eelwalls,theLRTC arisesatthe
dom ain wallsand decaysinside the dom ainsovera long
distance.28 Another source ofthe triplet com ponent in
SF structures was considered in Ref.29,where the SF
interface wasassum ed to be spin-active.The Josephson
e�ectin aS/HM /S junction (HM isaferrom agnetichalf-
m etal)wasstudied in thispaperand itwasshown that
thecriticalJosephson currenthasam axim um atlow,but
nonzero,tem perature.

In thepresentpaperweconsideraSFS Josephsonjunc-
tion with theN�eeldom ain structurein theferrom agnetic
layer and calculate the Josephson criticalcurrent Ic in
this system . Up to now there have been no theoretical
investigationsofthis problem . In Refs.30,24,25,and
23 the criticalcurrentIc was calculated for a m agnetic
structure sim ilar to the Bloch type. A SFS Josephson
junction with a rotating M (x) and with the thickness
ofthe F �lm d oforder �h was studied in Ref.30. It
wasshown thattherotation ofthem agnetization vector
M (x)leadstotheappearanceoftheLRTC and toa sup-
pression ofthe � state in the Josephson junction. The
situation in am ultilayeredSF structurewith noncollinear
m agnetizationsin theF layersism orecom plicated.The
sign ofIc depends on the chirality,that is,on whether
the M vectorrotatesin the sam e direction in the whole
system oritoscillateswith respectto the z axis.24,25 In
a SFS junction with a conicalferrom agnetofthicknessd
m uch greaterthan �h,thecriticalcurrentIc isdueto the
LRTC and the sign ofIc dependson the coneangle.23

Note that in ferrom agnetswith a m ultidom ain struc-
ture the LRTC doesnotariseifthe thicknessofthe do-
m ain wallsisvery sm all. In thiscase the m agnetization
vectorsM arecollinearand only singletand short-range
tripletcom ponentsare induced due to the proxim ity ef-
fect. The criticalcurrentin a SFS junction with such a
structure wascalculated in Ref.31. The dom ain struc-
turealso resultsin a suppression ofthe� statedueto an
e�ectiveaveragingoftheexchange�eld.M oreover,ifthe
exchange�eld h changesitssign overascaleshorterthan

m ax(�h;l)(wherelisthem ean freepath),long-rangeef-
fectsariseeven in theabsenceoftheLRTC (theexchange
�eld is e�ectively averaged out). This case is realized
provided an antiferrom agnet(AF) is used in SFS junc-
tionsinstead ofa ferrom agnet.TheJosephson currentin
S/AF/S junctions was studied theoretically in Refs.32
and 33 and experim entally (see Ref.34 and references
therein).
W econsideradom ain structurein athin F �lm ,where

dom ains with antiparallel in-plane m agnetizations are
separated by the N�eel walls (while the m agnetization
does not change across the thin F �lm ). This dom ain
structure is realized in realferrom agnetic �lm s.26 The
y-z plane is chosen to be parallelto the SF interfaces
(see Fig.1).W e show thatthe LRTC arisesatthe N�eel
dom ain walls and decays exponentially away from the
dom ain wallsand the SF interfacesovera long distance
�T .W ecalculatetheJosephson currentduetotheLRTC
and �nd thatitssign correspondsto the� junction.The
m echanism ofthe� junction in ourcaseisrelated to �=2
phase shifts at the SF interfaces,while the LRTC does
notoscillateinside the F layer(in contrastto the short-
range com ponent). W e also study m odi�cations ofthe
density ofstatesin the F �lm dueto the LRTC.
Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.II,weform u-

latethe Usadelequationsand the corresponding bound-
ary conditions,investigatethem ain featuresofthelong-
range triplet superconducting com ponent that appears
due to the presence ofN�eeldom ain walls,and �nd the
Josephsoncurrentduetothiscom ponent.Theanalysisis
m adeforthesim pli�ed m odelwith only onehalf-in�nite
region with rotating m agnetization. In Sec.III,we con-
siderthe realistic case ofthe m ultidom ain F layerusing
the results ofSec.II. In Sec.IV,we study the correc-
tion tothedensity ofstatesduetothetripletcom ponent.
Thissection isan addition to ourpreviouspaperRef.28.
Finally,wediscusslim itationsofourm odelin Sec.V and
presentourconclusionsin Sec.VI.

II. B A SIC EQ U A T IO N S.JO SEP H SO N EFFEC T

IN T H E C A SE O F A H A LF-IN FIN IT E D O M A IN

W e considera ferrom agnet(0 < x < 2d) sandwiched
between two bulk superconductors.W e assum e thatthe
in-plane exchange �eld h(y)in the F layerproportional
tothem agnetization M ,dependson y asfollows:h(y)=
h(0;0;1)aty < 0and h(y)= h(0;sin�(y);cos�(y))with
�(y)= Q y aty > 0.Thism eansthatthem agnetization
vectorM isoriented alongthezaxisaty < 0and rotates
in the y-z plane aty > 0. The region with the rotating
m agnetization m odelsthe N�eeldom ain wall.Thisstruc-
ture is shown in Fig.1(a) and contains only one half-
in�nitedom ain and onehalf-in�niteregion with rotating
m agnetization. Then we shalluse the obtained results
to describea realisticm ultidom ain structuredepicted in
Fig.1(b).
In ordertocalculatetheJosephson current,weneed to
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FIG .1: SFS junctions considered in the paper. (a) The do-

m ain (y < 0) and the region with rotating m agnetization

(y > 0) in the F layer are half-in�nite. (b) M ultidom ain F

layer.D epending on therelative orientation ofrotating m ag-

netizations in the neighboring dom ain walls,we distinguish

thecasesofpositiveand negativechirality (Q hasthesam eor

opposite sign in the neighboring dom ain walls,respectively).

