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We study a tunnel junction consisting of two thin-fikswave superconductors separated by a thin, insulating
barrier in the presence of misaligned in-plane exchangdsfielVe find an interesting interplay between the
superconducting phase difference and the relative otientaf the exchange fields, manifested in the Josephson
current across the junction. Specifically, this may be emifti = (Ip + I, cos ) sin A@, wherel, andI,,
are constants, and is the relative orientation of the exchange fields wilé is the superconducting phase
difference. Similar results have recently been obtainedtlirer S/I/S junctions coexisting with helimagnetic
or ferromagnetic order. We calculate the superconductiagroparameter self-consistently, and investigate
quantitatively the effect which the misaligned exchangk$ieonstitute on the Josephson current, to ség, if
may have an appreciable effect on the Josephson currerg.fdund that/, and I,,, become comparable in
magnitude at sufficiently low temperatures and fields clasthé critical value, in agreement with previous
work. From our analytical results, it then follows that thesdphson current in the present system may be
controlled in a well-defined manner by a rotation of the excgfeafields on both sides of the junction. We
discuss a possible experimental realization of this pritipos

PACS numbers: 74.20.Rp, 74.50.+r1, 74.20.-z

I. INTRODUCTION mogenous magnetic fie!®¥l Indeed, for superconducting films
of thickness < ¢ <« A, wheref is the coherence length (aver-

The study of physical effects that arise due to an interplay?9€ Size of the Cooper pairs) ahds the magnetic field pene-
between superconductivity (SC) and ferromagnetism (FMmjration depth, a magnetic field which is applied in the plahe o
has grown considerably over the last decade (seeRefs.d.,2 ai€ film will penetrate it practially uniformly. In this casthe
references therein). Much effort has been devoted to obtai€iSsner effect-response of the superconductor s incei@pl
ing a better understanding of the exotic phenomena that magHch that the screening currents are min#haBince orbital
appear in heterostructures of superconductors/ferrostagn €€Cts are suppressed in such a geometry, the criticalisield
To mention a few of these, it is natural to highlight the studydetermined by the paramagnetic limitation. Such type of sys
of m-junctions, both theoreticaffyand experimentalfy and  tems have been considered eaffigf2324 Nevertheless, we
the proximity effects giving rise to induced SC correlatiom  NOPe to shed some light on a matter which has not been in-
normal metals/half-metals/FM metafsas prime examples of Vestigated extensively in such systems: manipulating arsup
the potential that lies within this field of research. Alsajtg ~ Current of spin and/or charge by controlling a misalignment
recently, the coexistence of SC and FM in the same materidlf magnetic fields present on both sides of the barrier. Such a
was discovered # UGe, and URhGe, and possifii9 also  Proposition was first made by Kulic and Ku¥fcin 2001 (al-
in ZrZn,. Such ferromagnetic superconductors (FMSC) dis-P€itin a physically completely different system), who ded
play simultaneously multiple broken symmetries [SU(2) and@N €xpression for the Josephson current over a junction sepa
U(1)], an interesting property that may be exploited in term rating two spin-singlet superconductors with spiral magne
of dissipationless quantum transport of spin and/or chaege order. It was found that the supercurrent could be conttolle
tween such materiais12.13 by adjusting the relative orientation of the exchange figld o

Besides the interest from a fundamental physics point oPOth sides of the junction, a finding that quite remarkably
view, transport properties in SC/FM heterostructuresanity suggested a way of tuning & supercurrent in a well-defined
attract much attention, since it is hoped that the new pbysicma_nner frome..g. a Of to-junction. However, from an ex
that emerges in this type of systems may be useful for applic?€limental point of view such states are very hard to realize
tions in nanotechnology and spintrori&sThe discoveries of oreover it is extremely difficult, if not impossible, to cival

unconventional superconductors displayihgiave single®®, the magnetization m|saggnbmentaqross the “.‘””e"r(‘jg lu?gm
p-wave triplet®, and even mixed singlet-triplet SC pairing Later investigations made by Eremin, Nogueira, and Tatento

symmetrie&’ 18 offers the theoretician a true goldmine in considered a simi_lar system as Kulic and Kulic, namely two
terms of rich physics and opportunities to explore. In theFulde-Ferrel-Larkin-Ovchinnikov (FFLO) supercondustdr

present paper, however, we will be concerned with a system (%?foemstln? W'tg he"mag”e“c orso'gr / Recsec?'gly, th_e samehef-
two thin-film spin-singlets-wave superconductors separated ect was found to exist in a FMSC/I/FMSC junction as shown

