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Critical current of a Josephson junction containing a conical magnet
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We calculate the critical current of a superconductordieagnetic/superconductor (S/FM/S) Josephson junc-
tion in which the FM layer has a conical magnetic structun@gosed of an in-plane rotating antiferromagnetic
phase and an out-of-plane ferromagnetic component. In oféte realistic electronic properties and magnetic
structures that can be formed when conical magnets such aseHgrown with a polycrystalline structure in
thin-film form by methods such as direct current sputterind avaporation, we have modeled this situation in
the dirty limit with a large magnetic coherence lengil)( This means that the electron mean free path is much
smaller than the normalized spiral lengti27 which in turn is much smaller thagy (with A as the length a
complete spiral makes along the growth direction of the ANI}his physically reasonable limit we have em-
ployed the linearized Usadel equations: we find that théetrgorrelations are short ranged and manifested in
the critical current as a rapid oscillation on the scala gr. These rapid oscillations in the critical current are
superimposed on a slower oscillation which is related tasthglet correlations. Both oscillations decay on the
scale of¢ ;. We derive an analytical solution and also describe a coatipuial method for obtaining the critical
current as a function of the conical magnetic layer thicknes

I. INTRODUCTION ously challenging because of the need to control the mag-
netism at the nanometer scale, results and analysis have in-
The interaction of singlet-type superconductors (S) withdicated that domain walls are favorable nucleation sites fo

ferromagnetic materials in S/FM hybrid systems is a field ofSuperconductivity?292.2223Theoretically, the emergence of
extensive and ongoing research (see Réfsand references triplet components in junctions containing a single domain
therein). In proximity, the interaction of these competitec- ~ Wall and or a multidomain ferromagnet (MDFM) have been
tron orders is characterized by an oscillating component iffxtensively analyze#2> Recently, large area SIMDFM/S
the Cooper pair wave function which leads to a number ofunctions have been fabricaté8in this type of junction, the
interesting phenomena: the critical superconducting temp amplitude of the critical current is expected to decay expo-
ture T, dependence of S/FM bilayers on FM layer thicknesshentially with FM layer thickness. If singlet-type eleatro
ds #3587 dependence of . on the orientation of FM layers Pairsare scattered into trlpl_e_tones_ at the domain-wailbregy

in FM'/S/IFM’ spin valve&9.10.1L12.133nd S/FM/FM” mul- it is expected that for a critical thickness of the MDFM the

tilayers, and finally the realization of coupling in S/FM/S  triplet correlations will dominate over the singlet oneading
Josephson junctiori4:15.16.17.18 to slower decay in the critical current with the_MDFM th|_ck-
The standard analysis of the S/FM systems has mostly agless. So far, evidence of a crossover from singlet to triplet
sumed that the FM is homogeneous and collinear, in whicflominated transport in these types of systems is nonexisten
case only the singlet superconducting correlation appears  The second category, the ferromagnetic multilayers, have
the theory. Extending this standard approach, theory glyon been combined with superconductors in S/F’/S junc-
indicates that if the FM is inhomogeneous and noncollineartion form junction form although most studies have been the-
the longer-ranged triplet superconducting correlatidraitd ~ oretical up to now:28:2%3%jith only a few experiments show-
then emerge at the S/FM interfabé? These triplet correla- ing how the Josephson ground state is affected by the ori-
tions should then be insensitive to the exchange field of thentation of the FM layer:3? The majority of experimen-
FM material and as such their proximity range is expected tdal studies have focused on how a superconducting layer is
be similar to that of singlet pairs in a superconductor/redrm modified by the relative orientation of the FMs. In these sys-
metal system. tems, however, the triplet superconducting components tha
Inhomogeneous magnetization exists in a range of mateexist when the FMs are noncollinear only transmit informa-
rial systems, which can be classified into three categoflgs: tion about the direction of the magnetic layé#s$# To observe
magnetic domain walls; (2) ferromagnetic multilayers sucha longer-ranged spin triplet proximity effect, it is thoudtmat
as when FM layers are decoupled via a nonmagnetic (NMjhe Josephson junction must contain three more EM3with
spacer to form spin-active devices; and (3) the intringical each offset from the other by an angle [0, 7] (with 7 as the
inhomogeneous and noncollinear magnetic materials. antiparallel configuration). In principle, the anglend thus
Domain walls were one of the first magnetically inho- the triplet components could be controlled by the applicati
mogeneous systems to be combined with superconductivitpf an external magnetic field. Unfortunately, the implenaent
Although experimental studies of such systems are notorition of a large enough change in the angleith an applied
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magnetic field is very difficult to realize without stronglyrs Smm]ﬁi )Us o <(T)< o T(:)

pressing the superconductivity. Junction
The third category, the intrinsically noncollinear magnet
is potentially one of the simplest systems to combine with a z=d-
superconductor to experimentally study triplet correlasi®
Recently?’ interferometer measurements of superconducting
Al coupled to the rare-earth metal Ho have been made. In _
these Al/Ho/Al junctions, superconducting phase periodic
conductance oscillations were observed indicating the-pre
ence of a longer-ranged proximity effect when interpreted i FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) An illustration of two singlet{d super-
the limit of a small coherence length in the Ho relative to theconductors (S) sandwiching a ferromagnet with a conicalmatg
length of a complete spiral38 It is understood that the triplet Structure (Ho). The two magnetic phases of Ho, (b) the imlan-

