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W e consider a SFS Josephson junction m ade of two superconductors S and a m ultidom ain fer-
rom agnet F wih an in-plane m agnetization. W e assum e that the neighboring dom ains of the
ferrom agnet are separated by Neeldom ain walls. An odd-frequency triplet long-range com ponent
of superconducting correlations arises In the dom ain walls and spreads Into the dom ains over a long
distance of the order 1 = /D=2 T, where D is the di usion coe cient (dirty lim it is in plied).
W e calculate the contribution of this com ponent to the Josephson current in the situation when
conventional short-range com ponents exponentially decay over the thickness of the F layer and can
be neglected. In the lin it when the thickness of the F layer ismuch sn aller than the penetration
length of the long—range com ponent, we nd that the Junction is in the state. W e also analyze a
correction to the density of states due to the long-range triplet com ponent.

PACS numbers: 74504 1, 74454 ¢c, 74718 Fk, 71570 K w

I. NTRODUCTION T =

o
D =2 T . The existence of this long-range triplet

T he past decade wasm arked by a rapid grow th of In—
terest to the study ofhybrid superconductor-ferrom agnet
(SF') structures (see, for exam ple, review s|1,2/3). New
physical phenom ena arising in these system s origihate
from a nontrivial interplay of com peting orders in su-
perconductors and ferrom agnets. O n one side, electron—
electron interactions lead in superconductors to formm a—
tion of C ooper pairs consisting of two electrons w ith op—
posite spins. O n the other side, the exchange interaction
In ferrom agnets tends to align the electron spins parallel
to each other. In SF structures these two types of inter-
actions are spatially separated and can coexist despie
m uch greater value of the exchange energy h in com par-
ison w ith the superconducting gap

D ue to the proxin ity e ect? the superconducting cor-
relationspenetrate into the ferrom agnet in SF structures.
T he condensate w ave function f penetrates into the ferro—
m agnet w ith a uniform m agnetization M overg, distance
of the order of the \exchange length" , = D=hi?
T he condensate w ave function decaysin F in a nonm ono—
tonic way as f (x) exp( x=,)cosx=p): i oscillates
In space and decreases exponentially. T hisnonm onotonic
behavior of £ (x) leads, in particular, toa state in SFS
Josephson jinctionst2=2278:210 characterized by a neg—
ative critical current I, in the Josephson current-phase
relation I(" )= I.sin’ .

If the m agnetization in the ferrom agnet is nonuniform
a new phenom enon becom es possible: a triplet com po—
nent ofthe condensate wave function £ (generally soeak—
ing, the condensate wave function is a matrix In the
particle-hole and spin space) arises in the SF system 3
This triplet com ponent is an odd function of the M at—
subara frequency ! @whilk the conventionalBC S singlet
com ponent of £ is an even fiinction of !) and spreads
In the ferrom agnet over a long distance of the order of

odd-frequency com ponent in SF structuresw ith an inho—
m ogeneous m agnetization was predicted n Ref.|11 and
furtherdiscussed in R ef.|12. Unlke the triplet com ponent
in super uid 3He and In SmRuO 4, this odd-frequency
triplet com ponent corresponds to s-wave pairing and,
hence, is symm etric in the m om entum space. T herefore
it is not destroyed by scattering on nonm agnetic in puri-
ties and survives in the dirty lin it. W e call this com po—
nent the long-range triplet com ponent (LRTC). H istori-
cally, the odd-frequency triplet pairing was con ctured
in 1974 by Berezinski® as a possibble m echanism for su—
per uidity in 3He but this confcture was not con 1m ed
experim entally.

There is a signi cant am ount of experim ental data
that m ay be Interpreted as m anifestation of the LRTC
in SF system si4A51617.18.19,20,21,22 o Fparticular in por—
tance are the experin ents on SFS system s in which a
long-range phase coherence ofthe condensate w ave func—
tions was observed In ferrom agnets with a length con—
siderably exceeding the penetration length of the singlet
com ponent , #2122 I principle, this Iong-range phase
coherence can be due to the LRTC but, for unam bigu—
ous identi cation ofthe LRT C, further experin entaland
theoretical studies are very in portant. In particular, the
theory of the LRTC was developed for speci ¢ types of
the Inhom ogeneousm agnetization in ferrom agnets, w hich
do not exhaust all possble types of the m agnetic struc—
tures In real sam pls.

In Refs.|11,112, and 123 the LRTC was studied in SF
system s w ith a B loch-type m agnetic structure fthe m ag—
netization vector M (x) lies in the y—z plane parallel to
the SF interface and rotatesw ith increasing x]. The am —
plitude and the penetration length ofthe LRTC induced
In the ferrom agnet have been calculated in Refs.|11 and
23. Under certain conditions the LRTC penetrates the
ferrom agnet overa long distance oforder 1 . Asshown in
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Ref.l23, where a SF'S structure w ith a conical ferrom ag—
net was studied, the LRT C m ay decay in a nonm onotonic
way provided the cone angle exceeds a certain valie. In
Refs.|24 and |25 a m ultilayered SF structure was investi-
gated In which the m agnetization vectorM (x) has xed
but di erent ordentations in di erent ferrom agnetic lay-
ers. T his structure isalso sin ilarto a B loch-type dom ain
structure.

At the same tine, It is well known that the dom ain
structure In a ferrom agnet can be not only of the B loch
type but also of the Neel type2® A SF system with a
N eeltype m agnetic spiral structure ftheM (y) vector lies
In the y—z plane paralkel to the SF interface and rotates
w ith Increasing y] was studied theoretically in Ref. 27.
T his m agnetic structure m ay be regarded as an in nie
Neelwall. It was shown that in this case the LRTC does
not arise in the system . H ow ever, this statem ent is valid
only for the case ofa uniform Iy rotatingM (y) vector. In
a m ore realistic situation ofa ferrom agnet w ith m agnetic
dom ains separated by N eelwalls, the LRTC arises at the
dom ain walls and decays inside the dom ains over a long
distance 28 Another source of the triplt com ponent in
SF structures was considered in Ref. |29, where the SF
Interface was assum ed to be soin-active. T he Josephson
e ectina S/HM /S junction HM isa ferrom agnetic halt-
metal) was studied in this paper and it was shown that
the criticalJosephson current hasam axin um at low ,but
nonzero, tem perature.