13 H
by a thin, insulating barrier in the presence of misaligned i by Grznsleth_at Iafl. ,ba_systenr_wtgch presumably has a much
plane exchange field. This would be equivalent to a F/S/I/S/Peler potential for being realized.

system assuming that the S/F bilayer is thin and thus may be In the present paper, we show that a similar effect may be
represented by a BCS superconductor in the presence of a ha@alized by applying misaligned in-plane exchange fields in
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thin-film F/S/I/S/F junction, where S represents an s-whiret  in-plane exchange field giving rise to an exchange intevacti
film superconductor in an external magnetic field provided by At this point, some comments are in order. We assume that
F (a ferromagnet). Such a system should be possible toeealino vortices are present in the system. This puts limitat@ns
experimentally. We derive the linear-response expredsion the dimension of the thin-film. Our assumption of a homoge-
the Josephson current within the Matsubara formalism, andous exchange field in the superconductors can only be justi-
solve for the SC order parameter self-consistently, tiiemea fied given that the thickness of the film is smaller t#amoth
providing numerical results for the supercurrent thatesri®  the penetration depth and coherence length The physical
the system for arbitrary misalignment of the magnetic fieldreason for this is that an externally applied in-plane mégne
across the junction. We investigate under what experimerfield is found to penetrate the superconductor without ereat
tal conditions the predicted modulation of the total Joeeps ing vortices as long as there is no room for the vortices, Wwhic
current is most easily observed. We also suggest an expetiypically have a diameter aD(¢). This amounts to a thick-
mental setup to test these predictions. ness of ordeil0 nm, which is well within reach of current
This paper is organized as follows. In Secl I, we es-experimental techniques.
tablish our model and the formulation to be used through- Moreover, we will neglect phase-fluctuations and amplitude
out the paper, and solve for the SC order parameter selfluctuations in the superconducting order parameter irpiis
consistently. The Josephson current is calculated withén t per. Amplitude-fluctuations may safely be negleétd In a
tunneling Hamiltonian formalism in SeEJIll. Our main find- strong type-II superconductor, neglecting critical flattans
ings for the numerical values of the parameters that determi (which are transverse phase-fluctuations, or equivalewntly
the modulation of the Josephson current as a function of théces) is certainly not valid close enough to the normal ineta
twist in the orientation of the exchange fields on both sides o- superconductor transitié®2°. In type-ll superconductors,
the junction, are presented in SEC] IV with a discussionrgive neglect of critical fluctuations is expected to be reasamabl
in Sec.[W. In this section, we also provide a description ofprovided we are outside the critical region, which is expédct
a possible heterostructure for realizing the physicabsiten  to be quite narrow around the critical temperature and-criti
we describe in this paper. Specifically, we suggest how oneal field unless the superconductors are of the extreme type-
may be able to physically misalign an external field across th 11282, In deep type-I superconductors, the mean field approx-
tunneling junction (by an arbitrary amount). Finally, wersu  imation is expected to be excellent in any case, since thegpha
marize our results in SeE_ VI, and reemphasize what our newansition in such systems is of first oré#%:32
findings are compared to previous results. In Eq. (), our basis is

ox = (cxr cik¢)T, 3
Il. MODEL AND FORMULATION
where{ck,, cfm} are annihilation and creation fermion oper-
The total HamiltonianH for a system consisting of two ators with momenturk and spins. By diagonalizing Eq.[{2)
superconductors separated by an insulating layer in the prethrough.Ay = PkaPII’ Eq. (@) turns into
ence of an in-plane exchange field can be writte &5 =
Hy + Hgr + Hr, where L and R represent the individual su- H = Hy+ Z 3L Dy, (4)
perconductors on each side of the tunneling junction, dind
describes tunneling of particles through the insulatingita
separating the two superconductors. At the level of medd-fie where the diagonal matrix reads, = diag(Ex+, Fx,), and
theory the individual superconductors are described by the basispy consists of new fermion operators according to

k

H=Ho+Y ¢l Acpu, (1) P = Plow = (@ €T )T (5)
k

Upon defining the auxiliary quantity
whereH, is given by

H|? Ry = %7 (6)
o= e Y i B NGRS
Xk X 240

p the diagonalization matrix may be written as
§k —h Ae'
Ak = ) (2)