. . tiferromagnetic spiral phase of Ho below its Néel tempea,,,
Corrglatlons were g_enerated at the Al/Ho mterf_ace due to And (c) thge conicgl marg);net phase of Ho below its Curie tenpera
rotating magnetization present there and sustained by a co

. X : B.: the antiferromagnetic componehtrotating in the{z, y } plane;
tinuous magnetic spiral throughout the length of the Ho. Ahe ferromagnetic componeiit pitched towards the axis; and the
similar explanatio??4%4%44vas given for a long-ranged prox- resultant magnetization vectbrotating on the surface of a cone. In
imity effect observed in the half-metal Cs@2 In this system,  the limit considered in this paper, the ferromagnetic cehee length
the triplet current was shown to be insensitive to the strong; is much larger than /2.
polarization of the half metal. Spin mixing at the interfase
currently the best explanation for the triplet proximityesft
observed although a better understanding of the interthe¢s  function of the Ho spacer layer thickness.
can exist in these types of material systems is needed to ver- Altogether, the above review shows that although Ho can
ify this explanation. For Ho, it is well known that growing be grown on top of thick Nb leads with a conical magnetic
it in thin-film form with a magnetic spiral at the interface is structure, strain at the interface does weaken the ferremag
difficult to achieve. This again highlights a need to improvenetic component possibly implying a weaker magnetism. The
our understanding of the likely properties and structuin@s t motivation behind this work is to complement the currently
can arise at the interface of noncollinear magnets, suctoas Havailable theory on S/FM/S junctions with a conical FM weak
with superconducting materials. link by considering the physically reasonable situatiose(s
The magnetic structuté?>46 and electronic/thermal Secll) in which the conical ferromagnetic coherence tang
propertieé® of the rare-earth Ho are well known. Its magnetic &; is much longer than the normalized spiral lengtfer.
structure has been characterized in bulk, single crystal, a Because botlf; and /27 are much larger than the electron
thin-film forms by neutron diffraction, x-ray diffraction, mean free patii (dirty limit), the S/FM/S junction can be de-
and vibrating sample magnetometery. In thin-film form, thescribed within the framework of the linearized Usadel equa-
quality of the conical magnetic structure is poorly undsost  tions.
although it is well known that the growth method and growth  This paper is organized as follows: Se¢. Il reviews the mag-
conditions, crystal forms, and interfacing materials etffthe ~ netic and electronic properties of thin-film Ho and outlines
ordering range of the magnetic structdfé?® the important physical properties of the situation being-an
Long-ranged magnetic ordering in Ho requires a cohereny2€d in this paper; in Secs.]Il a@dllV, the general thecesti
crystal structure in which the axis is the screw axis with framework in which we model a Josephson junction contain-
the moments in the basal plane configured into a distorted & conical magnet is described with analytical solutins
helix parallel to the: axis. The quality of the Ho (e.g., im- 0Ptain the Josephson current explained; in Séc. V, we presen
purity content and roughness) and the strain at the NM/H@ computational method for calculating the Josephsoniyrre
interface are both important factors in determining thdesca Which is particularly useful to experimentalists.
of magnetic ordering; for example, substantial internxin
at the NM/FM interface may disturb the growth in the he-
lix which may affect, smear out, or even destroy any triplet  !l. MAGNETIC STRUCTURE AND ELECTRONIC
correlations. Neutron-diffraction studies on epitaxiater- PROPERTIESOF THIN-FILM HOLMIUM
facially strained) Nb/Ho bilayer films grown by dc magnetron
sputtering’ at high temperature suggest the presence of an in- Consider the general structure of a conical magnet which
plane spiral (antiferromagnetic part) but no out-of-plpiteh ~ consists of a rotating in-plane magnetization and a con-
(ferromagnetic part) was detected even down to very low temstant out-of-plane magnetization [see illustrations igskFi
peratures” ~ 1 K. This implies that the strain at the Nb/Ho [d(a)-{Il(c)]. The in-plane component is effectively an antifer-
interface is suppressing the ferromagnetic component: Furomagnetic (AFM) state which orders itself at the Néel tem-
ther studies on polycrystalline Nb/Ho/Nb trilayer films kav perature®,,, while the out-of-plane component can be con-
also been mad® In these films strain at the Nb/Ho interface sidered to be a ferromagnetic phase which orders itselfeat th
is lower and from Josephson-junction-type measurements @urie temperature of the material. Thus, the strength or ex-
weakly conical magnetic structure was confirmed from field-change interaction energyof the ferromagnetic part is re-
dependent measurements of the junction’s critical cuasm@t lated to the Curie temperature~ kg©.. The in-plane com-
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ponent completes a full rotation in a distance\aflong thez  substitute expressiohl(3) into EQJ (2) we obtain a set of equa
axis, which implies the distance alon@n which the in-plane  tions for the four components of the anomalous funcﬁon
component rotates in 1 rad }§27. From now on\ /27 will
be referred to as the normalized spiral length. lhD d? fo(z)
In the analysis that follows this section we shall assume tha 2 a2
the electron mean-free pathis smaller than both the coher-
ence length of Hg; and the normalized spiral lengity 2. Efo . (2)
For Ho in thin-film form, this limiting situation is justifietbr —hD % hwo foy,2(2) =il y,2(2) fo(2) = 0. (5)
the case when it is sputter deposited and polycrystalline. dz
Polycrystalline thin films of Ho have a large residual resis-Since the symmetric properties of the Usadel equations with
tivity po inthe (6-12)x10~" Omrange (see RefS.and®and  respect tav are trivial, only the case af > 0 is treated from
references therein). A rough estimate of the electron meanow; we already omittedgn(w) and usedv instead of|w|
free path for the conduction electrons around 4 K using thén Egs. [4) and[{5). After putting expressiofi$ (1) into Egs.
relation¢ = vpm/pone?, wherevr, the Fermi velocity is (@) and ), they can be simplified with the substitutjon=
1.6x10° m/s® m is the mass of the electron, amdis the  f, +if,, which yields
number density of free electrons, gives a (0150) nm range,
which is smaller than botf; ~ (6—7) nm and\/27 ~ 1.1 d? d*fo
nm28 Even in single-crystal form, the resistivity of thin-film 7.2
Ho is large and around>610~7 Om with an electron mean-
free path of~ 1.0 nm in thec-axis orientation.