�nd the condensate G reen functions in the ferrom agnet
induced due to the proxim ity e�ect. W e consider the
dirty lim it, which m eans, in particular,that h� � 1,
where� isthe m om entum relaxation tim e due to elastic
scattering.
In the dirty lim it,the system isdescribed by the Us-

adelequation forthem atrix G reen function �g which isa
4� 4m atrix in theG or’kov-Nam bu and spin spaces.The
Usadelequation forthe case ofan inhom ogeneousm ag-
netization was written in Refs.35 and 3. However,we
rede�ne the G reen function used in Refs.35 and 3 (and
also in our previous paper Ref.28) introducing a new
m atrix function �gnew = �V �g�V y with the transform ation
m atrix

�V = exp
�

i
�

4
(̂�3 � �̂0)̂�3

�

; (1)

where �̂i and �̂i are the Paulim atrices in the G or’kov-
Nam bu and spin spaces,respectively. This transform a-
tion was proposed in Ref.36, and below we shalluse
the new G reen function �gnew om itting the subscriptfor

brevity. The convenience ofthe new de�nition is that
theUsadelequation forthenew G reen function possesses
theexplicitsym m etry with respecttorotationsoftheex-
change�eld h:

D r (�gr �g)� ! [̂�3�̂0;�g]� i[̂�3(h�̂);�g]�
�
��;�g

�
= 0; (2)

�� = (̂� 1 Re�� �̂2 Im �)�̂ 0;

where ! is the M atsubara frequency, h = hn, n =
(0;sin�(y);cos�(y)) and �(y) = 0 at y < 0 while
�(y) = Q y at y > 0. W e assum e that the di�usion
coe�cientsD forelectrons with spins up and down are
equaltoeach other(thisiscorrectprovided theexchange
energy h ism uch lessthan the Ferm ienergy "F ).
TheUsadelequation (2)iswritten in thegeneralform

takingintoaccountboth thesuperconductivity and m ag-
netism . In the SFS junction, the pair potential � is
nonzero only in the S layers,while the exchange �eld
h is nonzero only in the F layer. There is no attrac-
tive interaction between electrons in the F layer,hence
� = 0.However,thecondensate(G or’kov)functionsare
�nite in the F region due to the boundary conditionsat
the SF interface.
In thegeneralcase,theG reen function hasthefollow-

ing com ponents:

�g = �̂3 (g0�̂0 + g�̂)+ �̂1 (f0�̂0 + f�̂)+ �̂2
�
�f0�̂0 + �f�̂

�
:

(3)
In the bulk ofa norm alm etal,only the g0 com ponentis
present.The superconducting correlationsaredescribed
by the scalar anom alous com ponents f0 and �f0, while
thevectorcom ponents(g,f,�f)aredueto theferrom ag-
netism .
The superconducting correlations described by the f

com ponents(nondiagonalin the Nam bu-G or’kov space)
are assum ed to be weak due to a �nite interface trans-
parency.In the considered caseofweak proxim ity e�ect
(jfj� 1),the G reen function acquiresthe form

�g = �̂3�̂0 sgn! + �F ; (4)

wherethe anom alouspartcan be written as

�F = �̂1f̂ + �̂2
�̂f (5)

with m atricesin the spin space

f̂ = f0�̂0 + f�̂; (6)

�̂f = �f0�̂0 + �f�̂: (7)

Equation (2)can be linearized and broughtto the form

r
2 �F � 2k2! �F � ik

2
h sgn!

�
�̂0(n�̂);�F

	
= 0; (8)

where ! = �T(2n + 1),k2! = j!j=D ,k2h = h=D ,and the
bracesdenote the anticom m utator.
Theanom alouspartoftheG reen function in thebulk

ofthesuperconductorwith thesuperconducting phase’
is �FS(’)= (̂�1 cos’ � �̂2 sin’)̂�0fS,where

fS =
�

p
!2 + � 2

: (9)
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W eintend to �nd theJosephson currentatthephasedif-
ference ’ between the two superconducting banks. As-
sum ing the phasesofthe leftand rightsuperconductors
tobe� ’=2and ’=2,respectively,wewritetheboundary
conditionsfor �F atthe SF interfaces:

@ �F

@x
= �

�FS(� ’=2)

b
; (10)

where the two signscorrespond to the left (x = 0) and
right(x = 2d)SF interfaces,respectively.Hereb = R b�,
while R b is the interface resistance per unit area and �

is the conductivity ofthe ferrom agnet. This boundary
condition follows from the K upriyanov-Lukichev ones37

provided twoassum ptionsaresatis�ed:(1)theproxim ity
e�ectisweak (i.e.,b=�h � 1)and (2)the bulk solution
�FS in thesuperconductorsisunperturbed and valid up to
the interface (i.e.,b=�S � �=�S,where �S =

p
D S=�

and �S arethecoherencelength and the conductivity in
the S banks).

The technicalproblem with Eq.(8) is that this is a
two-dim ensionalpartial-derivative di�erentialequation.
However,we can em ploy a trick sim ilarto the one pro-
posed in Ref.28,which allows us to m ake the Fourier
transform ation overx,reducing theproblem to only one
dim ension y.

The equationsforthe f̂ and �̂f functionssplitand for
the f̂ function we obtain

r
2
f̂ � 2k2! f̂ � ik

2
h sgn!

n

(n�̂);f̂
o

= 0; (11)

@f̂

@x

�
�
�
�
�
x= 0;2d

= �
fS cos

’

2

b
�̂0: (12)

The �̂f function obeys the sam e equation,although the
boundary conditionsaredi�erent:

r
2 �̂f � 2k2! �̂f � ik

2
h sgn!

n

(n�̂);�̂f
o

= 0; (13)

@ �̂f

@x

�
�
�
�
�
x= 0;2d

= �
fS sin

’

2

b
�̂0: (14)

The functions f̂ and �̂f are de�ned for 0 6 x 6 2d.
The function f̂ iseven with respectto the centerofthe