Ae ™ —g —h R
Pk _ Nk < 1 Rke ) ’

. ]{ke*“9 1
Here,k is the electron momentungy = ex — p, 0 =1, 1=

+1, p is the chemical potential (which & = 0 is com- N =1/4/1+ R2. )
pletely equivalent to the Fermi energyll is the magnetic

field, » is the exchange energy, is the magnetic permeabil- \ve find that the energy eigenvalues may be written as
ity, while Ae'? is the superconducting order parameter and

bk = (c_k|ckt) denotes the two-particle operator expectation [ 5
value. Eq. [(R) is valid for ar-wave superconductor with an Exo = 01/&c + A% = h. 8)



Concerning ourselves witk-wave pairing k-independent 02
gap), we note thakly, = E_y,, which allows us to recast
Eq. @) into the form o e R W
H=H,— Z EkJ, T Z UEkacleCka- (9) 02— Reference line
k ko ——h =004
) _ ) -0.4 1
The self-consistent gap equations are derived from the freex —h =024
ener iven b 5
ayd y % -0.6 h =044 i
1 g
F=H~Y Fi ~ BZ'”(lJre’ﬁ”Ek”)- 10) T _os —h=068, 1
k ko
—h =084 |
yielding the self-consistency equation -1
c [*° 1-fIF - fI-F -1.2f ) :
s =1- ¢ [ [ IBE RO, e .
2 VE+ A?
(11) 0 02 04 06 08 1 1.2
A0, h)/ Ao

where the weak-coupling constant= VN (0) is set to 0.2
hereafter, whilev, is arbitrarily set to 1% of the Fermi en- F|G. 1: (Color) Plot of the functiom[(A(0, k)] given by Eq. [T1)
ergy,i.e. £1/100, which corresponds ta,/A ~ 70, which  to illustrate the possible solutions for the gap, given byerehthe
essentially is equivalent too/A — oo. (wo/A = 10 suf-  curves intersect the dotted line. WheyiA, > 0.5, there is more
fices to achieve this limit in the quantities we consider inthan one solution to the gap equation, but only one of thesstable.
this paper). In the limit of zero exchange fiefd,— 0, the  As shown in the inset, where we have plotted the field deperedeh
well-known result (see.g. Ref.[23) is obtained. The Fermi- this stable solution, a first order phase transition to thenabstate
Dirac distribution functions entering in Eq_{11) are give 'S Present atzero temperature.

f(€) = 1/(1 + €°¢) whereg is inverse temperature. We have
introduced the usual simplification of a pairing potentfadtt

. S ; ) hase transition dt = Ay whereas the gap remains indepen-
is attractive in a small energy interval around Fermi-level P 0 gap b

dent onh for h < A,. Consider now the dependence of the
(12) critical temperature as a function &f illustrated in Fig.[R.
Effectively, theT, vs. h curve gives the phase diagram of a

with (V > 0), and zero otherwise. Herey is a typical fre- superconductor with an in-plane exchange field. Note that al

quency cutoff defining the spectral width of the bosons rethough a non-zero solution fak exists under the dotted line

sponsible for the pairing. We do not further specify whasthe in Fig. [2, one must turn to free energy considerations in or-

bosons are. Eq[{11) will be the governing equation for theder to determine whether the normal state or superconduct-

gapA = A(T, h) at an arbitrary temperature and arbitrary ing state is favored. Such a study was undertaken in|Ref. 19

in-plane exchange field. The orbital effect from the excleang (see their Fig. 1). The Clogston-Chandrasekhar criticéd fie

field in this configuration is suppressed, since the elestase 7 = Ag/V2 atT = 0 is also given in the Figi#:34 In the

restricted from moving in thé-direction due to the thin-film present paper, we will be concerned with the field dependence

structure. of the physical quantities, and thus choose five represeatat
The order parameter may now be solved for numericallyfemperatures (see Tab. 1) at which the SC state is indeed the

by integrating the gap equation Eq._{11). Consider first thédhermodynamical state favored, as given by Ref. 19.