—hwfo(z) —ill(z) - £(z)] = 0, (4)

—2k% fo—i(2K2 fo K] (fre” "+ f_e'9)) = 0, (6)

d> ‘
T 912 fy — 2ik2 foe*i9® = 0, (7)
dz2
I1l. GENERAL SOLUTION IN A CONICAL
FERROMAGNET &2 f.
—5 2k2 f, — 2ik%fo = 0. (8)
z

Let us consider a conical ferromagnet FM, the axis of which N
coincides with the: axis. The magnetization vector and henceThe quantitiesi, = \/w/Dy andk. , = /1.,/hDy were
the exchange fiell = (I, I, I,) has a constant axial compo- also introduced at this step.

nentl, and a radial componetit, which rotates in théz, y} By searching a solution for Eqs.] (6]8) in the form of
plane with wave vecto€ = 27/ as we move along the P Kz 4iQs
direction (see Fid.]1). The andy components of are there- Jo,. = Ao .€ and fi=Aie 9)

fore given by with A, = A/, 4+ A’ , we obtain a set of algebraic equations
H I ! .
L(2) = I cos(Qz) and I,(z) = I,sin(Qz). (1) for the amplitudesiy, A., A’ andA’ :
2 2 7.2 1.2 A
In this section we find the solutions for the anomalous Gieen’ (K% = 2k;,) Ao — 20k A — 2ik; AL =0, (10)
function in the conical FM, considering in particular thesea
of large. We assume that the dirty limit is fulfilled, which —2ik2 A0 + (K2 — 2k2)A. = 0 11
means that the FM coherence length & +/AD; /|| with ikzdo + 2)4: =0, )
Dy being the diffusivity of the FM) and the normalized spi-
ral length/27 are both much larger than the electron mean — 2ik7Ag + (K? — Q* — 2k2) A/, +2iKQA” =0, (12)
free path, i.e.{y, A\/2m > (. If it is also assumed that the
anomalous function is sufficiently small in the FM (which is
the case if the S/FM interfacial resistance is large enqligh)
we can use the linearized Usadel equaiion

2IKQA + (K? —Q*—2k2)A_ =0. (13)

A nontrivial solution only exists for the amplitudes if the-d
terminant of the system is zero; this gives a fourth-ordeeeq

—2h|w|F(2)—sgn(w)i[l(z)", F(z)]. =0, (2) tionfor K2,
[(K? —2k2)% +4k2] [(K® — Q% — 2k2)* + 4K°Q?]

hD;

d? F( )
dz?
where the anomalous Green'’s function

F=fl+f s (3) FARA (K2 — 2K2)(K? — Q® — 2K2) = 0, (14)

is a matrix in spin space witli = (f,, fy, f.), andé =  whichis equivalentto the similar equation obtained by ‘dvlk
(64,6y,6.) is a vector containing the Pauli matrices. Theet al.28 In their paper, they considered the limit in which
componentfy is an even, whilef,, f, and f, are odd func-  k,, k. > k., Q, whereas we take the limit 6@ > k,, k., k..
tions of the frequency. The Matsubara frequencies are given This limit seems to be appropriate in the case of Ho, which
byw = (2n + 1)mkpT/hwithn = 0,+1,£2,... at temper- has a conical magnetic structure with~ 6 nm and there-
atureT and[a, bl = ab + ba is the anticommutator. If we fore @ ~ 1 nm~!. The exchange energiés and I, can be



4

estimated from the AFM and FM ordering temperatures; asThe behaviour of these solutions depends on the relative val
suming a typical diffusivityD ; ~ 5x10~* m?s~! and atem-  ues ofe, ande? and now we can consider the two particular
peraturel’ =~ 4 K, we obtaink, ~ 0.2 nnt! andk., k, ~ cases. I, > €2, the rootsK; 4 are complex conjugates and

0.05 nn1!, which are all much smaller thap. the solutiond(20) describe a slowly decaying oscillatiothie
In order to make the approximations more transparent, weegative direction. 1, < ¢2, the rootsKj 4 are real, which
introduce the dimensionless quantities means thaf" decays exponentially without oscillations. This
) ) case corresponds to almost in-plane magnetization and con-
\ = K- and ¢ _ ki s (15) tains the limit of the spiral ferromagnet; expression (28) r
Q? e Q2 duces toK3 = Q+/2¢, +4e2 andKy = Q+/2¢, if €, = 0.