In the present paperw e considera SF S Jossphson junc—
tion w ith the N eeldom ain structure in the ferrom agnetic
layer and calculate the Josephson critical current I. in
this system . Up to now there have been no theoretical
Investigations of this problem . In Refs. |30, 124,25, and
23 the critical current I. was calculated for a m agnetic
structure sin ilar to the Bloch type. A SFS Jossphson
Junction with a rotating M (x) and with the thickness
ofthe F Imn d of order , was studied in Ref.|30. It
was shown that the rotation of the m agnetization vector
M (x) leadsto the appearance ofthe LRT C and to a sup—
pression of the state in the Jossphson jinction. The
situation in am ultilayered SF structurew ith noncollinear
m agnetizations in the F layers ism ore com plicated. T he
sign of I, depends on the chirality, that is, on whether
the M vector rotates In the sam e direction In the whol
system or it oscillates w ith respect to the z axis242° In
a SF'S junction w ith a conical ferrom agnet of thicknessd
much greaterthan y,, the critical current I, is due to the
LRTC and the sign of I, depends on the cone anglk 23

Note that in ferrom agnets w ith a multidom ain struc—
ture the LRT C does not arise if the thickness of the do—
m ain walls is very am all. In this case the m agnetization
vectorsM are collinear and only singlket and short-range
triplet com ponents are induced due to the proxin iy ef-
fect. The critical current In a SF'S junction w ith such a
structure was calculated in Ref.|31. The dom ain struc—
ture also results in a suppression ofthe state dueto an
e ective averaging ofthe exchange eld. M oreover, ifthe
exchange eld h changes its sign over a scale shorterthan

max(n;l) Where listhem ean free path), long-range ef-
fects arise even in the absence ofthe LRTC (the exchange

eld is e ectively averaged out). This case is realized
provided an antiferrom agnet AF) isused In SFS junc—
tions instead ofa ferrom agnet. T he Josephson current in
S/AF /S janctions was studied theoretically in Refs. |32
and 133 and experim entally (see Ref.|34 and references
theremn).

W e considera dom ain structure in athin ¥ Im , where
dom ains with antiparalle]l in-plane m agnetizations are
separated by the Neel walls while the m agnetization
does not change across the thin F In). This dom ain
structure is realized in real ferrom agnetic Ins2® The
y—z plane is chosen to be parallkel to the SF interfaces
(see Fig.[l). W e show that the LRTC arises at the Neel
dom ain walls and decays exponentially away from the
dom ain walls and the SF interfaces over a long distance
r . W e calculate the Josephson current due to the LRTC
and nd that its sign correspondsto the jinction. The
mechanisn ofthe Junction in ourcase isrelated to =2
phase shifts at the SF interfaces, while the LRTC does
not oscillate Inside the F layer (in contrast to the short—
range com ponent). W e also study m odi cations of the
density of states in the ¥ In due to the LRTC.

T he paper is organized as ©llow s. In Sec.[II, we form u-
late the U sadel equations and the corresponding bound-
ary conditions, investigate the m ain features ofthe long-
range triplet superconducting com ponent that appears
due to the presence of Neeldom ain walls, and nd the
Josephson current due to this com ponent. T he analysis is
m ade for the sin pli ed m odelw ith only one halfin nite
region w ith rotating m agnetization. In Sec.[II, we con—
sider the realistic case of the multidom ain F layer using
the resuls of Sec.[@. In Sec.[lV], we study the correc—
tion to the density of states due to the triplet com ponent.
T his section is an addition to ourpreviouspaperR ef.l2§.
F inally, we discuss lin itations of ourm odel Sec.iZ]and
present our conclusions in Sec.[ 1.

II. BASIC EQUATIONS.JOSEPHSON EFFECT
IN THE CASE OF A HALF-INFINITE DOM A IN

W e consider a ferrom agnet (0 < x < 2d) sandw iched
between two bulk superconductors. W e assum e that the
In-plane exchange eld h (y) in the F layer proportional
to them agnetization M , dependson y as follows: h (y) =
h©;0;1)aty< Oandh (y) = h(Q;sin  (v);cos (v)) wih

(y) = Qy aty > 0. Thism eans that the m agnetization
vectorM isordented along the z axisaty < 0 and rotates
In the yz plane at y > 0. The region w ith the rotating
m agnetization m odels the Neeldom ain wall. T his struc—
ture is shown i Fig.[l@) and contains only one half-
In nite dom ain and one halfin nite region w ith rotating
m agnetization. Then we shall use the obtained resuls
to describe a realistic m ultidom ain structure depicted in
Fig.d@).

In order to calculate the Josephson current, we need to
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FIG.1: SFS jinctions considered in the paper. (@) The do-
main (v < 0) and the region with rotating m agnetization
(y > 0) In the F layer are halfin nie. (o) M ultidom ain F
Jayer. D epending on the relative orientation of rotating m ag—
netizations In the neighboring dom ain walls, we distinguish
the cases of positive and negative chirality (Q hasthe sam e or
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 lin i, which m eans, in particular, that h 1,
where isthem omentum relaxation tim e due to elastic
scattering.