F layer,while �̂f isodd.W ecan continuethefunctionsto

thewholex axis:for f̂ wedo itperiodically and for �̂f |
antiperiodically,obtaining continuous functions in both
cases.Duetotheboundaryconditionsboth thefunctions
have cusps at x = 2dN with integerN . The boundary
conditions(10)producing thecuspscan beincorporated
into Eq.(8) itselfas �-functionalterm s (this situation
issim ilarto the standard quantum -m echanicalproblem
with �-functionalpotentialproducing a cusp ofthewave

function):

r
2
f̂ � 2k2! f̂ � ik

2
h sgn!

n

(n�̂);f̂
o

= � �̂0
2fS cos

’

2

b

1X

N = � 1

�(x � 2dN ); (15)

r
2 �̂f � 2k2! �̂f � ik

2
h sgn!

n

(n�̂);�̂f
o

= � �̂0
2fS sin

’

2

b

1X

N = � 1

(� 1)N �(x � 2dN ): (16)

Now,instead ofsolving Eq.(8)at0 6 x 6 2d with the
boundary conditions(10),wehaveto solveEqs.(15)and
(16)atallx.
TheFouriertransform ation

f(k;y)=

Z d

� d

dxexp(� ikx)f(x;y) (17)

in Eqs.(15)and (16)should beperform ed over\bosonic"
wavevectorskn and \ferm ionic" wavevectors�kn forthe

periodic function f̂ and antiperiodic function �̂f,respec-
tively:

kn =
�

2d
2n; �kn =

�

2d
(2n + 1): (18)

W e obtain

@2f̂

@y2
� (k2n + 2k2!)f̂ � ik

2
h sgn!

n

(n�̂);f̂
o

= �
2fS cos

’

2

b
�̂0;

(19)

@2 �̂f

@y2
� (�k2n + 2k2!)�̂f � ik

2
h sgn!

n

(n�̂);�̂f
o

= �
2fS sin

’

2

b
�̂0:

(20)

The two equations are sim ilar and we m ay consider
only one ofthem ,say Eq.(19)forthe f̂ function.Then

theresultforthe �̂f function can im m ediately beobtained
by substituting kn 7! �kn and cos’

2
7! sin ’

2
.

At y > 0 the function �(y) is y-dependent,while at
y < 0 wehave� = 0.In theregion ofpositivey onecan
excludethey-dependencefrom Eq.(19)with thehelp of
a rotation

f̂ = Û f̂u Û
+
; (21)

where Û = exp
�
î�1�(y)=2

�
.Asa result,we get(y > 0)

@2f̂u

@y2
�

�

k
2
n +

Q 2

2
+ 2k2!

�

f̂u+
Q 2

2
�̂1f̂u �̂1+ iQ

�
�̂1;

@f̂u

@y

�

� ik
2
h sgn!

�
�̂3;f̂u

	
= �

2fS cos
’

2

b
�̂0 (22)
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in term softhenew function f̂u(k;y)(thesquarebrackets
denotethe com m utator).Thesam eequation isvalid for
y < 0 ifweputQ = 0:

@2f̂u

@y2
�
�
k
2
n + 2k2!

�
f̂u� ik

2
h sgn!

�
�̂3;f̂u

	
= �

2fS cos
’

2

b
�̂0:

(23)
The originalfunctions f̂ and @f̂=@y arecontinuousat

y = 0.Therefore,the rotated functionsobey the follow-
ing boundary conditionsaty = 0:

f̂u(� 0)= f̂u(+ 0); (24)

@f̂u(� 0)

@y
=
@f̂u(+ 0)

@y
+ i

Q

2

h

�̂1;f̂u

i

: (25)

Thus,wehavetosolvethelinearm atrix Eqs.(22)(y >
0)and (23)(y < 0)ofthesecondorderwith theboundary
conditions(24)and (25)aty = 0.W e can representthe
solution in the form

f̂u = F̂ (Q )�(y)+ F̂ (0)�(� y)+ �̂fu; (26)

where� istheHeavisidestep function and theconstants
F̂ (Q ) and F̂ (0) are the hom ogeneous solutions ofEqs.
(22)and (23)aty = � 1 .Them atricesF̂ havetheform

F̂ = �̂0F0 + �̂3F3; (27)

where

F0(Q )=
2fS cos

’

2

�
k2n + Q 2 + 2k2!

�

bD (Q )
; (28)

F3(Q )= �
4ifS cos

’

2
k2
h
sgn!

bD (Q )
; (29)

and

D (Q )=
�
k
2
n + Q

2 + 2k2!
� �
k
2
n + 2k2!

�
+ 4k4h: (30)

Thecorrection �f̂u(k;y)obeysthesam eEqs.(22)and
(23)withoutthe right-hand side.Ithasthe form

�f̂u = �̂0f0 + �̂3f3 + �̂2f2: (31)

The�rstterm in Eq.(31)isthesingletcom ponent.The
second term isthetripletcom ponentwith zero z projec-
tion oftheCooper-pairspin.Thiscom ponentariseseven
in the case ofa hom ogenousm agnetization ofthe ferro-
m agnetand decaysin theF �lm attheshortdistance�h.
The lastterm in Eq.(31)isthe tripletcom ponentwith
thespin projection � 1.Itarisesin thecaseofan inhom o-
geneous m agnetization and decays over a long distance
oftheorder�T .Thefunctionsfi(k;y)in Eq.(31)can be
represented asa sum ofeigenfunctionsofEqs.(22)and
(23),i.e.,

fi(y)=
X

l

A ilexp
�
� �l(Q )y

�
aty > 0; (32)

fi(y)=
X

l

B ilexp
�
�l(0)y

�
aty < 0: (33)

The inverse decay lengths �l(Q ) are the eigenvalues of
Eqs.(22) and (23) (without the right-hand side). The
equation for�l(Q )hasthe form (l= 1;2;3)

h�
�
2
l � k

2
n � Q

2
� 2k2!

�2
+ 4(Q �l)

2
i�
�
2
l � k

2
n � 2k2!

�

+ 4k4h
�
�
2
l � k

2
n � Q

2
� 2k2!