. ] ) . The solution corresponding t&4 has zero amplitude in any
with e, ., < 1. Without assuming anything about the rela- 5/F\v system, whilek; coincides with the value obtained by
tive values of these small numbers, we take the case in Wh'CBergere'et al 2
their respective leading terms are on the same order of mag- afer determining the eigenvaluds we calculate the cor-
nitude; our results are therefore applicable to the geweis#t  responding eigenvectors, i.e. the relative amplitudeshef t
and the particular cases can be obtained by taking apptepriagitferent components), . andf.. in each solution. Since the
Ii_mits. It turns out that the leading terms in the small girant rootsK » given by Eq. [(IB) appear as a direct consequence of
tiese,. ., are on the orders af, ¢, ande,,, hence we assume  he rotation of the magnetization vector, we expect the com-
for the approximations thaft ~ . ~ e,. Two roots ofA  phonentsf. to dominate in the corresponding solutions, and
;Bemoré;haf%ggt};xve neglect every term smaller ttjan gfnnﬁ? we choosd), = A, = 1[4}, andAj, are thed!, -

plitudes appearing in Eq§._{39{L3) for the solutions cor
responding to the root&’; and K, respectively]. Equation

(1+))? = 4&(1 +A+2)2) + de; (1=N). (16) (@I)showsthatl, < Ao inthese cases, whilé) < A’ =1
A A according to Eq.[{0). It is valid therefore to take ~ 0,
Since the terms on the right side age 1, the left side has then use Eqs[(10) and (13) together with Hq.l (18) to obtain
to be small, which is only possible ¥ ~ —1. In this case 41— = —1, Az =1andAip = Az = —2ie, in the leading

we can substitutd = —1 on the right side, hence Eq_{16) &PProximation. ,
reduces to The solutions corresponding to the other two rofig,

predominantly consist of the componemtsand f., there-
(1+A)2 + 8e, + 8€2 = 0, (17) fore we choosedsy = A4 = 1. Equations[(I2) and(13)
showthatd’ < A, < A inthese cases, which implies that
which gives\ = —1 + i\/8¢, + 8¢2. If we only keep the A’ ~ 0. Keeping this in mind, we can apply Eq. {12) to get
roots of K for which Re(K) > 0 and still neglect the terms A3, = Ay, = —2ie,, and Eq.[(I1) with Eq[(20) to obtain
smaller than:2, we obtain

Ago=—"2 and A, = —% (21)
K1 = +iQ + Q\/2e, + 2¢2 (18) G+ e —e € —ef — €

for the first two eigenvalue&. These correspond to rapidly Ve can again consider the two cases:. it €7, As: andAy.
oscillating solutions (together with the rotation of thegna- ~ @ré complex numbers with unit modulus, and, = —A3..
tization vector), which decay much more slowly in the neg-In Particular, Eq.[(21) reduces to
ative direction. Since only appears as? in Eq. [13), 9 9
the roots withRe(K) < 0 can all be paired up with their Az, ~ 1+ i< and Ay, ~ -1+ i< (22)
respective opposites and give the same solutions decaying i €z €z

the positive direction. Expressidn {18) without the teXahis
equivalent to the result obtained by Bergesteil 2 for a spiral
ferromagnet{, = 0, hence:, = 0).

The two remaining roots fok are on the order af?; in this
case we can treat as being small and hence neglect larger i€, 2ie2
powers of it. However, we must keep terms up to the order of Az, = 92 and Ay, ~ e (23)
e} in Eq. (I3) to obtain the quadratic equation " :

in the limit of e, > €2. If €, < €2, A3, and A4, are purely
imaginary numbers withAs. ||A4.| = 1; they are being ap-
proximated as

) ) s 9 ) if e. < €2. In the limiting case of the spiral ferromagnet
A —d(e + e) A +4A(e; + €, + 2eu6,) =0, (19) (e, — 0), A3. — 0 and|A44.| — cc. The latter means that
) i the solution forE” corresponding to the rodt, has onlyf.
— 2
which yieldsA = 2e, + 2¢; £ 2y/e; — 2. Note that the  ¢omponent (and no singlet, component): its amplitude is
leading terms are indeed on the ordershfe, ande,, as therefore zero, as already mentioned above.

stated above. Two more eigenvalugswith Re(K) > 0 are If we take the eigenvaiuek with Re(K) < 0, the corre-
obtained, sponding eigenvectors are similar to those corresponding t
their opposites; Eqs[_(1.8){13) show that the amplitudes,,
K34 = Q\/Qew +2e€2+2+/er — €2. (20) A, andA’_ remain the same if we multipli’ by (—1), while




A’_ changes sign. According td;y = A, + A’ , this means
that A, and A_ are exchanged. Keeping this in mind, we
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equation[(R) in a conical ferromagnet. If the FM occupies a
region of thicknesg in the z direction (more specifically, the

can write down the general solution for the linearized Usaderangel < z < d), the general solution can be written as

F= i [BnefK"Z (A

n=1

where the eigenvaluek,, and the relative amplitudes,,q,
A,.andA, 4 = A;,, £ A}, are given by the expressions ob-
tained in this section. Note that the amplitudgs, andA,,
are exchanged in the terms corresponding to the solutiahs wi
Re(K) < 0, as mentioned above. The amplitudgs and
C,, are determined by the boundary conditiong at 0 and

z = d; these are discussed in SEC] IV.