In the dirty lim i, the system is described by the Us—
adel equation for the m atrix G reen function g which isa
4  4matrix in the G or’kov-N am bu and soin spaces. The
U sadel equation for the case of an 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 (@nd
also In our previous paper Ref.|28) introducing a new
m atrix function gpey, = VgV Y with the transfom ation
m atrix

V = exp iZ s )3 9
where Y and *; are the Paulim atrices in the G or’kov—
Nambu and spin spaces, resoectively. T his transform a—

tion was proposed In Ref. |36, and below we shall use
the new G reen function ge, om itting the subscript for

brevity. The convenience of the new de nition is that
the U sadelequation forthe new G reen function possesses
the explicit sym m etry w ith respect to rotationsofthe ex—
change eld h:

Dr @rqg) ! [3%ig]l il 0")ig] ig =0; @
= ("1Re M2Im ) % o;
where ! is the M atsubara frequency, h = hn, n =

O;sin );oos (v)) and () = 0 at vy < 0 whik

y) = Qy aty > 0. We assume that the di usion
coe clents D for electrons w ith spins up and down are
equalto each other (this is correct provided the exchange
energy h ismuch lssthan the Ferm ienergy "r ).

The U sadelequation [2) isw ritten in the general form
taking into account both the superconductivity and m ag—
netisn . In the SFS Junction, the pair potential is
nonzero only in the S layers, whilk 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, the condensate (G or’kov) flinctions are

nie in the F region due to the boundary conditions at
the SF interface.

In the generalcase, the G reen function has the follow —
ing com ponents:

g= 3@+ g™+ 1 %+ £+ % HHNt+ £7
3)
In the buk ofa nom alm etal, only the gy com ponent is
present. T he superconducting correlations are described
by the scalar anom alous com ponents f; and fy, whilke
the vector com ponents (g, £, f) are due to the ferrom ag—
netisn .

T he superconducting correlations described by the £
com ponents (nondiagonal In the N am bu-G or’kov space)
are assum ed to be weak due to a nie Interface trans—
parency. In the considered case ofweak proxin iy e ect
(fj 1), the G reen function acquires the form

= %%smn! +F; )
w here the anom alous part can be w ritten as

F=nE+ Af 5)
w ith m atrices in the soin space

=%+ £°; (6)

f= foro+ £ )
Equation [2) can be linearized and brought to the om
2KF ¥ sgn!

where! = T @n+ 1),k = 3 ¥D ,k? = h=D, and the
braces denote the anticom m utator.

T he anom alous part of the G reen function in the bulk
of the superconductor w ith the superconducting phase ’
isFg ()= (" cos’ 2sin’ )" fs, where

rlF M@ N)E =05 ®)

fS: P 9)



W e Intend to nd the Josephson current at the phase dif-
ference /' between the two superconducting banks. A s
sum ing the phases of the left and right superconductors
to be =2 and ’ =2, respectively, we w rite the boundary
conditions for F at the SF interfaces:

w here the two signs corresoond to the eft x = 0) and
right (x = 2d) SF interfaces, respectively. Here , = Ry, ,
while Ry, is the interface resistance per unit area and
is the conductivity of the ferrom agnet. T his boundary
condition follows from the K upriyanov-Lukichev ones®’
provided tw o assum ptionsare satis ed: (1) the proxin iy
e ect isweak (ie., p=n 1) and (2) the buk solution
Fs in the superconductors is unperturbed and vag,id up to
the interface (ie., =5 =g,where g = Dg=
and g are the coherence length and the conductivity In
the S banks).

The technical problem wih Eq. [8) is that this is a
tw o-din ensional partialderivative di erential equation.
However, we can em ploy a trick sin ilar to the one pro—
posed In Ref. |28, which allow s us to m ake the Fourier
transform ation over x, reducing the problem to only one
din ension y.

T he equations for the £ and fA functions split and for
the £ function we obtain

n o)
r?f 26f #¥sn! @~);f =0; @l
£ z
@_f\ = &Ao- (12)
@x b
x=0;2d

The £ finction obeys the sam e equation, although the
boundary conditions are di erent:

n o
r’f 26f Ksmn! @~)f =0; (13)
ef fs sin 5
ef - bmaL, 14)
@x b
x=0;2d

The functions f and fare dened or 0 6 x 6 2d.
The function f is even w ith respect to the center of the

F layer, while fA isodd. W e can continue the functions to

the whole x axis: or £ wedo it periodically and brf |
antiperiodically, obtaining continuous functions in both
cases. D ue to the boundary conditionsboth the fnctions
have cusps at x = 2dN w ith integer N . T he boundary
conditions [I0) producing the cusps can be incorporated
Into Eq. [g) iself as -—functional tem s (this situation
is sin ilar to the standard quantum -m echanical problem
wih —functionalpotential producing a cusp ofthe wave

function) :
n (@]
r?’f 2Kf K sn! @°)f
2fsoos'§ X
- a 2 (x 2dN); (15)
boy- 1
A A n AO
r?f 2Kf i¥Ksgn! @");f
2f - ’_ )é-
i} ( 1 & 2d¥): (16)

b N= 1

Now, instead of solving Eq. [B) at 0 6 x 6 2d with the
boundary conditions [I0), we have to solve Egs. [19) and

[[8) at allx.
T he Fourder transform ation
Z 4
fkiy)= dxexp( ikx)f x;y) a7

d

in Egs. [[8) and [18) should be perfom ed over \bosonic"
wave vectors k, and \ferm onic" wave vectors k, for the

periodic finction £ and antiperiodic finction £ , respec—

kn= 520i ke = —_@n+ 1) as)
W e obtain
£ n ° 2fs cos=
@—2 ®+2kH)f ®sn! @) f = =2
Qy N
19)
£ A n 0 2fs sih =
@—2 K2+ 2ki)f #sgn! @) f = sl IPN
Qy N
(20)

The two equations are sin ilar and we m ay consider
only one of them , say Eq. [[9) frthe £ function. Then

the resul forthe £ fiunction can Imm edJateJy be ocbtained
by substituting k, 7 k, andoos— T s:|n—