zero temperature case, where we have plotted the dependence

of g(A) on h in Fig. [, such that the possible solutions are e , . ,

identified by locating the intersection with the dotted lie ;’Q(B;)I}EI Critical field at the five representative temperasiwe will

fined by g(A) = 0. In agreement with previous reséfts

we find that forh /A, < 0.5 there is a unique solution of

A(0, h) that satisfieg/[A(0, k)] = 0, while another solution

ka’aﬁ = —V for |£k(k/) — /L| < wo,

Temperaturd’ /Ao  Critical field h. /Ao

A(0,h) < Agis present fol0.5 < h/Ay < 1.0. However, 0.001 0.70
this has been found to be unstable, such that we will only con- 0.1 0.68
sider the solution for the largest ¢@pIn this case, one may 0.2 0.65
simply write 0.3 052
AL — { Ao if h < Ay 3 0.4 0.35

’ 0 if h > Ay.

Finally, we give a plot of the field dependence®ft finite
In the inset of Fig.[ 11, we have plotted the field-dependencéemperatures, illustrated in Fil] 3. It is seen that the phas
of the stable solutiol\ (0, 2). As shown, there is a first order transition at the critical field remains discontinuous asé-



0.7 Ill. JOSEPHSON CURRENT
067 il In order to calculate the Josephson charge-current over the
junction, we make use of the equilibrium Matsubara Greens-
05k | function formalism at finite temperatures (seg. Ref.!39).
Possible SC Since we are interested in misaligned exchange fields on both

sides of the junction, we will use different quantizatioreax

{0'4’ 1 on the left and right side of the barrier. By including the
= = Wigner d-functiorf®, one may then account for the fact that
;3 03 & . an 1-spin on one side of the junction is not the same as an
= h/Do =1/V2 -spin on the other side. Defining
2 a ’ (¢/2) —sin(p/2)
COS — S
D(p) = ( ’ iy ) : (14)
o1l | sin(p/2) cos(p/2)
the tunneling Hamiltonian of the present system may be writ-
% 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 tenas

h/Ag
/ Hr =Y [D(9)|oo TpCptpor + hoC. (15)

FIG. 2: (Color) The phase diagram in theT" plane for a supercon- kpoo’

ductor in the presence of an exchange field. A non-zero solditir

the gap exists under the dotted line, indicating a possiflgltase. Above, ¢k, designate fermion operators on the right side of

The exact regime where SC is energetically favored over éhemal  the junction, whiled,, represents fermion operators on the

state was studied in Ref.|19, see their Fig. 1. Since the ghase left side of the junction, andy, is the tunneling probability

sition is first order, note that the ratid(7’, k) /T(h) is not constant  amplitude. The Josephson charge-currentis now defined as
as in the pure BCS case, as shown in the inset.

_ /AN
It) = —e(=5=), (16)
nite temperaturé§=36.37 where the time derivative of the number operator is given by
| d]\;'t(t) = 1e‘H,t[Ht,N|_]e*1H/t. a7

0.9¢ 1 We have defined!’ = H| + Hg, and only taken into account

the contribution from the tunneling Hamiltonian to the time

derivative. In this way, the calculated current will onlynco

i sist of processes corresponding to physical transportsacro

the junction and not any additional contributions origingt

1 from a lack of particle conservation number on each side

of the junction, respectively. The procedure to obtafn)
T/A = 000{ is now fair!y straight-forvyard, and may be re.viewedeijg.

Refs.[11,12,13,41. We find that at zero applied voltage, the

T/Bo =01 Josephson-current is time-independent and reads
0.3} © lst order phase —— T/Ay=0.2
transitions T/Ay=0.3 | Iy = (Io + Iy cos @) sin A9, (18)
0.2 T/Ay=0.4
01} ] wherey is the relative orientation of the exchange fields and
Ad is the superconductivity phase difference across the junc-
00 0‘2 0‘4 0‘6 0‘8 1 tion. This establishes a Josephson current which may be con-
' ' h/Ao ' ’ trolled through an adiabatic rotation of misaligned exadw®an

fields in a planar S/I/S system, or equivalently an F/S/I/S/F

FIG. 3: (Color) Field dependendeof the superconducting order pa- layer. While it is not clear how the exchange field could be
rameterA = A(T, k) at finite temperatures. The sudden end of the€xperimentally controlled in a well-defined manner in junc-
curves clearly indicates a sharp drop in the gap, indicatidgcon-  tions with BCS! and FFLG? superconductors coexisting
tinuous nature of the normal metal-superconductor phassition.  with helimagnetic order, where this effect has been disliss
previously+?2 we will proceed to show that experimental
verification of this type of effect should be more feasible in
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the present system. The amplitudes entering in[Ed. (18) readvhereT is a real constant, and the angles entering in [Ed. (22)
define the trajectories of the quasiparticles involved imtl-