�
= 0: (34)

W e assum e that the exchange length is the shortest
length in the problem :

k
2
h � k

2
n;Q

2
;k

2
!: (35)

Then,theeigenvalues�lconsistoftwo\short-range"val-
ues

�� � (1� isgn!)kh (36)

and one\long-range" value

�L (Q )�
p
k2n + Q 2 + 2k2!: (37)

Aty < 0 wehavethe sam e�l with Q = 0.
Calculatingthecorrespondingeigenvectorsand m atch-

ingsolutions(32)and (33)with thehelp oftheboundary
conditions(24)and (25),we�nd thecoe�cientsA il and
B il.Thissim plebutcum bersom ecalculation issim ilarto
theonepresented in Ref.28.In theconsidered lim itofa
sm allexchangelength [seeEq.(35)],thecoe�cientsA 2L

and B 2L thatdescribethe LRTC arethe largestones,

A 2L � B2L �
Q F3

�Q + �0
; (38)

whereforbrevity wehavedenoted

�Q � �L (Q ); �0 � �L(0): (39)

In the lim it(35)the function F3(Q )hasa sim ple form

F3 � �
ifS cos

’

2
sgn!

bk
2
h

: (40)

Therefore,the m agnitude ofthe LRTC atthe interface
between thedom ain and thedom ain wall(y = 0)isequal
to

fL(kn;0)� f2L(kn;0)= �
ifS cos

’

2
sgn!

bk
2
h

Q

�Q + �0
;

(41)
while the decay along the y axis is determ ined by �0
or �Q at y < 0 and y > 0,respectively [see Eq.(32)].
Below weconsiderthesituationswhen only theLRTC is
essential,and denotethecorresponding contribution f2L
to the G reen function by fL forbrevity.
The real-space function is determ ined by the inverse

Fouriertransform

fL(x;y)=
1

2d

X

kn

e
ikn xfL (kn;y): (42)

The �fL function isobtained after substituting kn 7! �kn
and cos’

2
7! sin ’

2
.
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A . Josephson current

Thesupercurrentdensity isdeterm ined by theanom a-
louspartofthe G reen function:

j=
i��T

4e
Tr
X

!

�̂3�̂0 �F r �F ; (43)

where� istheconductivity in thenorm alstate(weshall
calculate this expression inside the F layer,hence � is
theconductivity oftheF m aterial).Sincewechoosethe
phasesoftheleftand rightsuperconductoras� ’=2,then
the f com ponentsareeven with respectto the centerof
the interlayer,while the �f com ponents are odd. Calcu-
lating the supercurrentin the center ofthe F layer,we
obtain

Tr
�
�̂3�̂0 �Fr �F

�
= 4i

�
f0r

�f0 + fr �f
�
: (44)

O nly thex com ponentofthecurrentsurvivesdueto the
odd behaviorofthe �f functions.
However,calculating the currentnot in the center of

theF layerwealsoobtain they com ponent.In theregion
ofthe F layer,where only the long-range com ponent is
present,wehave �F = �̂1�̂2fL + �̂2�̂2

�fL and �nally

j=
��T

e

X

!

�
�fL r fL � fLr �fL

�
: (45)

In the region with the m agnetization rotating asa func-
tion ofy,the �nalexpression rem ainsthe sam e with fL

and �fL being thesecond com ponentsoff̂u,seeEqs.(21),
(26),and (31).
Inside the half-in�nite dom ain,Eq.(42) im m ediately

yields

fL(x;y)= �
X

kn

e
ikn x

ifS cos(’=2)Q sgn!

2dbk2h(�Q + �0)
e
�0y; (46)

�fL(x;y)= �
X

�kn

e
i�kn x

ifS sin(’=2)Q sgn!

2dbk2h(�Q + �0)
e
�0y: (47)

In the lim it ofthin F layer,i.e.,d � 1=Q ;1=k! (at
the sam e tim e,we assum e1=kh � d,which allowsusto
neglectthe short-rangecom ponents),weobtain

fL(x;y)= �
ifS cos(’=2)sgn!

2dbk2h

�

�
Q

p
Q 2 + 2k2! +

p
2k!

e
p
2k! y +

X

kn > 0

Q

kn
cosknx e

kn y

�

;

(48)

�fL(x;y)= �
ifS sin(’=2)sgn!

2dbk2h

X

�kn > 0

Q

�kn
cos�knx e

�kn y:

(49)

W e calculate the Josephson current according to Eq.
(45). In the lim itofthin F layer,the m ain contribution

isgiven by thesecond term in thebracketsfL r �fL,m ore-
over,itissu�cientto keep only the k n = 0 com ponent
in fL [the �rst term in the brackets in Eq.(48)]. This
isbecause the com ponentscontaining kn in the denom -
inator in Eq.(48) are m uch sm aller. Sum m ing over �kn
�nally yields

j(x;y)= � sin’
�Q 2�T

16e(dbk2h)
2

�
X

!

f2Sp
Q 2 + 2k2! +

p
2k!

exp
�

�
p
2k!jyj

�

�
ex cosh

�
�y

2d

�
sin

�
�x

2d

�
+ ey sinh

�
�y

2d

�
cos

�
�x

2d

�

sinh2
�
�y

2d

�
+ sin2

�
�x

2d

� ; (50)

where ex and ey are the unit vectors in the x and y

directions,respectively. In the region with Q 6= 0,we
obtain Eq.(50)with

p
Q 2 + 2k2! instead of

p
2k2! in the

argum entoftheexponential.Them ain qualitativeresult
ofthis form ula is that the x com ponent ofthe current
density hasa form jx = jcx sin’ with negative jcx,i.e.,
the � stateofthe junction isrealized.
Expression (50)forthesupercurrentisvalid in there-

gion whereonly theLRTC com ponentisessential,while
the short-range com ponents are exponentially sm all.
Therefore,closetotheSF interfacesand totheboundary
between the dom ain and the dom ain wall(at distances
ofthe orderof�h)the expression isnotapplicable.
Note thatr j= 0 and r � j= 0 within ouraccuracy

(we m ust neglect k! and Q in com parison with 1=d).
Thetotaly currentisabsent,whilethetotalx currentis
equally shared between theregionswith constantand ro-
tating m agnetization and correspondsto the � junction:

Z 2d

0

jy(x;y)dx = 0; (51)

Z 0

� 1

jx(x;y)dy =

Z 1

0

jx(x;y)dy

= � sin’
�Q 2�T

16ed2
b
k4
h

X

!

f2Sp
Q 2 + 2k2! +

p
2k!