Aty > 0 the function (y) is y—dependent, while at
y< Owehave = 0.In the region ofpositive y one can
exclude the y-dependence from Eq. [19) with the help of
a rotation

f=0£0"; @1)

where U = exp 1" )=2 .Asaresult,weget (y> 0)

@2 £ Q° Q2 A . . ef

@yzu kn+7+2k!2 ﬁ1+71u 1+ 10 1;@3‘/l
2fsoos'3

Kesn! ~5ify = ——27%  (@2)

b



in tem softhe new finction f; k;y) (the squarebrackets
denote the com m utator). T he sam e equation is valid for
y< 0 ifweputQ = 0:

2
@@yt} K2+ 2ki £, Ksmn! "5, = -

@3)

T he origihal functions f and @f=@y are continuous at
y = 0. Therefore, the rotated fuinctions obey the follow —
Ing boundary conditionsaty = 0:

£u( 0)=£, ¢+0);
efu (0 £ 0) 0

1—

Qy Qy 2

@4)
h i

A

1ife @5)

T hus, we have to solve the linearm atrix Egs. 22) ¢ >
0) and [23) 7 < 0) ofthe second orderw ith the boundary
conditions [24) and 28) at y= 0. W e can represent the
solution In the form
f£.=FQ) ©)+F 0 ( v+ fu; 26)

where isthe Heaviside step function and the constants
F ©Q) and F (0) are the hom ogeneous solutions of Egs.

22) and 23) aty= 1 .Them atricesF have the orm
F = "Fo+ "3F3; @7
where
2fg cos k2 + Q2+ 2k?
FoQ)= 2 —; @8)
° 2D Q)
4ifs cos=k? sgn !
F3Q)= z ; 29)
’ 2D Q)
and
DQ)= K2+ 0%+ 2k? kK + 2k +4ki:  (30)

The correction £, k;y) obeys the sam e Egs. [22) and
[23) w ithout the right-hand side. It has the form

£ = "ofo+ Mafs+ b (31)

The rsttem i Eq. () is the singlet com ponent. The

second term  is the triplet com ponent w ith zero z pro gc—
tion ofthe C ooperpair goin. T his com ponent arises even

In the case of a hom ogenous m agnetization of the ferro-
m agnet and decays in theF In at the short distance 4.

The last term in Eq. [3I) is the triplet com ponent w ith

the spin proction 1. Ik arisesin the case ofan inhom o-
geneous m agnetization and decays over a long distance

ofthe order 1 . The functions f; ;y) n Eq. [3Il) can be

represented as a sum of eigenfiinctions of Egs. [22) and

m)r i.e.,

X
fiy) = A exp
1

X
fiy) =

1Q)y aty> 0; 32)

Bpexp 10)y aty< O: (33)

2fs cosy N

The inverse decay lengths ;(Q ) are the eigenvalues of
Egs. [22) and [23) (w ithout the right-hand side). The
equation for ;Q ) hasthe om (@1= 1;2;3)

h i
DK 9 w®ra ) 7K XK
+4k; 7K QF 2K =0: (34)

W e assum e that the exchange length is the shortest
length In the problm :
k. kZ2;Q%k:: (35)

T hen, the elgenvalues ; consist oftw o \short<range" val-
ues

@ isgnl)k (36)
and one \long—range" value
P
1 Q) k2 + Q2+ 2k?: @37

Aty< Owehavethesame ;wih Q = 0.

C alculating the corresponding eigenvectorsand m atch—
ing solutions [32) and [33) w ith the help ofthe boundary
conditions [24) and [29), we nd the coe cientsA ;; and
B i1. This sim ple but cum bersom e calculation is sim ilarto
the one presented In Ref.|28. In the considered lim it ofa
am allexchange length [see Eq. [39))], the coe cientsA 5,
and By, that describe the LRT C are the largest ones,

QF
Ay By ———j (38)
ot o
w here for brevity we have denoted
0 L Q) o L 0): 39)

Tn the lim it [38) the finction F 3 (Q ) has a sin ple form

ifg oos%sgn!

Fs
pk2

40)

T herefore, the m agnitude of the LRTC at the interface
between the dom ain and thedom ain wall (y = 0) isequal
to

ifg oos%sgn! Q
pk? ot o

f1 k. ;0) B kn;0) =

41)
while the decay along the y axis is detem ined by o
or o aty < 0 andy > 0, respectively [see Eq. [32)1.
Below we consider the situationswhen only the LRTC is
essential, and denote the corresponding contribution for,
to the G reen function by f; forbreviy.

T he realspace function is detem ined by the hverse
Fourier transform

11X
fi, &y) = — e f1, knjy):

2d
kn

@4z)

The f; function is obtained after substituting k, 7 k,
and cos3 7 sin;.



A . Josephson current

T he supercurrent density is determ ined by the anom a—
lJous part of the G reen function:
it X
Tr A3 AoF rfF;
4e

!

j= 43)

where isthe conductiviy in the nom alstate (we shall
calculate this expression inside the F layer, hence is
the conductivity ofthe F m aterial). Since we choose the
phasesofthe left and right superconductoras ' =2, then
the £ com ponents are even w ith respect to the center of
the interlayer, whilke the £ com ponents are odd. Calcu—
lating the supercurrent in the center of the F layer, we
obtain

Tr 3"FrF =4i fyrfp+ frf : 44)
O nly the x com ponent of the current survives due to the
odd behavior of the £ functions.

However, calculating the current not In the center of
theF layerwe also obtain the y com ponent. In the region
of the F layer, where only the long-range com ponent is
present, we have F = N " fp + %N and nally

T X

= frr fp frfy 45)
e

In the region with the m agnetization rotating as a func-

tion ofy, the nalexpression rem ains the sam e wih f,

and f;, being the second com ponents off; ,seeEgs. 21,
29), and [BI).