IV. JOSEPHSON CURRENT IN THE S/IFM/SJUNCTION

If the regions withz < 0 andz > d on the two sides of the
FM are occupied by two identical half-infinite superconduc-
tors S, we obtain a S/FM/S junction. The axief the conical

FM is perpendicular to the S/FM interfaces (see Fig. 1). Theg

two superconductors have a phase differencewith respect
to each other, so the bulk pairing potentials in the left dred t
right S are given byAe —*®/2 andAe*®/2 (A € R). The nor-
mal and the anomalous Green functionséﬁgR = G,1and
Frr = F,1e¥®/2 in the bulk of the left and right super-
conductors, respectively, whe€®, = hw/v/h2w? + A% and
F, = A/vVR?w? + AZ. The normal state conductivities of the
S and the FM are; ando¢, while the interfacial resistance
per unit area between the S and the FM is denote b\we
introduce the dimensionless quantities

05 Roy
ngf gf ’

where¢; = \/hD,/27kgT is the superconducting (quasipar-
ticle) coherence length of the S with, being its diffusivity. If

the interfacial resistance is large enough,ig:> max(1, ),
we can use rigid boundary conditions at the S/FM interface;

and vp (25)

we assume that the pairing potential and hence the Green's
functions are the same at the interface as in the bulk materia

Furthermore, because ¢f > 1 the anomalous functiof’

is sufficiently small in the FM, which verifies using the lin-

earized Usadel equations in the FM (see Set. IlI).
Assuming thaty, > max(1,~) is true, the rigid boundary

conditions aré

) R dF(0

Fi = G (0) 7y T (26)
at the left side of the FM« = 0) and

. . dF(d

Fr=GF(d)+ 73§f—() (27)

dz

1 o 1 1Qz (4 P - —z 1 N 1 1Qz (4 -
n01+Anzcrz+§2i:AneriQ (62Fiy))+Cre HKnd )(An01+Anz0’z+§zi:AnieiQ (amq:my))],

(24)
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Typical. R, dependence on the thickness
of the FM layer @ = 2.2x10722 J,Q = 9 x10° m™', D; =6
x107* m*s™!, D, = 25x107* m*’s7!, o; = 4 x10° (Qm)~!,
os = 6 x10° (Qm)~1): (left) in the limit of e, > €2 (I,/kp
I./kp = 100 K) and (right) in the limit ok, < ¢2 (I,./ks = 130

K, I./kp < 4 K) for two different values of the interfacial resistance

at the right side of the FMz(= d). If the FM layer is thick
enough { > &;), the terms containing=%~(¢=2) can be
neglected from the general solutién}24) neat 0, while the
terms containing %~ can be neglected near= d. In this
case we can take the componefitsf. and f1. of Eq. (24) at
z = d and obtain equations for the amplitud&s:

A 1P/2 .
e 1?2 = Z::lanno(l +I'K,), (28)
4
0=> CpAn.(1+TK,), (29)
n=1
4
0= CpAni(1+T(K, +iQ)), (30)

n=1

where the notatioli = yp¢;/Gy is used. Similar equations
hold for the amplitude®3,, at z = 0, the only difference is
that the sign of the phask/2 in the first term of Eq.[(28) is
negative. Substitutind<,, and A,,+ into Eq. [30) and using
|K5,4] < Q yields

(Ci2 —ier(C3 4+ Cy)) +T(£Qe(C3 + Cy) + koCi 2) = 0,

(31)
whereky = Q+/2¢,, + 2¢2. Even though'@ > 1, T'Qe¢, <
1 for realistic values of the interfacial resistance; it ¢olls



from Eq. [31) thatCy,Cy < Cj3,C4, therefore the terms

containingC; andC, can be neglected from Eqd._{28) and

(29). Those equations withsy = A49 = 1 take the form of

A
%6@/2 = (C5 4+ Cy) + T(K3C5 + K4Cy), (32)

0= (A3Z03 + A4ZO4) + F(Agngcg + A4ZK4O4). (33)

In the following we work in the limit ofe, >> €2, so we take
As, and Ay, given by Eq.[(2R) to get

Aei®/2 2
Cs34 c (1¥i€—r),
€

47 Qhw(1+ Ksal) Z (34)

where the expressioh (R0) for the rodts 4 can be approx-

imated asKs 4 ~ (Q+/2¢, + 2¢2 £ 2ie, in this case. Sub-
stituting C3 and Cy into Eq. [31) gives the remaining two

amplitudes,

Aei®/2e, (i 7 TQ)
Cip=

1—i€2/e,
= 2hw(1 4 kl)

1+ K3

1+i€2/e,
1+ K4 )
(35)

n=1 n=1

4 4
2 = =3 (D Bidize M Cudna (K +iQ)
+
4

4
= Y Cidie Y Budus (Kn £iQ)e ™). (40)

The firstrie%mS’l maiﬁlylcontains the solutions corresponding
to the eigenvalue&’; 4, while the second tern§; is mainly
contributed by the solutions correspondingi .. By using
the values of4,,o, A,, and A1 in the limite, > ¢2, the
expressions fof; and.S,; become

