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The effects of spin-polarized quasiparticle transport in superconducting®XB@,_ s (YBCO) epitaxial
films are investigated by means of current injection into perovskite ferromagnet-insulator-superconductor
(F-1-S) heterostructures. These effects are compared with the injection of simple quasiparticles into control
samples of perovskite nonmagnetic metal-insulator-supercond(tb6). Systematic studies of the critical
current density {) as a function of the injection current density ), temperatureT), and the thicknesgl)
of the superconductor reveal drastic differences between the F-I-S and N-I-S heterostructures, with strong
suppression ofl. and a rapidly increasing characteristic transport length near the superconducting transition
temperaturel; only in the F-I-S samples. The temperature dependence of the efficigmeRJ./J;,;; AJ.:
the suppression of critical current due to finig;) in the F-I-S samples is also in sharp contrast to that in the
N-I-S samples, suggesting significant redistribution of quasiparticles in F-I-S due to the longer lifetime of
spin-polarized quasiparticles. Application of conventional theory for nonequilibrium superconductivity to these
data further reveal that a substantial chemical potential ghifin F-1-S samples must be invoked to account
for the experimental observation, whereas no discernible chemical potential shift exists in the N-I-S samples,
suggesting strong effects of spin-polarized quasiparticles on cuprate superconductivity. The characteristic times
estimated from our studies are suggestive of anisotropic spin relaxation processes, possibly with spin-orbit
interaction dominating the-axis spin transport and exchange interaction prevailing within the,Quénes.
Several alternative scenarios attempted to account for the suppression of critical currents in F-I-S samples are
also critically examined, and are found to be neither compatible with experimental data nor with the established
theory of nonequilibrium superconductivit

PACS numbe(s): 74.50:+r, 74.40+k, 74.80.Dm 74.60.Jg

|. INTRODUCTION magnetic impuritie$such as Ni*),1’~28in sharp contrast to
the insensitivity of conventional superconductors to nonmag-
One of the most intriguing open questions associated witlhetic impurities’®*° In light of the unconventional response
high-temperature superconductivity is the relevance ofo static magnetic and nonmagnetic impurities and in search
dy2_ 2-wave pairing symmetry? and antiferromagnetic spin of possible evidence for spin-charge separation in the
correlatiort to the pairing mechanism, and the possibility of cuprates® a feasible experimental approach is to compare
spin-charge separation due to either the resonant-valencgre spin and charge transport in the cuprate superconductors.
bond (RVB) scenari6™® or the existence of charged Such investigation may be conducted by comparing the cu-
stripes’® A natural consequence of thz_2-wave pairing prate response to externally injected simple and spin-
symmetry in the hole-doped pftype) cuprate polarized quasiparticles, and the physical description for the
superconductots is an anisotropic pairing potential and the experimental phenomena would involve concepts of non-
existence of nodal quasiparticles that are responsible for thequilibrium superconductivity?
unconventional low-energy excitation spectrdThe doping Nonequilibrium superconductivity and its associated phe-
of holes into the oxygen [2 orbitals in the Cu@ planes is nomena have been studied extensively since the 15z0g]
known to incur spin fluctuations in the cuprates due to thehe primary focus of the research has been on the effects of
frustration of nearest-neighbor antiferromagneti¢ GCW?*  either simple (i.e., spin-degeneratequasiparticle injec-
correlation, and the existence of spin fluctuations has beetion®**~8or photon-induced Cooper-pair breaking and quasi-
suggested as relevant to thg2_2-wave pairing in the particle redistributio?®*®in conventionals-wave supercon-
cuprates. The antiferromagnetic correlation has also moti-ductors. The nonequilibrium effects have yielded observation
vated the RVB scenario that could lead to spin-charge sepaf both enhancemetft*® and suppressicdh==84°of super-
ration and the marginal Fermi-liquidMFL) electronic  conductivity. In the rarely studied case of injection of spin-
behaviot! in the normal state. However, to date there haspolarized quasiparticles, two primary effects on the suppres-
been no direct evidence for spin-charge separation in theion of superconductivity must be considef8dOne is
cuprates. associated with the resulting excess magnetic moments that
The existence ofl,>_,2-wave pairing and antiferromag- break the time-reversal symmetry in  singlet
netic correlation is also believed to be responsible for thesuperconductord. The other is the excess momentum and
unusual response ofp-type cuprates to quantum the nonequilibrium quasiparticle distribution that modify the
impurities??~1°That is, the substitution of Gi by nonmag-  energy spectrum of the superconducfot In the absence of
netic impurities(such as Lt, Zr?", Mg®", and AF*) inthe  significant scattering by either magnetic impurities or spin—
CuG, planes of BjSrL,CaCy0O, and YBgCu;0;_5 (YBCO) orbit coupling, the transport lifetime of spin-polarized quasi-
systems has revealed stronger pair-breaking effects than tiparticles is expected to be much longer than that of simple



quasiparticles due to the low probability of pair recombina-by phonon€® In addition to the interaction with nodal qua-
tion with other quasiparticle®¥. However, the complexity of ~siparticles, quasistatic injection of spin-polarized quasiparti-
the combined effects aforementioned has limited theoreticatles into the cuprates can suppress the antiferromagnetic cor-
development at the microscopic level for spin-polarized quarelation in the Cu@ planes, which may result in significant
siparticle transport in superconductors. and long-range effects on the cuprate superconductivity,