Tnside the halfdn nite dom ain, Eq. {42) inm ediately
yields

X, ifs cos( = !
fi &;y) = oo x 25 (2 10 =gn e¥; (46)
- 2d bkh( Q + O)
X L ifs sh( =2 !
£, 6;y) = wox L RO S 0w, )
2d k2 (g + o)
kn
In the Im it of thin F layer, ie. d 1=0;1=k, (@&t

the sam e tim e, we assum e 1=ky, d, which allow s us to
neglct the short-range com ponents), we obtain

ifs cos(’ =2) sgn !

fi Xiy) =

2d pkf
g X
pP— Q2 p—oe MYV 4 goosknxek"y ;
Q%+ 2k? + 2k, rs o K
48)
ifs sin (" =2 RS
fi x;y) = 5 s isgn © osknx &Y
2d pk? Kn
kn> 0
49)

W e calculate the Jossphson current according to Eq.
[45). In the lim it of thin F layer, the m ain contribution

isgiven by the second term in thebrackets f; r f1, , m ore—

over, it is su cient to keep only the k , = 0 com ponent

in f;, the rsttem in the brackets in Eq. {48)]. This

is because the com ponents containing k, in the denom —

nator in Eq. [@8) are much smaller. Summ ing over k,
nally yields

. . Q% T
J&iy) = Sm,i]ﬁe(d )2
X £2 pP-
, pQ2+ 2k%+p§k! =P SRE
excosh 3% sh 55 + e,sihh 3% cos 55 . 50)
sihh? L + sin? % ’

where e, and e, are the unit vectors in the x and y
directions, respectively. In the region wih,Q 6 0, we
obtain Eq. B0) with Q2+ 2k? instead of 2k? in the
argum ent ofthe exponential. Them ain qualitative result
of this formula is that the x com ponent of the current
density has a om % = jx sin’ with negative i, ie.,
the state ofthe junction is realized.

E xpression [50) for the supercurrent is valid in the re—
gion where only the LRTC com ponent is essential, while
the shortrange com ponents are exponentially am all
T herefore, close to the SF Interfaces and to the boundary
between the dom ain and the dom ain wall (@t distances
ofthe order of ) the expression is not applicable.

Notethatr j= O and r j= 0 within our accuracy
(We must neglct k; and Q In comparison wih 1=d).
T he totaly current is absent, whilk the totalx current is
equally shared between the regionsw ith constant and ro—

tating m agnetization and corresoonds to the  janction:
Z 24
¥ &iy)dx = 0; (1)
Zoo Z
I &jy)dy = 3 &;y)dy
1 0
2 T X fZ
- sin Q — P CH S (52)
l6ed [k, Q2+ 2k + 2k,

The results for the x com ponent of the critical cur-
rent density jx (x;y) are illustrated in Fig.[J, where we
plt Jx jas a function ofy at severalvalues of x. The
current density ism axin alat the boundary between the
dom ain and the dom ain wall (y = 0), and the m axin al
current across the jinction is carried along this lne. At
the sam e tin ¢, the relative height of this peak depends
on x. The distrdbution is sm oothest at the center of the
F layer (ie. at x = d), while the peak at the dom ain{
dom ain-w all boundary becom es m ore pronounced closer
to the SF interfaces.

In order to estin ate the absolute valie of the critical
Josephson current follow ng from Eqg. [52), we assum e
that the janction area is50 50 m?, 50 an) 1,
0 G0nm) *, d » 5n,h 500K, andD
10 an?/s. Then the critical current at low tem peratures
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FIG.2: SFS junction wih a halfin nite dom ain: absolute
value of the critical current density Jx In the x direction
as a function of the y coordinate at low tem peratures. The
current is negative, ie., the state ofthe Junction is realized.
The nom alization constantisjo = D Q 3=8e d bkﬁ )2 .0 ther
param eters: D Q2 = and Qd= 0:1.

isoforder 3 A which iswellw thin the experim entally
m easurable range.

III. JOSEPHSON EFFECT IN A
MULTIDOMAIN SFSJUNCTION

In this section we study the LRTC in a SF structure
w ith a multidom ain ferrom agnetic Jayer Fig.[d®)]. One
can distinguish betw een tw o possibilities: (a) positive chi-
rality, when the m agnetization vector M (y) in all the
dom ain walls rotates in the sam e direction (eg. clock—
wise), and () negative chirality, when the vectorM (y)
In neighboring dom ain walls rotates in the opposite di-
rections g. clockwise in the 2nth dom ain walls and
counterclockw ise In the @n + 1)th domain walls]. W e
are interested In the LRTC assum ing that the exchange
length  ismuch snaller than the coherence length 1.
At distances x essentially exceeding the length i, only
the LRTC survives in the F layer.

W e assum e that the w idth ofthe domainswih Q = 0
is 2ap and the w idth ofthedomamn walls Q 6 0) is2ag .
The origin (v = 0) is located in the m iddle of a dom ain
w ith the constant m agnetization. At x n only the
Iong-range com ponents of the condensate function sur-
vive In the ferrom agnet. T he largest long-range com po—
nent is the LRTC . At the boundary between a dom ain
and a dom ain wall the solution m ust satisfy boundary
conditions [24) and [25).

A . Positive chirality

Consider rst the case ofpositive chirality. T he angle
(y) isthen an odd function ofy, which m eansthat £, (y)

isalsoodd | thisgeneralsym m etry can be dem onstrated
in Eq. [I[9). Hence the solution forthe LRTC is

f1, kn;y) = A sinh( oy);
fo knjy)=Bshh o &

& <Y< ao; (53)
Q)); a0<y<a0+2aQ:

54)

M atching these solutions and their derivativesat y = agp,
we nd

5~ Shh(oa0)
sinh( g ag)
F
- 25 tanh ( o ag ) : ©3)
Q <9
OOSh(QaQ) Q+ Otanh(oao)
The am plitude ofthe LRTC aty= ap is
QF
£ (knja0) = s (56)

o oth( gag)+ ocoth( oag)

W e see that f;, k,;a0) tums to zero both atag ! 0
andag ! 0. These lin itsm ean that the w idths ofthe do—
m ain wallsand dom ains are assum ed to be sm all in com —
parison wih 1 but largerthan ,.Thecaseag = 0 In—
plies that we have a dom ain structure w ith the collinear
orientation of m agnetizations. The case ap = 0 corre-
soondsto a SF structure w ith continuously rotatingm ag—
netization (the case studied In Ref.l27). In both the cases,
the LRT C does not arise.