(B1Cs — CyBz3)

E2

1—- i—T) (B3Cy — C3By),

€z

+ AK e Kud (41)

2
S, = 4K38K3d<1+i6—r>
€z

The termi can be neglected from the numerator, because

T'Q > 1. Furthermore, sinc&’s and K, are complex conju-
gates ife, > €2, the sum in Eq.[{35) can be simplified to

Aet®/2e¢,TQ Re 1—i€2/e,
hw(1 4+ koI) 1+ K3 -

Cip=7F (36)

Sy = dko[e "4(C3B1 — B3 C1) + e %*4(Cy By — Bi )]

(42)
in the main approximation. Here we neglected the terms con-
taining the small amplitudes o, A2, As+, A4+ and used the
factthat|As,| = |A4.| = 1if €, > ¢2. By taking Ky = K}
and K, = K3 into account, then putting the above obtained

The results forB; 4 and B, 2 are the same as those given by expressions foB,, andC,, into Eqgs. [41) and{42) we obtain
Egs. [34) and(36) with the only difference being a minus sign

beforei® /2 in the phase factor aA.
The Josephson current in the S/FM/S junction of atda
given by?®

dF(z)
dz

MZAkBT 3 Im [Tr(ﬁ*(z)&y
w>0

1= &) @

which can be evaluated in the ranfe< z < d. We can
substitute the solution_(24) into Eq[{37) and take= d;
most terms do not give any imaginary contribution to thedrac
hence we obtain

To

- A
ej kgT Z Im(Sl + SQ),
w>0

I =

(38)

4 4
S =23 (Z Bi Al e K0S Cudyo o Ko

0,z n=1 n=1

4 4
— Z C;: :L(O,z) Z BnAn(O.,z)Kne_K"d) , (39)
n=1

n=1

AQ
h2w? ¢

—Kasd
Sy = 4isin(®) {(ng

1+ K3IN)?

(i)} e

Sy = 16isin(P)

A? Re 1 —ie2/e, 2
ﬁ2w2 1—|—K3F

2 2F2k —kod
ETQ—OQCOS(QCZ).

(1+ kol)? (44)

The Josephson current through the S/FM/S junction thezefor
obeys the formuld = I. sin(®), where the critical current,
is given by



. d—+ 25,«73 A2
LRy = dmhpT——02 3 7 ooy

= 1+ K3l)2 1+ K3 (1+ kol)2

Re [(K36_K3d (1 - zi—%)} + [Re(l — ie%/EZ)}24E%Q2F2k0€_kOd COS(Qd)]

(45)

with R, = (d + 2{4vB)/osA being the normal state resis- By taking the limit of I, — 0 (and hence, — 0), we
tance of the junction. recover an S/FM/S junction with a homogeneous FM of ex-

The dependence df.R,, on the thicknesd predicted by change energy.. In this limit, Eq. [45) reduces to
Eq. (45) is plotted in Fid.12 (left) for two values of the infeer
cial resistance?. Both curves show a small, rapid oscillation d+2¢y8 A2 Kae Ksd
superimposed on a large, slow oscillation; they both decay o IRy, = AmkpT e{(l K F)z}

. . . 3

the scale of the slow oscillation. Comparison between tiwe tw (46)
curves demonstrates that an increask meduces the current,
but makes the rapid oscillations relatively more pronogance

The first term in Eq.[(45) gives the slow oscillation, which
is mainly due to the “short-range” singlet and triplet compo K3 = \/2kZ + 2ik2. (47)
nents of the anomalous Green’s functibn(i.e. the singlet o _ _ _
componentf, and the triplet componerft with zero projec- Th|s is the standard formulafdg]_%n in a Josephson junction
tion on thez axis). Conversely, the second term in E.] (45)With @ homogeneous FM weak lirkk.
corresponds to the rapid oscillation, which is related #® th  The same result is obtained in the limit@f— oo because
“long-range” triplet components (i.e. the triplet compotee ¢, = k?/Q* — 0 in this case. The amplitude of the rapid
f+ with projection=1 on thez axis). Note that in our case oscillation vanishes a2, and hence we recover E4.{46).
the terms “short-range” and “long-range” do not mean anyThis is physically understandable; as the FM coherencefeng
difference in the respective decaying lengths; they arg onlbecomes very much larger than the characteristic spirag¢wav
defined like this to be consistent with the notions used ieoth length, the radial magnetization “averages out” on theesofil
papers>:38 &¢, which means that the situation is equivalent,to— 0.

Unlike the slow oscillation which is also present in a sys- Now we can return to Eqs[_(B2) arid [33) and take the op-
tem with a homogeneous FM, the rapid oscillation appearposite limit, i.e. where, < €2. In this case we usds, and
as a direct consequence of the inhomogeneous magnetizatiofi,, given by Eq. [[(2B) to obtain different values for the am-
This is shown clearly by the coincidence of its oscillati@ p plitudesB,, andC,,. However, the expression (38) with the
riod and the magnetic spiral wavelengthThe magnetization same termsS; and.S; still holds for the Josephson current.
changes quickly with respect to the FM coherence leggth  After substituting the new values &, andC,, into Eq. [38)
which explains why the amplitude of the rapid oscillation is and taking approximations valid in the given limit, we reeov
small compared to that of the slow oscillation. I = I..sin(®) and obtain

e h2w?
w>0

with the rootK; taking the form of

d—+ 2€f’73 A2
h2w?
>0

z

IR, = AnkpT _ &
e T+ KaT)2  del (11 KaD)? ) | (1 + kol)2(1 % K3l)