: (52)

The results for the x com ponent ofthe criticalcur-
rentdensity jcx(x;y)are illustrated in Fig.2,where we
plotjjcxjasa function ofy atseveralvalues ofx. The
currentdensity ism axim alattheboundary between the
dom ain and the dom ain wall(y = 0),and the m axim al
currentacrossthe junction iscarried along thisline.At
the sam e tim e,the relative heightofthis peak depends
on x. The distribution issm oothestatthe centerofthe
F layer(i.e.,at x = d),while the peak at the dom ain{
dom ain-wallboundary becom esm ore pronounced closer
to the SF interfaces.
In orderto estim ate the absolute value ofthe critical

Josephson current following from Eq.(52), we assum e
thatthejunction areais50� 50�m2,� � (50�
 cm )� 1,
Q � (50 nm )� 1,d � b � 5�h,h � 500 K ,and D �

10 cm 2/s.Then the criticalcurrentatlow tem peratures
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FIG .2: SFS junction with a half-in�nite dom ain: absolute

value of the critical current density jcx in the x direction

as a function ofthe y coordinate at low tem peratures. The

currentisnegative,i.e.,the� stateofthejunction isrealized.

Thenorm alization constantisj0 = �D Q
3
=8e(dbk

2

h)
2
.O ther

param eters:D Q
2
= � and Q d = 0:1.

isoforder3 �A which iswellwithin the experim entally
m easurablerange.

III. JO SEP H SO N EFFEC T IN A

M U LT ID O M A IN SFS JU N C T IO N

In this section we study the LRTC in a SF structure
with a m ultidom ain ferrom agneticlayer[Fig.1(b)].O ne
candistinguish betweentwopossibilities:(a)positivechi-
rality, when the m agnetization vector M (y) in allthe
dom ain walls rotates in the sam e direction (e.g.,clock-
wise),and (b)negative chirality,when the vectorM (y)
in neighboring dom ain walls rotates in the opposite di-
rections [e.g., clockwise in the 2nth dom ain walls and
counterclockwise in the (2n + 1)th dom ain walls]. W e
are interested in the LRTC assum ing thatthe exchange
length �h ism uch sm allerthan the coherence length �T .
At distances x essentially exceeding the length �h only
the LRTC survivesin the F layer.
W e assum ethatthe width ofthe dom ainswith Q = 0

is2a0 and thewidth ofthedom ain walls(Q 6= 0)is2aQ .
The origin (y = 0)islocated in the m iddle ofa dom ain
with the constant m agnetization. At x � �h only the
long-range com ponents ofthe condensate function sur-
vive in the ferrom agnet. The largestlong-range com po-
nent is the LRTC.At the boundary between a dom ain
and a dom ain wallthe solution m ust satisfy boundary
conditions(24)and (25).

A . Positive chirality

Consider�rstthe case ofpositive chirality.The angle
�(y)isthen an odd function ofy,which m eansthatf2(y)

isalsoodd | thisgeneralsym m etrycan bedem onstrated
in Eq.(15).Hence the solution forthe LRTC is

fL(kn;y)= A sinh(�0y); � a0 < y < a0; (53)

fL(kn;y)= B sinh
�
�Q (y� a0 � aQ )

�
; a0 < y < a0 + 2aQ :

(54)

M atching thesesolutionsand theirderivativesaty = a0,
we�nd

B = � A
sinh(�0a0)

sinh(�Q aQ )

= �
Q F3

cosh(�Q aQ )
�

�Q + �0
tanh(�Q aQ )

tanh(�0a0)

�: (55)

Theam plitude ofthe LRTC aty = a0 is

fL(kn;a0)=
Q F3

�Q coth(�Q aQ )+ �0 coth(�0a0)
: (56)

W e see thatfL(kn;a0)turns to zero both ataQ ! 0
and a0 ! 0.Theselim itsm ean thatthewidthsofthedo-
m ain wallsand dom ainsareassum ed to besm allin com -
parison with �T butlargerthan �h.ThecaseaQ = 0 im -
pliesthatwehavea dom ain structurewith the collinear
orientation ofm agnetizations. The case a0 = 0 corre-
spondstoaSF structurewith continuouslyrotatingm ag-
netization (thecasestudied in Ref.27).In both thecases,
the LRTC doesnotarise.
The spatialdependence ofthe LRTC in the dom ain

(jyj< a0), corresponding to Eq.(56),is given by the
inverseFouriertransform ation

fL(x;y)=
1

2d

1X

n= � 1

e
ikn xfL(kn;a0)

sinh(�0y)

sinh(�0a0)
: (57)

Interestingly,the function fL(x;y) turns to zero in the
center of the dom ain (y = 0). This m eans that the
Josephson current due to the LRTC also turns to zero
in the dom ain center.
Form ula (57)can be drastically sim pli�ed in the lim it

when theF �lm isthin forthelong-rangecom ponentbut
thick for the short-range one (i.e.,kh � 1=d � Q ;k!).
In thiscase,the m ain contribution isgiven by then = 0
harm onic(with kn = 0),sinceotherwise�Q and �0 in the
denom inatorofEq.(56)becom e very large. Em ploying
also Eq.(40)wethereforeobtain

fL(y)= �
ifS cos(’=2)sgn!