T he spatial dependence of the LRTC in the dom ain
(73 < ag), corresponding to Eq. [56), is given by the
Inverse Fourier transform ation

1 %

f; V)= —
L &X;y) >
n

sinh (_oy) _

e * £ (kn;a0) 67)

_ . sinh ( pap)
Interestingly, the function f; x;y) tums to zero In the
center of the domain (¢ = 0). This means that the
Josephson current due to the LRTC also tums to zero
In the dom ain center.

Fomula [57) can be drastically sin pli ed In the lin it
when theF Im isthin forthe long-range com ponent but
thick for the short-range one (ie., ky 1=d Q;ki).
In this case, the m ain contribution is given by then = 0
ham onic W ith k, = 0), sihceothetwise o and ( in the
denom inator of Eq. [58) becom e very large. Em ploying
also Eq. [40) we therefore obtain

p_
ifs cos('=2)sgn! Q sinh 2k y

fL ) = i (58)

2d pk2 K, snh = 2k ao
w here we have denoted
K, = mooth(p Q2+ 2k?ay)
+p5k[ coth (p 2k, ag): (59)

T he x dependence has vanished since the F layer is thin
and the even function f; (x) is nearly constant.



Now we can easily write down the result for f;,, em -
plbying the rule mulated in Sec.[l: n Eq. [E7) we
should substitute k, 7 k, and cos5 T sin. After
that we m ake the nal step, assum ing the lin i of thin
F layer. This step is di erent from the case of the f;,
function, because there is no m ode with k, = 0, hence
wemust retain allthe m odes in the sum overn:

ifs sin (" =2) sgn !

fi. ®iy) = 2d K2
bfy
X 2Q cosk, x sinh k,y
. >Okn coth knag + coth knap sihh kpag
(60)

Finally, we nd the supercurrent:

P_
Q* T X fZsihh( 2k y)
4ed pk?)® | K, sinh( 2k ag)

b &;y) = sin’

X e, shk,x)sihhk,y) & coskyx)cosh kny)
coth kpag ) + coth kyap) sinh kyag)

kn>0

(61)

If we want to calculate the current In the region w ith
Q & 0, then we obtain the sam e expression, but w ih
¥ counted from the ter of the domain wall, wih
Q2+ 2k? instead of 2k? in the arguments of two
sinh’s, and w ith ag Instead ofay In the argum entsoftwo
sinh’s. Forexam pl, at ag < y < ap + 2ag , we have

| S —
Q? T X f2sinh( Q2+ 2k}y)

sin’ 212 Cn 82+ onZ
ded pky)® | Ky sih( Q2+ 2kfag)

b &iy) =

X esinknx)sihhk,y) & cos(ksx)cosh kay?)
coth (knag ) + coth knao) sinhkgag)

kn> 0

(62)

wherey’=y & &.

B . N egative chirality

Consider now the case of negative chirality, when the
M (y) vector rotates In the opposite directions in neigh—
boring dom ain walls. In this case the spatialdependence
of £; (y) In the dom ain walls rem ains the sam e as before,
ie., this finction is odd with respect to the center of
a dom ain wall. However, the spatial dependence of the
LRTC in the dom ains changes drastically: it becom es
an even function w ith respect to the center ofa dom ain.
T herefore this dependence is

fr, knjy) = C cosh( oy)i a < y< ao; (63)
fL(]{n;y):DS]nh Q(y D Q)); a0<y< a0+2aQ
(64)

From the boundary conditions 24) and [29) we nd the
coe cientsC and D , and nally obtain

QF3

£ n =
L knjao) S coth ( gag ) +

: (65)
otanh ( oao)
In this case the LRT C dissppearsonly In the Im itag !
0 because In this 1im it one again has a dom ain structure
w ith the collinear ordentation ofm agnetizations and very
narrow dom ain walls.

Further analysis is sim ilar to that for the previous case
of positive chirality. Inside of the dom ain (¥j< ap) we
obtain

1 - cosh (oY)
f1 x;v) = — e ¥ £ jag)—————— 66
L X;y) de 1 Kn O)OOSh(oao) (66)
Inthelimitk, 1=d Q;k:,Eq. [6d) yields
p_
ifs cos(" =2)sgn! Q cosh 2k y
@)= — - o i (67)
2d bkh K cosh 2k!a0
ifg sin (" =2) sgn !
£ ) =
L X;y) d bkﬁ
X 20 cosk, x cosh k,y
. >ok“ coth knag + tanh kpap ocosh kpap
(68)
w here we have denoted
p— p—
K = Q2+ 2k?coth( Q2+ 2k?ay)
p- b
+ 2k, tanh( 2k, ag): 69)

Finally, we nd the supercurrent:

P
Q* T X fZoosh( 2ky)
e pk?)? | K cosh( 2k ao)

b &iy) = sin’

X ey siknx)coshkny) § cosk,x)sinhk,y)
coth (knag ) + tanh kyap) cosh kyag)

Kn> 0
(70)

Sinilarly, n theregion with Q € 0 @t ap < y < ap +
2ag ), we ocbtain
| S —
Q2 T X fZsinh( Q2+ 2k{y9)
4ed pk?)? | K snh( Q2+ 2K7ag)
X egsinknx)coshkny) g cosksx)sinh kay?)
coth knag ) + tanh knao) sinh knag)

b &ry) = sin’

kn> 0
(71)

wherey’=y & a&.