K —Ksd 2 K —Kad 42 2F2k —kod
{ ( 3¢ cx _—4C Q1 ko  cos(Qd) (48)

w

for the critical current. The root&’s 4 given by Eq. [(2D) can curate as when they are used in their respective limitingsas
be approximated aK; ~ Q+/2¢, + 4¢2 and K, ~ Q+/2¢,, Since the approximations leading to Eq.[(45) are less semsit
if e, < €2 than those required for Ed._(48), the former is preferredeto b

The I.R,, dependence od as given by Eq.[{48) is repre- used in such a case.

sented in Fig[R2 (right). The rapid oscillation is similarias

the limit of e, >> €2, but the slow oscillation is absent; the

other component of. decays exponentially without oscilla- v. COMPUTATIONAL METHOD FOR CALCULATING
tion. The rapid oscillation is still related to the “longage” THE JOSEPHSON CURRENT

triplet components, whereas the exponential decay is to the

short-range” singlet and triplet components. In this section we describe an alternative method for ob-

In the case between the two limits (whege~ €2), bothex-  taining the Josephson current in the S/FM/S junction; it re-
pressions(45) an@ (#8) are applicable, but they are not-as aquires computational power and does not yield an analytical



formula, but is exact within the framework of the linearized €, >E g,<2,
Usadel equations. The basic steps are the same as in the pre- ** N
vious sections: we first solve the linearized Usadel egnatio
(2) with the boundary conditions [Eqs._{26) andl(27)], then

evaluate Eq.[(37) at a suitable location.
Let us introduce the formal vector . .
dfo dfy dfy dfz) T T

F(Z): (fo’fm’fy7fz’57£’5’g (49)

40 50
d (nm)

I‘R" (mV)

I‘R“ (mV)

. FIG. 3: (Color online) Comparison of the analytical (solidwe) and
containing the components @f and their respective deriva- computational (dashed curve) results foR,, in the function of the
tives with respect ta. We denote the value of this vectBy, thicknessd: (left) in the limit of e, > ¢2 and (right) in the limit of
at the right side of the left S (at= 0) andF; at the left side  ¢- < ¢;. The parameters used are identical to those in[Big. 2 with
of the right S (atz = d). These consist of the components R = 3.0x107 "> Q m®.
of £, andFy, respectively. By using the method described in
the Appendix, we can relalé;, andF r through a matrix type
equation. Since we know the first four components of fth
andF i, we can use this equation to obtain the remaining four From the materials point of view, the dirty-limit model we
components (the derivatives). present is physically reasonable and most applicable fenwh

The Josephson current is evaluated with Eql (37) in the $he Ho thin film is polycrystalline. The electron mean-free
side of the left S/FM interface; since we calculate the autrre path of thin film Ho is< 1.0 nm and its normalized spiral
in the S, we must substitute, instead ofo; in Eq. (37). By lengthis~ 1.1 nm, whereas the coherence length in such films

using f.r. = fyr = f.r = 0 the formula simplifies to has recently been determined to be in th&zéim range'®
210 A dfor, In this new situation, we have shown that the Josephson cur-
I'=——kpT > Im (fOLW) ; (50)  rentis highly sensitive to the length of the conical ferrgmet
w>0 A with the current containing a rapidly oscillating compohen

in the function of the total conical magnetic thickness. Séhe
rapid oscillations are superimposed on a much slower oscil-
fation which has a longer wavelength. The longer oscilkatio
is directly linked to the strength of the ferromagnetic camp
oo(d+2 d nent and mainly depends on the singlet part of the anomalous
I.R, = 2ﬂk3T% > Im( f0L> (51)  Green’s function?”. The sign of the longer oscillation varies
/ w>0 with multiple phase transitions frotto = which depend on

Note that the values of,;, anddfo;, /d= depend on the phase t_he thickness (_)f the magnetic layer. The rapid oscillatmras,
difference®, as well as on other parameters describing thdinked to the triplet componeni; of the anomalous Green's
junction. fungtlon F. Alt_hough of a_shqrter wavelength to the slower
Evaluatingdfo;, /d= requires inverting matrices and taking oscnlauons,_ this rapid oscillation also decays on thdesocé
matrix exponentials, therefore this method does not give ate magnetic coherence length.
analytical formula like expressiors (45) ahdl(48). On the=ot
hand, it gives the right result in the more general case, #ven
Q is not large [in which case neither E. [45), nor Hq.] (48) is
applicable]. This method can also be used to check analytic
results; in our case it seems that within their respectingea,
Eqgs. [45) and[{48) show good coincidence with the result
obtained by the computational method: see FEig. 3.

where for, = Ae™"®/2 /\/A? + h2w? anddf,r /dz is calcu-
lated by the method described in the Appendix. By setting th
phase difference t&@ = /2 we obtain

The main feature of the results presented in this paper
is that the Josephson coupling through a conical ferromag-
net may not be long ranged as previously expected. In the
fimit considered, we have shown that the proximity effect is
short with a length scale comparable to that of the proxim-
ﬁy effects in a weak and collinear ferromagnet. Thus, the
theory explained in this paper is complementary to previous
studieg®:2:38 which assume that the magnetism of thin-film
conical magnets is comparable to the magnetism of conical