2dbk2h

Q sinh
�p

2k!y
�

K + sinh
�p

2k!a0
�; (58)

wherewehavedenoted

K + =
p
Q 2 + 2k2! coth(

p
Q 2 + 2k2!aQ )

+
p
2k! coth(

p
2k!a0): (59)

The x dependence hasvanished since the F layeristhin
and the even function fL (x)isnearly constant.
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Now we can easily write down the result for �fL ,em -
ploying the rule form ulated in Sec.II: in Eq.(57) we
should substitute kn 7! �kn and cos’

2
7! sin ’

2
. After

that we m ake the �nalstep,assum ing the lim it ofthin
F layer. This step is di�erent from the case ofthe fL
function,because there is no m ode with �kn = 0,hence
wem ustretain allthe m odesin the sum overn:

�fL(x;y)= �
ifS sin(’=2)sgn!

2dbk2h

�
X

�kn > 0

2Q cos�knx
�kn

�
coth

�
�knaQ

�
+ coth

�
�kna0

��
sinh

�
�kny

�

sinh
�
�kna0

�:

(60)

Finally,we�nd the supercurrent:

j0(x;y)= � sin’
�Q 2�T

4e(dbk2h)
2

X

!

f2S sinh(
p
2k!y)

K + sinh(
p
2k!a0)

�
X

�kn > 0

ex sin(�knx)sinh(�kny)� ey cos(�knx)cosh(�kny)
�
coth(�knaQ )+ coth(�kna0)

�
sinh(�kna0)

:

(61)

Ifwe want to calculate the current in the region with
Q 6= 0,then we obtain the sam e expression,but with
y counted from the center of the dom ain wall, withp
Q 2 + 2k2! instead of

p
2k2! in the argum ents of two

sinh’s,and with aQ instead ofa0 in theargum entsoftwo
sinh’s.Forexam ple,ata0 < y < a0 + 2aQ ,wehave

jQ (x;y)= � sin’
�Q 2�T

4e(dbk2h)
2

X

!

f2S sinh(
p
Q 2 + 2k2!y

0)

K + sinh(
p
Q 2 + 2k2!aQ )

�
X

�kn > 0

ex sin(�knx)sinh(�kny0)� ey cos(�knx)cosh(�kny0)
�
coth(�knaQ )+ coth(�kna0)

�
sinh(�knaQ )

;

(62)

wherey0= y� aQ � a0.

B . N egative chirality

Considernow the case ofnegative chirality,when the
M (y)vectorrotatesin the opposite directionsin neigh-
boring dom ain walls.In thiscasethespatialdependence
off2(y)in thedom ain wallsrem ainsthesam easbefore,
i.e., this function is odd with respect to the center of
a dom ain wall. However,the spatialdependence ofthe
LRTC in the dom ains changes drastically: it becom es
an even function with respectto thecenterofa dom ain.
Thereforethisdependence is

fL(kn;y)= C cosh(�0y); � a0 < y < a0; (63)

fL(kn;y)= D sinh
�
�Q (y� a0 � aQ )

�
; a0 < y < a0 + 2aQ :

(64)

From the boundary conditions(24)and (25)we�nd the
coe�cientsC and D ,and �nally obtain

fL(kn;a0)=
Q F3

�Q coth(�Q aQ )+ �0 tanh(�0a0)
: (65)

In thiscasetheLRTC disappearsonly in thelim itaQ !

0 becausein thislim itoneagain hasa dom ain structure
with thecollinearorientation ofm agnetizationsand very
narrow dom ain walls.
Furtheranalysisissim ilarto thatforthepreviouscase

ofpositive chirality. Inside ofthe dom ain (jyj< a0)we
obtain

fL(x;y)=
1

2d

X

kn

e
ikn xfL(kn;a0)

cosh(�0y)

cosh(�0a0)
: (66)

In the lim itkh � 1=d � Q ;k!,Eq.(66)yields

fL(y)= �
ifS cos(’=2)sgn!

2dbk2h

Q cosh
�p

2k!y
�

K � cosh
�p

2k!a0
�; (67)

�fL(x;y)= �
ifS sin(’=2)sgn!

2dbk2h

�
X

�kn > 0

2Q cos�knx
�kn

�
coth

�
�knaQ

�
+ tanh

�
�kna0

��
cosh

�
�kny

�

cosh
�
�kna0

�;

(68)

wherewehavedenoted

K � =
p
Q 2 + 2k2! coth(

p
Q 2 + 2k2!aQ )

+
p
2k! tanh(

p
2k!a0): (69)

Finally,we �nd the supercurrent:

j0(x;y)= � sin’
�Q 2�T

4e(dbk2h)
2

X

!

f2S cosh(
p
2k!y)

K � cosh(
p
2k!a0)

�
X

�kn > 0

ex sin(�knx)cosh(�kny)� ey cos(�knx)sinh(�kny)
�
coth(�knaQ )+ tanh(�kna0)

�
cosh(�kna0)

:

(70)

Sim ilarly,in the region with Q 6= 0 (at a0 < y < a0 +
2aQ ),weobtain

jQ (x;y)= � sin’
�Q 2�T

4e(dbk2h)
2

X

!

f2S sinh(
p
Q 2 + 2k2!y

0)

K � sinh(
p
Q 2 + 2k2!aQ )

�
X

�kn > 0

ex sin(�knx)cosh(�kny0)� ey cos(�knx)sinh(�kny0)
�
coth(�knaQ )+ tanh(�kna0)

�
sinh(�knaQ )

;

(71)

wherey0= y� aQ � a0.

C . D iscussion ofthe results

Theexpressionsobtained forthesupercurrentarevalid
in the region where only the LRTC com ponentisessen-
tial,whiletheshort-rangecom ponentsareexponentially
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FIG .3: M ultidom ain SFS junction: the absolute values of

the criticalcurrents Jc+ (positive chirality) and Jc� (nega-

tivechirality)perperiod ofthedom ain structureasfunctions

ofthe dom ain half-width a0 at low tem peratures. The cur-

rentsare negative,i.e.,the� state ofthejunction isrealized.