C . D iscussion of the results

T he expressions obtained forthe supercurrent are valid

* In the region where only the LRTC com ponent is essen—

tial, while the short-range com ponents are exponentially
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FIG. 3: Multidomain SFS Jjunction: the absolute values of
the critical currents Jc+ (oositive chirality) and J. (hega—
tive chirality) per period ofthe dom ain structure as fiinctions
of the dom ain halfwidth ap at low tem peratures. The cur-
rents are negative, ie., the state ofthe junction is realized.
The nom alization constant is Jp = D Q >=4ed ﬁké . Other
param eters: D Q 2 = and the rotation ofm agnetization in
the dom ain walls corresponds to 20 ag =

an all. T herefore, close to the SF interfaces and to the
boundaries between dom ains and dom ain walls (at dis—
tances of the order of ;) the expressions are not appli-
cable.

The m ain qualitative result of expressions [&1l), [62),
[[0), and [ZI) is that the x com ponent of the current
density hasa form 3 = jx sih’ wih negative jx, ie.,
the state ofthe junction is realized.

The }k &) function is even while j, (x) is odd with re—
spect to x = d (the center ofthe F' layer) at both chirali-
ties. T he total current in the y direction is zero. W ithin
ouraccuracy r j= 0O and r j= 0 Wemust neglect k
and Q in com parison with k).

The LRTC isgenerated at the boundariesbetween the
dom ains and the dom ain walls. As a result, the m axi-
m al supercurrent in the x direction is carried along these
lines.

Integrating the x component of the supercurrent
over y, we nd the critical current per period of the
structures®

Z

Je+ e Jex+ )y = ﬁ * f—5; (72)
a0 a0 ded 2k} , K

Je : o ]cx (Y)dy = ﬁ * f_sz; (73)
a0 ag 4ed 2k K

In the cases of positive and negative chirality, respec—
tively. T he total current across a junction of large area
is proportional to the num ber of dom ain walls.

The results for the critical current are illustrated in
Fi.[3, where we plot J.; jand . Jjas fiinctions of the
dom ain halfw idth ap Whilke Q and ag are linked by the

. pos. chirality:
Neéel DW o4
—
f o \ / neg. chirality: /
M
F d

S Ly

FIG.4: M ulidom ain F layer of thickness d in contact with a
bulk superconductor. D epending on the relative orientation
of rotating m agnetizations in neighboring dom ain walls, we
distinguish the cases of positive and negative chirality Q@ has
the sam e or opposite sign in the neighboring dom ain walls,
respectively) . T he proportion between the w idths ofdom ains
and dom ain walls is chosen only for draw ing purposes.

condiion 2Q ag = m eaning rotation of the m agneti-
zation by the angle in the domain wall). In the lin it
ap ! 0 the behavior of the supercurrent In the cases of
positive and negative chiralities is drastically di erent.
In the case of positive chirality, the LRT C disappears in
this lim it and the supercurrent vanishes,?? whilk in the
case of negative chirality this is the m ost lnhom ogeneous
lim i and the supercurrent is m axin al. In the opposite
Iim i of large ag r , the ap dependence vanishes in
both cases and the results coincide since the hyperbolic
functions ofk; ag tum to unity.

The appearance of the  jinction in SF'S jinctions
is well understood In the case when i is due to the
short-range com ponentd T he key ngredient is the oscik
lating behavior of this com ponent: the additional phase

across the Jjunction is provided by changing the sign.
At the sam e tim e, the LRTC does not change its sign,
therefore the Junction due to the LRT C seem s counter—
ntuiive. W here does the additional phase com e from ?
N ote that the LRTC in our case ispurely in aghary [see,
eg.,Eqg. 58 ]. Thism eansthatthereisa =2 phase rota—
tion at the SF interfaces, and the two Interfaces provide
the <chift. Themechanisn ofthe jinction dueto =2
Interface shifts is sim ilar to Ref.l40.

A nothertype of SF structures, sensitive to the chirality
ofthevectorM ,wasconsidered in Refs.24 and|25. Ttwas
show n that the sign ofthe critical Jossphson current in a
m ultilayered SF structure dependson chirality. Sin ilarly
to the present paper, the  junction was found in the
situation when only the LRTC is essential.

Iv. DOS IN SF BILAYER

O ur previous paper, Ref.|28, was devoted to studying
the density of states DO S) at the free surface of the
F layer in the system shown in Fig.[d @with F layer of
thickness d). These results are inm ediately reproduced
from the G reen function calculated in the center of the
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FIG.5: Addiion to Fig. 2 from Ref.|28: C orrection )
(due to the proxin ity e ect) to the DO S at the free surface
ofthe F layer in the case ofpositive chirality. T he curves are
plotted at several energies ". The width of the dom ains is
ao = 5=Q , whilk the rotation ofm agnetization in the dom ain
walls corresponds to Q ag =

F layer in the SFS janction of Fig.[b) @ ih F layer of
thickness 2d) at zero phase di erence, * = 0. M aking
analytical continuation from the M atsubara frequency !
to the realenergy ", we obtain the correction to theDO S
due to the proxin ity e ect as

Reff

M= 2,

(74)

in

(we consider the region in space where only the LRTC is
essential).

W ewant to retum to this question in view ofthe recent
paper Ref. |41, where i was dem onstrated that general
analytical properties of the G reen function In ply that if
the superconductivity has odd frequency sym m etry, then

(0) > 0. The expressions forthe DO S from our paper
Ref.|28 testify that this general statem ent is satis ed In
our case, however, this fact was not illustrated in the

gures. Figures[§ and [@ supplem ent the gures from
Ref.|28 and dem onstrate that ©0)> 0.