Iy = 2eT? Z NgR NZRp L, ing; see Fig[¥ below.
kp
Tunneling barrier
Iy =2eT* Y NZRiNJRpFi,, (19)
kp /
whereT = |Tkp| is the tunneling amplitude (see discussion TN z
below) and G T
. 19R y
f(Eka)_f(E /5) X
FEt — aﬁ[ p X
kp ; Exa — Epp

+

(20) FIG. 4: (Color) The tunneling scenario illustrated for twaagiparti-
cles approaching the barrier separating the supercongudtor in-

ming momenta with a large component perpendicular todheds
green), tunneling occurs with greater probability thanif@oming
momenta with a small component perpendicular to the bameek).

1 — f(Exa) — f(Epﬂ)}
Ekoc + Epﬁ .

Note that when the exchange field vanishes, we have th
F_, =0, such thatl,, = 0. In general, therefore, for weak

exchange fields we ex_pect thigt < Io. Hence, an apprecia- The sign of the component of momentum perpendicular to theésba
ble amount of modulation of the total Josephson curfgmly 6t pe preserved in the process. Favave superconductors, the

a twist in the magnetization across the junction will requr  tnneling matrix element may be approximated by a consterite
certain amount of fine tuning. We will detail this below. it may not for anisotropic superconductors.

Having stated this, we are now able to investigate quanti-
tatively how the Josephson charge-current in our system de-
pends on the relative orientation of the exchange fields on

We now consider in more detail the Josephson current asigoth sides of the junction. The misalignmentof the ex-
function of both temperature and twist in the exchange fieldghange fields enters the expression for the Josephson eharge
upon insertion of the self-consistent solutions|&f(7’, k)|  current through Eq.[{18), which accounts for the qualiativ

into the expression for the Josephson current, gl (18). Tgehaviour. Converting the summation to integration as de-
this end, we replace summation over momenta by integratiogcribed above, we obtain

over energies by means of the formula

IV. RESULTS

wo

= 2¢7? 2A(T, h)? R . L
%ka: / / ddON(e, D) F(= ), (21) Io = 2T [N(O)PA(T h) / [ e
- ]

[A(T, h -1
o |0+ e s
where [ d2 corresponds to an angular integration over a con- =iz {6+ V& + AT, h)]?}2
stant sheet of energyin momentum spacey (¢, Q) is the an-
gularly resolved density of states, afde, 2) = Flk(e, Q)] % déi 7 (23)
is an arbitrary function. In general, it is necessary to spec &+ VE + AT, h)?

fiy the nature of the tunneling matrix element in some de- o ) )

tail, since the crude approximatidfix,|2 = 72 may lead While I,,, is given by the above expression by performing the
to unphysical resul. A plausible conjecture for the tun- SubstitutionF"*(&;, &) — F~(&,&2). However, it is obvi-
neling matrix element should incorporate two key elementsous that ifly > I,,, the effect of rotatingy will be very

i) quasiparticles moving perpendicularly towards the jurcti  Small. For the purpose of obtaining a Josephson currentwhic
should have a higher probability of tunneling than quasiparmay be controlled by rotating the exchange fields, we are in-
ticles moving parallell to it, andi) the direction of momen- terested in obtainind,, as large as possible. To see if this
tum should be conserved in the tunneling-processa right- is possible, we need to investigate under what circumsgance
moving quasiparticle on the left side of the junction shouldvaryinge will have an appreciable effect on the total Joseph-
only tunnel into a right-moving quasiparticle on the rigites ~ Son current. Earlier work82* have considered a similar sys-

of the junction, and vice versa. However, due to isotropictems as the one considered in this paper, but restricted the
gap in the present system, taking into account explicitly th exchange field orientations to be either parallel or andipar
angular dependence of the tunneling probability merelyesor lel. Hence, our work represents a considerable extension of
sponds to a numerical prefactor. For anisotropic supeteond these results. Furthermore, we explicitly compute thetivela
tors withk-dependent gaps, such an approximation is clearlynagnitude between the terfy,, that provides the possibility

not valid. Similarly to Ref/ 43, one should then make the©f controlling; by rotatingy, and the "intrinsic” Josephson-
ansatz term . Consider Fig[5 for a plot ofy /2¢[N (0)]>7 272 and