The norm alization constant is J0 = �D Q
3
=4ed

2

bk
4

h. O ther

param eters: D Q
2
= � and the rotation ofm agnetization in

the dom ain wallscorrespondsto 2Q aQ = �.

sm all. Therefore,close to the SF interfaces and to the
boundaries between dom ains and dom ain walls (at dis-
tancesofthe orderof�h)the expressionsare notappli-
cable.
The m ain qualitative result ofexpressions(61),(62),

(70),and (71) is that the x com ponent ofthe current
density hasa form jx = jcx sin’ with negative jcx,i.e.,
the � stateofthe junction isrealized.
The jx(x)function iseven while jy(x)isodd with re-

spectto x = d (thecenteroftheF layer)atboth chirali-
ties.Thetotalcurrentin they direction iszero.W ithin
ouraccuracy r j= 0 and r � j= 0 (wem ustneglectk!
and Q in com parison with �kn).
TheLRTC isgenerated attheboundariesbetween the

dom ains and the dom ain walls. As a result,the m axi-
m alsupercurrentin thex direction iscarried alongthese
lines.
Integrating the x com ponent of the supercurrent

over y, we �nd the critical current per period of the
structure:38

Jc+ �

Z a0+ aQ

� a0� aQ

jcx+ (y)dy = �
�Q 2�T

4ed2
b
k4
h

X

!

f2S

K +

; (72)

Jc� �

Z a0+ aQ

� a0� aQ

jcx� (y)dy = �
�Q 2�T

4ed2
b
k4
h

X

!

f2S

K �

; (73)

in the cases of positive and negative chirality, respec-
tively. The totalcurrentacrossa junction oflarge area
isproportionalto the num berofdom ain walls.
The results for the criticalcurrent are illustrated in

Fig.3,where weplotjJc+ jand jJc� jasfunctionsofthe
dom ain half-width a0 (while Q and aQ arelinked by the

N el DWé

F

S

d

x z

y

neg. chirality:

pos. chirality:

FIG .4:M ultidom ain F layerofthicknessd in contactwith a

bulk superconductor. D epending on the relative orientation

ofrotating m agnetizations in neighboring dom ain walls,we

distinguish thecasesofpositiveand negativechirality (Q has

the sam e or opposite sign in the neighboring dom ain walls,

respectively).Theproportion between thewidthsofdom ains

and dom ain wallsischosen only fordrawing purposes.

condition 2Q aQ = � m eaning rotation ofthe m agneti-
zation by the angle � in the dom ain wall). In the lim it
a0 ! 0 the behaviorofthe supercurrentin the casesof
positive and negative chiralities is drastically di�erent.
In the caseofpositive chirality,the LRTC disappearsin
this lim it and the supercurrentvanishes,39 while in the
caseofnegativechirality thisisthem ostinhom ogeneous
lim it and the supercurrentis m axim al. In the opposite
lim it oflarge a0 � �T ,the a0 dependence vanishes in
both casesand the resultscoincide since the hyperbolic
functionsofk!a0 turn to unity.
The appearance of the � junction in SFS junctions

is well understood in the case when it is due to the
short-rangecom ponent.1 Thekey ingredientistheoscil-
lating behaviorofthiscom ponent:the additionalphase
� acrossthe junction is provided by changing the sign.
At the sam e tim e,the LRTC does not change its sign,
thereforethe� junction dueto theLRTC seem scounter-
intuitive. W here does the additionalphase com e from ?
NotethattheLRTC in ourcaseispurely im aginary [see,
e.g.,Eq.(58)].Thism eansthatthereisa�=2phaserota-
tion atthe SF interfaces,and the two interfacesprovide
the� shift.Them echanism ofthe� junction dueto �=2
interfaceshiftsissim ilarto Ref.40.
AnothertypeofSF structures,sensitivetothechirality

ofthevectorM ,wasconsideredin Refs.24and 25.Itwas
shown thatthesign ofthecriticalJosephson currentin a
m ultilayered SF structuredependson chirality.Sim ilarly
to the present paper,the � junction was found in the
situation when only the LRTC isessential.

IV . D O S IN SF B ILA Y ER

O urpreviouspaper,Ref.28,wasdevoted to studying
the density ofstates (DO S) at the free surface of the
F layer in the system shown in Fig.4 (with F layer of
thicknessd). These resultsare im m ediately reproduced
from the G reen function calculated in the centerofthe
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FIG .5: Addition to Fig.2 from Ref.28: Correction ��(y)

(due to the proxim ity e�ect) to the D O S at the free surface

oftheF layerin thecase ofpositive chirality.The curvesare

plotted at severalenergies ". The width ofthe dom ains is

a0 = 5=Q ,while the rotation ofm agnetization in the dom ain

wallscorrespondsto Q aQ = �.

F layerin the SFS junction ofFig.1(b)(with F layerof
thickness 2d) at zero phase di�erence,’ = 0. M aking
analyticalcontinuation from theM atsubara frequency !
to therealenergy ",weobtain thecorrection to theDO S
due to the proxim ity e�ectas

��(")= �
Ref2L
2

�
�
�
�
!! � i"

(74)

(weconsidertheregion in spacewhereonly theLRTC is
essential).
W ewanttoreturn tothisquestion in view oftherecent

paper Ref.41,where it was dem onstrated that general
analyticalpropertiesofthe G reen function im ply thatif
thesuperconductivity hasodd frequency sym m etry,then
��(0)> 0.The expressionsforthe DO S from ourpaper
Ref.28 testify thatthisgeneralstatem entissatis�ed in
our case,however,this fact was not illustrated in the
�gures. Figures 5 and 6 supplem ent the �gures from
Ref.28 and dem onstratethat��(0)> 0.
Figure 5 isplotted forthe sam e param etersasFig.2

in Ref.28 and showsthespatialdependenceoftheDO S
inside a dom ain (y iscounted from the centerofthe do-
m ain)atseveralenergies.Indeed,the DO S atlow ener-
giesbecom espositiveeverywhere.
Figure 6 illustrates the ��(") dependence at several

points y. In accordance with Ref.41,the zero-energy
correction totheDO S ispositiveform ingthezero-energy
peak.