VI. SUMMARY . .
magnets in bulk single-crystal form.

We have calculated the Josephson currentin a superconduc-From the experimental view, the theory presented in this
tor/ferromagnetic/superconductor junction in which taed-  paper is directly applicable to situations in which two $atg
magnet has a conical magnetic structure. In view of thegeali type superconductors are coupled via a rare-earth conical
tic interfaces that can exist between thin-film supercotmtsc magnet (e.g., Ho). The experiment should be designed in
(Al, Pb, and Nb being the elements typically used) and thinsuch a way that the current flowing through the superconduc-
films of conical magnets such as Ho, we have extended th@r/ferromagnetic/superconductor junction is restddie the
problem to a regime in which the ferromagnetic coherencgrowth direction of the conical magnet, e.g., along the 5,axi
length is long compared to the electron mean-free path ansuch as in the case illustrated in Fig. 1(a). For similar eixpe
the normalized spiral length of the magnetic spiral. mental situations, see referentemnd®.
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APPENDIX: COMPUTATIONAL METHOD IN DETAIL

The boundary conditions at the S/FM interfaces are given
by Egs. [26) and (27), and the equations relating the appropr

ate derivatives,

dFy

*dz

o7 4F(0) =G, dj; " (A

dz

o dF(d)
dz

and

Os Os

If we assume rigid boundary COﬂditiOmﬁ?L/dZ anddFR/dz
are small becausé, Fr ~ constant. However, they are

still not equal to zero and they must not be neglected in
this treatment. The boundary conditiohsl(26).] (27) andA.1

can be written as vector equationE:(0) = l\A/IfLFL and
Fr = Mp;F(d) with the 8<8 matrices

~ G:1 Ro.d
MfL - ( O Gso_si/o_f ) ) (A2)
- _ Gsi RO’fi
Mrs = ( 0 Gilogl/o, ) (A3)

The symbolsl and0 denote the 44 unit and zero matrices,
respectively. In order to deal with the interior of the FM, we
return to Eqgs.[(6)(8) and introduce new functions gs =
fle’@ andf_ = f’ e~"9* (primes do not denote derivatives
here). In this case we obtain the equations

d* fo

—5 — 2k fo — 2ik2 . — ik7(fL + 1) =0,

(A.4)

d2
d

o, o dfy
+ 2:Q)——
22 Q dz

—Q*fL - 2K3 fL — 2ik}fo =0, (A5)

*f. 2 G2,
—2kZf. —2iksfo = 0. (A.6)
dz2
Equations[(A.#)-(A.6) can be written compactly as
d¥'(z)  ~ . - 0 1
if we introduce the formal vector
dfo df. df_ df.
F'(2) = Cfl e, = “2Z). (A8
(2) = (fou Fi flo £ T2 T2 2= 25) (AB)
The 4x4 matricesk andL are given by
2k2 k2 k2 2ik?
~ | 20k2 Q2+ 2k2 0 0
K=lon2 " o “@rraz o |» W9
2ik? 0 0 2k2

9

~

0
0
o | (A.10)
0

as it is clear from Egs[(Al4)(A.6). Solving Eq.[(AY) in the
region0 < z < d givesF’(d) = exp(dMp)F’(0). We also
introduce the conversion matrices

1 0 0000 0 O
0 1 400000
0 1 —i00000
00 010000
FF=10 0 001000} (A11)
0—iQ Q 001 i 0
0 iQ Q 001 —i 0
00 0000TO0 1
1 0 0 00 0 0 0
0 a/2 1/2a 00 0 0 0
0 —ia/2 /200 00 0 0 0
N |0 0 0 10 0 0 0
FF=10 o0 0 01 0 0o 0|’
0 iaQ/2 —iQ/2a 0 0 a/2 1/2a 0
0 aQ/2 Q/2a 00 —ia/2 i/2a O
0 0 0 00 0 0 1
(A.12)

wherea = ¢@?. These can be used to convét0) to
F'(0) asF’(0) = Mz ;F(0) andF’(d) to F(d) asF(d) =
M;F'(d). By taking the matrices defined in EqS_(A.2),
(A.3), (A1), (A.11) and[[A.IR) we obtain

Fr = MF,, (A.13)

M = MpsM;rexp(dMp)Mps M. (A.14)

Due to rigid boundary conditions, the componentspfare
for = Ae /2 /\/A2 1 R202 and f.r = fur = for = 0,
while the components dfz arefor = Ae'®/2 /\/AZ + h2w?
andf,r = fyr = f:r = 0. The first four components of the
vectorsF;, andFy are therefore known and Ed._(A]13) can
be used to obtain the remaining four components (the deriva-
tives). If we divide the matritVI into 4x 4 blocks as

(i 3t )

and then take the first four components of Hg. (A.13), a pre-
multiplication byMl‘21 gives the derivatives as

~

M = ]\:411 ]\:412

(A.15)
Moy Moo

d}cOL?dZ }COR }COL
dfer/dz r— T Y z
&y —Mml[ fon | =M 1
dsz/dZ .sz .sz

(A.16)
The first componentf,, /dz is used in Eqs[{30) anf (b1).
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