Spin injection into superconductors can be accomplishe(‘iImllar to the strong influence of nonmagnetic quantum im-

by passing electrical currents through a ferromagnet beforgurities in the Cu@ planes.”
Y P 9 > through ¢ Agne’ In this report, we extend our previous studies of honequi-
the tunneling across a thin insulating barrier into aip

49 N . rium superconductivity by quantifying various character-
superconductdt>* In recent years, the injection of spin- gics of spin injection in F-I-S with a range of thickness for

polarized current in perovskite ferromagnet—insulator—ne gyperconducting layer. Studies of N-I-S partner hetero-
superconductofFI-S) heterostructures has attracted signifi- syryctures are also included as controls. By comparing the
cant experimental intere$t** This technique utilizes the geqree of critical current suppressiad, in the presence of
excellent lattice match among various perovskite materialgxternal injection at different YBCO thickness, we are able
for epitaxial film growti” of the heterostructures, and also to infer a rapidly increasing-axis spin relaxation length near
takes advantage of the half-metallic ferromagnetism of perT, in F-I-S, while no such divergence exists in the N-I-S
ovskite manganités—>°that yield much better spin polariza- samples. Furthermore, an empirically defined efficiengy (
tion than typical metallic ferromagnets. Thus, investigatingwhich measures the suppression of critical currents due to
the characteristic spin and charge relaxation and transpoitijected quasiparticlesis studied in detail for both F-I-S and
processes in the perovskite F-I-S and N-I-S devices can beld-I-S systems. We find that the efficiency in F-I-S is strongly
unique vehicle for probing nonequilibrium superconductivity dependent on temperature and exhibits nonmonotonic depen-
and possibly the pairing mechanism in the cuprates. Indeedience on the injection current densit} ). In contrast, the
strong suppression of the superconducting critical current hagfficiency in N-I-S is smaller than that in F-I-S for all tem-
been observed in cuprate superconductors by injecting cuperatures and is monotonic with,; . These results suggest
rents from the underlying half-metallic ferromagnetic man-that spin-polarized quasiparticles exert strong effects on sup-
ganite films>°~53%%|n our recent publicatiof>®® possible ~ Pressing the cuprate superconductivity, pr+obab_ly due to their
complications due to Joule heating incurred from large injecStrong influence on the short-range’CtCu?* antiferromag-

tion currents through resistive insulator and ferromagnet layP€tic coupling and the intimate correlation of superconduc-
ers were minimized by employing a pulsed currentivity with the background antiferromagnetism. We also criti-

techniqué®®® The resulting experimental data reveal insig- cally examine several alternative scenarios attempting to
nificant effects of simple quasiparticle injection in the controlccount for the experimental findings without invoking the
samples of perovskite non-magnetic metal-insulator£ffects of spin injection, and find that these alternative sce-

superconductor (N-I-S) heterostructures, whereas F-I-S narios are neither compatible with empirical facts nor con-

samples with comparable geometry exhibit strong suppress-iStem with any established theory of nonequilibrium super-

sion of critical currents and significant modification to the conductivity. .Finally, we remark that our work is primellrily.

quasiparticle density of statéB0OS).55 Consequently, the c_oncerned with the spin and charge transport properties in-
experimental findings are attributed to the dynamic pair-s'(,je .the supercond_uctlng cuprates after quasiparticle trans-
breaking effects of spin-polarized quasiparticles as a result dfiSSIon across the interfaces of the heterostructures. For in-

eXCess magnetic moments and quasipartic epth consideration of_ guasiparticle transport -across the
5254 interface of unconventional superconductors with various

redistribution? ; X
fypes of metals and for different crystalline axes, the readers

Despite a significant number of experimental reports tha . 71 :
are supportive of the effects of spin-injection in cupratesMay refer to %Qer theoretical studi€s’* and experimental

many important issues are yet to be resolved. Experimednves'_“gat'onz .
tally, determining the magnitude and temperature depen- 1NiS paper is structured as follows. In Sec. Il the sample
dence of the spin-relaxation length and time has proven to pigbrication and charac';enzahon together W't.h the experimen-
elusive. Theoretically, microscopic interactions of externallytal methods are _descr ibed. The re;ults de_nved from our ex-
injected spin-polarized quasiparticles with the Cooper pair@€fiments are given in Sec. Ill, with detailed analysis pre-
and existing quasiparticles in cuprate superconductors re€nted in- Sec. IV. A critical examination of several
main unknown. Nonetheless, the intrinsic anisotropy in theltérnative scenarios is given in Sec. V. Finally, Sec. VI sum-
cuprate superconducting order parameter due to the predonfR@rizes our findings and the physical implications of the
nantd,z_,2-wave pairing symmetR?**~®and the weakly results.
interacting-layered structdttare expected to be relevant to