V . D ISC U SSIO N

In our study we neglected orbitale�ects ofthe m ag-
netic �eld in the ferrom agnet. Below we dem onstrate
that this is justi�ed for thin F �lm s. W e also estim ate
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FIG .6: Correction ��(") to the D O S at the free surface of

the F layer in the case ofpositive chirality. The curves are

plotted at severalpoints y. O ther param eters are the sam e

asin Fig.5.

the inuence ofthe spin-orbitinteraction on the LRTC.
Finally,wecom m entupon theroleoftheboundary con-
ditionsatthe SF interfacesin ourproblem .
The m agnetization M in the F layerleadsto the ap-

pearance ofthe vector potentialA which can be esti-
m ated as A � 4�M d. The vector potentialenters Eq.
(8)asan additionalterm (2�A=�0)2,where �0 = hc=2e
isthem agneticux quantum .Thisterm willrestrictthe
penetration length ofthe LRTC ifit is larger than the
term 2k2! = 2j!j=D � 2�T=D .In the oppositelim it

�
8�2M d

�0

� 2

<
2�T

D
(75)

onecan neglecttheorbitale�ects(thee�ectofM eissner
currents on the LRTC).Taking M � 50 G ,T � 5 K ,
and D � 10 cm2/s,we obtain d < 300 nm . Therefore
the orbitale�ectscan be neglected in the case ofthin F
layers. O ne can also show that under these conditions
theM eissnercurrentsinduced in thesuperconductorsby
the stray m agnetic �eldsare m uch sm allerthan the de-
pairing currents.Thereforeonecan neglecttheinuence
ofthem agnetic�eld oftheferrom agneton theam plitude
ofthe orderparam eterin the superconductors.Thereis
onem oree�ectofthedom ain structurein theferrom ag-
net. Thise�ectoccursin Josephson junctions with lat-
eraldim ensionslargerthan theJosephson length �J and
is related to a spatialvariation ofthe phase di�erence.
Due to thisa m odulation ofthe totalcriticalJosephson
current arises. This e�ect was studied theoretically in
Ref.23.
Ifthe spin-orbitinteraction is presentin the F layer,

itleadsto a decrease ofthe LRTC penetration length.3

In this case the wave vector k2! should be replaced by
k2! + 4=�soD ,where�so isthe spin-orbitrelaxation tim e.
Thus, the LRTC penetration length cannot be larger
than

p
�soD =8.
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Notealso thatweuseboundary conditions(10)which
follow from the K upriyanov-Lukichev onesand describe
spin-conserving interfaceswith potentialbarriers.These
boundary conditions them selves do not lead to the ap-
pearance ofthe LRTC in the uniform ferrom agnet. In
som epapersspin-activeinterfaceswerestudied.42,43 The
scatteringatsuch interfacescan generatetheLRTC even
in the uniform ferrom agnet (see Ref.44 and references
therein). The boundary conditions for the spin-active
interfaces were written in term s ofa phenom enological
scattering m atrix. The m icroscopic calculation of the
scattering m atrix is lacking and the properties ofspin-
active SF interfaces in experim ent are not known at
present.
In a recent paper Ref. 45 the LRTC was analyzed

num erically in a m odelofa SFS structure with a half-
m etallic ferrom agnetand spin-activeinterfaces.The ex-
change �eld near the SF interfaces was assum ed to be
inclined with respect to the exchange �eld in the bulk
ofthe ferrom agneticlayer.To som eextentthism odelis
sim ilar to a m odelofSF structure with a dom ain wall
at the SF interface analyzed in Ref.11. Therefore,the
spin-activeinterfacesareadditionalsourcesoftheLRTC
in the ferrom agnet. In order to single out the e�ect of
theN�eeldom ain wallson theLRTC,wedid notconsider
the spin-activeinterfaces.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have studied a Josephson junction between two
superconductorsthrough am ultidom ain ferrom agnet(F)
with an in-planem agnetization,assum ingthattheneigh-
boring dom ainsareseparated by theN�eeldom ain walls.
Dueto an inhom ogeneousm agnetization,thelong-range
tripletsuperconducting com ponent(LRTC)arisesin the
system . Arising at the dom ain walls, this com ponent
spreads into dom ains over a long distance ofthe order
�T =

p
D =2�T,which is m uch greater than the usual

shortlength �h =
p
D =h describing the decaying ofsu-

perconducting correlations in a ferrom agnet with a ho-
m ogeneousm agnetization.
W e have calculated the Josephson currentdue to this

com ponentin thecasewhen theshort-rangecom ponents
exponentially decay overthethicknessoftheF layerand
can beneglected.Focusing on thelim itwhen theF layer
isthin from the viewpointofthe long-range com ponent
we �nd that the junction is in the � state. The LRTC
doesnotoscillateinsidetheF layer,whiletheadditional
� phase ofthe condensate wave function is due to �=2
shiftsatthe SF interfaces. Thisinterpretation suggests
thatthejunction m ustbein the� stateduetotheLRTC
regardlessoftheF layer’sthickness.W hen theF layeris
notthin (from theviewpointoftheLRTC),analyticalex-
pressionsforthesupercurrentbecom ecum bersom e,how-
ever,num ericalcalculationsindicatethatthejunction is
indeed in the � state.
TheabsolutevalueoftheJosephson currentdensity is

m axim alattheboundariesbetween dom ainsand dom ain
walls,see Fig.2. The currentm ainly ows along these
lines.
W e have considered two possible chiralitiesofthe do-

m ain structure (positive and negative),which are deter-
m ined by the relative orientation of rotating m agneti-
zations in the neighboring dom ain walls. The absolute
valueoftheJosephson currentdueto theLRTC islarger
in the case ofthe negative chirality,because this case
correspondsto a m oreinhom ogeneousm agnetization.
Analyzing a correction to the density ofstatesdue to

theLRTC,we�nd thatatzero energy (i.e.,attheFerm i
level)thecorrectionispositive.Thisfactisin accordance
with the generalstatem ent from Ref.41,based on the
odd frequency dependence ofthe G reen function.
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