Figure[d is plotted for the sam e param eters as Fig. 2
In Ref.l28 and show s the spatial dependence ofthe DO S
Inside a dom aln (y is counted from the center of the do—
maln) at several energies. Indeed, the DO S at low ener-
gies becom es positive everyw here.

Figure [ illustrates the (") dependence at several
points y. In accordance w ih Ref. |41, the zero-energy
correction to the D O S ispositive form ing the zero-energy
peak.

V. DISCUSSION

In our study we neglected orbial e ects of the m ag—
netic eld in the ferrom agnet. Below we dem onstrate
that this is Justi ed forthin F Ins. W e also estim ate
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FIG . 6: Correction (") to the DO S at the free surface of
the F layer in the case of positive chirality. The curves are
plotted at several points y. O ther param eters are the sam e
as in Fig.[.

the In uence of the spin-orbi Interaction on the LRTC .
Finally, we com m ent upon the role of the boundary con—
ditions at the SF interfaces in our problem .

The m agnetization M in the F layer lads to the ap—
pearance of the vector potential A which can be esti-
mated as A 4 M d. The vector potential enters Eqg.
[B) as an additionalterm @ A= o)?, where ( = hc=2e
isthem agnetic ux quantum . Thisterm w ill restrict the
penetration length of the LRTC if it is larger than the
term 2k? = 29 $D 2 T=D . In the opposite lim it

82Md ° 2T
<
0 D

(75)

one can neglct the orbiale ects (the e ect ofM eissner
currents on the LRTC). Taking M 50G, T 5K,
and D 10 an?/s, we obtain d < 300 nm . Therefore
the orbitale ects can be neglected in the case of thin F
layers. One can also show that under these conditions
the M eissner currents induced in the superconductors by
the stray m agnetic elds are much an aller than the de—
pairing currents. T herefore one can neglect the in uence
ofthem agnetic eld ofthe ferrom agnet on the am plitude
of the order param eter in the superconductors. T here is
onem ore e ect ofthe dom ain structure in the ferrom ag—
net. This e ect occurs In Josephson junctions w ith lat—
eraldim ensions larger than the Josephson length ;7 and
is related to a spatial variation of the phase di erence.
D ue to this a m odulation of the total critical Josephson
current arises. This e ect was studied theoretically in
Ref.l23.

If the spih-orbi interaction is present in the F layer,
it Jeads to a decrease of the LRTC penetration length 2
In this case the wave vector ki should be replaced by
k? + 4= o,D ,where 4, isthe spin-orbit relaxation tim e.
Thusp the LRTC penetration length cannot be larger
than soD =8.



N ote also that we use boundary conditions [I0) which
ollow from the K upriyanov-Lukichev ones and describe
spin-conserving interfaces w ith potentialbarriers. T hese
boundary conditions them selves do not lad to the ap-
pearance of the LRTC in the uniform ferrom agnet. In
som e papers spin-active interfaces w ere studied 2242 The
scattering at such interfaces can generate the LRT C even
In the uniform ferrom agnet (see Ref.l44 and references
therein). The boundary conditions for the spin-active
Interfaces were written in tem s of a phenom enological
scattering m atrix. The m icroscopic calculation of the
scattering m atrix is lacking and the properties of spin—
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 model of a SFS structure wih a half-
m etallic ferrom agnet and spin-active nterfaces. T he ex—
change eld near the SF interfaces was assum ed to be
Inclined w ith respect to the exchange eld in the buk
of the ferrom agnetic layer. To som e extent thism odel is
sim ilar to a m odel of SF structure wih a domain wall
at the SF interface analyzed in Ref.|11l. Therefore, the
soin-active interfaces are additional sources of the LRTC
In the ferrom agnet. In order to single out the e ect of
the Neeldom ain walls on the LRT C, we did not consider
the spin-active interfaces.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

W e have studied a Josephson junction between two
superconductors through a m ultidom ain ferrom agnet ')
w ith an in-planem agnetization, assum ing that the neigh—
boring dom ains are separated by the Neeldom ain walls.
D ue to an Inhom ogeneousm agnetization, the long-range
triplet superconducting com ponent (LRTC) arises in the
system . Arisinhg at the dom ain walls, this com ponent
spreadlg Into dom ains over a long distance of the order

T = D=2 T, which is much greater than the usual
short kngth 4 = D =h describing the decaying of su—
perconducting correlations in a ferrom agnet w ith a ho—
m ogeneous m agnetization.

W e have calculated the Josephson current due to this
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com ponent in the case w hen the short-range com ponents
exponentially decay over the thickness ofthe F layer and
can be neglected. Focusing on the lim it when the F layer
is thin from the viewpoint of the long-range com ponent
we nd that the junction is in the state. The LRTC
does not oscillate Inside the F layer, while the additional

phase of the condensate wave function is due to =2
shifts at the SF interfaces. This interpretation suggests
that the junction mustbe in the stateduetotheLRTC
regardless ofthe F layer’s thickness. W hen the F layer is
notthin (from the viewpoint ofthe LRT C ), analyticalex—
pressions for the supercurrent becom e cum bersom e, how —
ever, num erical calculations indicate that the jinction is
indeed in the state.

T he absolute value of the Josephson current density is
m axin alat the boundariesbetween dom ains and dom ain
walls, see Fig.[2. The current mainly ows along these
lines.

W e have considered two possible chiralities of the do—
m ain structure (positive and negative), which are deter—
m Ined by the relative ordentation of rotating m agneti-
zations In the neighboring dom ain walls. The absolute
value of the Josephson current due to the LRT C is lJarger
In the case of the negative chirality, because this case
corresponds to a m ore inhom ogeneous m agnetization .

Analyzing a correction to the density of states due to
the LRTC,we nd that at zero energy (ie., at the Ferm i
Jevel) the correction ispositive. T his fact is In accordance
w ith the general statem ent from Ref. |41, based on the
odd frequency dependence of the G reen function.
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