I,,/2¢[N(0)]*T272, and Fig.[® for the total Josephson cur-
|Tip|? = T2 sinYrsin g O[sgnsindr) - sgn(sinvy )], (22)  rentl,, as a function of/A, for several values of’/Ay.
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—0.5¢ T/AU =01 T/Ao =0.3
T/Ag =0.2 T/A; =0.4
9 . . .
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
h/ Ao

FIG. 5: (Color) Plot of the components and/,, as a function of ex-
change fielch for several temperaturg. It is seen thaf,,, becomes
non-zero only as increases towardd, such that the Josephson
current is only sensitive to a rotation of the misorientatid the ex-

change fields in this regime.

T/Ay=0.3
T/Ay=0.4

25 :
I13(0)
---- Ijm)
2,
™
Nk
byl T/80 =0.001
Z | T/Ac=01
=
O
N
=~
S
kS

FIG. 6: (Color) Plot of the total Josephson current in theafelt
1,(0) and antiparallelll;(7) configuration of the exchange fields on
both sides of the junction. It is seen that the Josephsoreiuis
actually enhanced with increasing field strength for thépanallell
configuration for low enough temperatures, in agreemert e

result of Refs, 19,24.

From Fig.[B, it is seen thdt, is non-zero only wheh — h,

h/Ag

mechanism of tuning the magnitude of the Josephson current,
as shown in FiglJ7. One infers that the increasé;ahay be

as large as 20%. Note that the formal logarithmic divergence
of the current in Fig[6 folh — Ag whenT — 0 may be
removed by considering higher orders of the tunneling matri
probability?®. Practically speaking, this divergence is clearly
not of any concern since the critical field is determined ly. Ta

M which states thak./Ag — 1/v/2 asT — 0.

1.15

1.05F Adiabatic rotation of ¢ tunes I;

0.9

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7
h/ Ao

FIG. 7: (Color) Plot of the total Josephson charge-currefiya\, =
0.001 as a function ofr up to the critical fieldh. = 0.7A¢ in the
presence of an adiabatic rotationgfranging fromp = 0top = =
in steps of0.17 from bottom to top.

V. DISCUSSION

A possible realization of the system proposed in the present
paper could be achieved by either applying external magneti
fields to a thin-film S/I/S structure, or by considering twinth
S/F bilayers with misaligned magnetization orientatiogg-s
arated by a thin, insulating barrier (see F{g. 8). In such a
geometry, the influence of the FM layers is non-local in the su
perconductor, such that the exchange field may be considered
homogeneos Another important point concerns the thick-
ness of the superconducting films, which would need to fulfill
d < & < \inorder for the exchange field to penetrate the film
uniformly (note that the screening currents giving risehte t
Meissner effect are suppressed in this geomé&trgithough
making the film too thin could give rise to problems with
being too smaff. Moreover, it is likely that the Josephson

for any temperature. This suggests that the Josephsomturrecurrent would display a Fraunhofer diffraction pattern rieo
will only respond to a rotation of the exchange fields throughcannot find a way of avoiding magnetic flux from the FM lay-
the I,,, cos ¢ term at very low temperatures and fields closeers to penetrate the barrier. In this respect, the antilgdiral

to their critical values. Specifically, for the parallellcaan-
tiparallell configuration, this statement is consistenthwthe

alignment of the exchange fields is probably the most promis-

ing, since the flux penetration of the barrier could be exgréct

findings of Refs| 19,24. In general, however, we have her¢éo cancel out. Applying a field perpendicular to the stack
shown that an adiabatic rotationgfimay offer a well-defined would not give rise to a Fraunhofer diffraction pattern, but



since the demagnization factarin such a geometry is close ing the fields on both sides of the junction with equal freguen
to 1, the critical field would be very smé&ll Recall that the cies gives no AC effect.
relation between an applied fiel., and the field set up by ~ We close by reemphasizing that the above ideas should be

the superconductdd; may be written & experimentally realizable bg.g. utilizing various geometries
in order to vary the demagnetization fields. Alternativelye
H, — 1 H,. (24) may use exchange biasing to an anti-ferromagnet by deposit-
1—n ing an anti-ferromagnetic layer on top of the whole struetur

shown in Fig[8. Techniques of achieving non-collinearity a

In the present paper, we have studied the tunneling limitoytinely used in ferromagnet-normal metal structéfes
equivalent to a low transparency barrier. The effect of in-

creasing the transparency of the barrier was treated witlein
Blonder-Tinkham-Klapwijk-formalis#f in Ref.[19, where it
was found thaf; was no longer enhanced by increasinge-
gardless of whether the orientation of the exchange fields wa
parallell or antiparallell. In the high transparency caec- In this paper, we have studied the Josephson charge-current
tually decreased more rapidly as a functiorhafheny = = that arises over a junction separating two thin-fikwave sin-
compared tap = 0. This shows that the Josephson-currentglet superconductors in the presence of misaligned ineplan
would still be sensitive to a rotation qf, although now the exchange fields. A possible realization of such a system
¢ = 0 configuration would correspond to the largest criticalis visualized in Fig. [B, where the idea is that a thin S/F
current. layer may be considered as a superconductor with a homo-
If an experimental setup as suggested here could be regeneous exchange field pregént The analytical solution
within the Matsubara formalism reveals an interplay betwee
the misorientation of the exchange fields, described byithe a
gle ¢, and the SC phase differene® through the relation
I; = (Io + I, cos ) sin AG, wherel, andI,,, are real con-
stants. Using a self-consistently obtained solution ofSke
order parameter, we obtain a numerical plot of the Josephson
currentfor arbitrary exchange fields and temperaturesciSpe
ically, we examine the magnitude @§ and I, in order to
investigate whether th&,, term may contribute significantly
to I; or not. While previous works have considered only the
parallell (¢ = 0) or antiparallell ¢ = 7) configuration of
the fields, our results show that the Josephson currentewill r
spond to any rotation of the orientation of the fields through
the termI,, cos p. Consequently, we have analytically and
numerically made an important distinction between the con-
tributions to7; that stem from an "intrinsic” Josephson-term
FIG. 8: (Color) Suggested experimental setup for achiekibgoge- I, and the terml,, that allows for a manipulation of the
neous exchange fields in the superconductor. The antiptalgn-  Josephson-currentthrough a tuningrofThis clarifies exactly
ment of the exchange fields is probably the most viable toze@ Loy 7; depends on the field orientations in any configuration.
order to avoid the Fraunhofer diffraction of the resultingephson  \ze find thatl, and1,, become comparable only for values of
current. the exchange field close to the critical value. In this case, t
. ) . Josephson charge-current may be enhanced by the presence
ized, the effect of the interplay betweerandA¢ in Iymay  f the exchange fields and controlled in a well-defined man-

be observed in the following manner. For a superconductofer py adiabatically rotating the field directions on eacfesi
superconductor junction, the critical Josephson curgeder  of the junction.

tected through the emission of microwave radiation with a
power determined by the magnitude of the current and by the
rate of change of the relative orientation between the exgha
fields on both sides of the junction. This is the magnetic-anal
ogy of supplying an electrostatic potential to maintain & A
Josephson effectin the charge-channel. In this way, one-mai  J. L. gratefully acknowledges G. Burnell for very helpful
tains the novel AC oscillations both in the charge-Josephsocomments with regard to experimental considerations, and
current by rotating the exchange fields, even in the absence &. K. Dahl for clarifying an important point concerning the
an electrostatic voltage. Hence, a feasible experimeeté v superconducting-normal phase transition. This work was
fication of the novel effect we predict in this paper would besupported by the Norwegian Research Council Grants No.
the detection of microwave radiation associated with an ACL57798/432 and No. 158547/431 (NANOMAT), and Grant
Josephson effect originating with rotating magnetic fieldrs  No. 167498/V30 (STORFORSK). The authors acknowledge
that the misalignment angle varies with time. Note thattrota Center for Advanced Study at The Norwegian Academy of
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