the spin and charge transport. For instance, the in-plane
simple  quasiparticle recombination timergz in The c-axis-oriented trilayer @N)-I-S heterostructures
DyBa,CusO;_ s is found to be significantly longerf  used in this work contained YB&u;0,_ s (YBCO) as the
~107°-10°s) than the typical values & superconductor, SrTi) (STO) as the insulator,
~107°-107 s) in conventional superconductors. This phe-La .Sty ;MnO5 (LSMO) or La, Ca MnO; (LCMO) as the
nomenon is attributed to the tendency of simple quasipartiferromagnet, and LaNiQ(LNO) as the nonmagnetic metal.
cles relaxing towards the zeros of the superconducting gap number of devices were studied with different thicknesses
and also to the reduced scattering rate of nodal quasiparticles the constituent layers, and for the F-I-S devices, the choice
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of either LSMO or LCMO did not yield any discernible  (q)
differences’? The thickness of YBCO ranged from 40 nm to
160 nm, of LSMO or LCMO and of LNO was kept constant ] —
at 100 nm, and of STO was either 2 nm or 3.5 nm. The Tf)li‘gti';“"
samples were fabricated using the pulsed laser depositio | oscilloscope
technique on (6 mme6 mm) LaAlO; (LAO) substrates, O jr') © O
with either LSMO or LNO as the lower layer and YBCO as [
the top layer, and the insulator buffering in between. Details
of the fabrication condition have been given elsewtiéré.

The close lattice match among the constituent layers of the O
perovskite F-I-S and the substrates facilitated epitaxial film| EG&G HF Palse
growth>® thus minimizing strong spin—flip scattering at the ‘?{:']1(’]'(‘)5“"(9 F @G"“mt"r
interface and preserving spin polarization during injection. 3

For electrical contact, each of the YBCO and STIONO) © ©
layers had four gold pads placed on top using sputtering
deposition. The compositional quality of these heterostruc:
tures vgzere examined using x-ray photoelectron spectroscog
(XPS).>* To ensure no discernible reaction between layers 5
during the growth process, XPS studies of bilayers of (b) YE)(E}(BJEES{&)S%O T/T,=046
YBCO/STO and STO/LSMO on LAO were monitored and 4 -
the absence of reaction withirr 0.1 atomic percent for at J.=3.6x 10°A/em’
least the top 10 nm of the YBCO layer was confirmed. —~ol
To further verify the quality of samples, electrical trans- E
>
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port measurements were performed on both the supercot
ducting and ferromagnetic layers to determine the normal
state resistivityp, and the transition temperaturds and
Tcurie- 1N @ddition, scanning tunneling spectroscopy was alsc 2 -
performed on the YBCO layer of the F-I-S and N-I-S :
samples, and the superconducting gap value was found to t 4 ! | | i | |
consistent with that of the optimally doped YBCO single -30 -20 -10 0 10 20
crystals®®®* The LAO substrate was chosen because it hac J (x10° Alcm?)

been demonstrated to be the substrate that yielded minimui 12 :
lattice strain and the best magnetization alignment for the (¢) YBCO/STO/LNO T/T =04
thin-film growth of manganite¥’°®7#Our characterizations A am am/0fnm |
revealed that the resistivity of each constituent layer of the J,=3.0x 10*A/cm’
heterostructures and the Curie temperaturg o) of the :
ferromagnetic manganites were all comparable to those ¢ ) ,
the corresponding single crystalline materr&lSince the re- Jij= 2.1 x 10°A/em”
sistivity of the manganite is known to couple strongly to the g H
magnetic properties and therefore is a characterization for th / o= 3.5 x 10*Alem’

™

T, =1.1x 10'A/em’

quality of the manganite, a manganite layer with resistivity
comparable to that of a single crystal implies large and rela 4
tively well aligned ferromagnetic domainé:>>’% We also | | i | 1
note that the temperature dependence of the resistivity in th -90 -60 30 0 30 60
manganite layer always exhibited either a maximum or a ] (X103 A/cmz)

distinct change in slope nedg,,. (~260 K for LCMO and
~320 K for LSMO which was characteristic of high-

; ; +57,58,75
quality ferromagnetic manganltéé. On the other hand, setup.(b) Representative current-voltage{) characteristics of an

the_ superconducting tranSitiO,n tempergtuﬂ'@)(of YBCO F-1-S sample atT/T.)=0.46, showing a significant left shift of the
varied somewhat among devices, ranging from 84 to 90 K,y cyre and a substantial suppressionJofupon injection of

with no apparent correlation with the YBCO thickness. Wecyrents from a ferromagnetic layéc) Representativé-V charac-
attribute theT. variation to uncertainties in the substrate teristics of an N-I-S sample atT(T.)=0.4, showing a much
temperature during the thin film growth. Due to the variationsmaller left shift of thel-V curve and much weaker suppression of
in T., the temperature dependence of various physical quars, than those in the F-I-S samples upon injection of comparable
tities of YBCO shall be considered in reduced temperatureurrents from a nonmagnetic layer.
(T/T,) rather than absolute temperattre

The critical current ;) measurements of the YBCO were current through YBCO and an injection current through the
made with the pulsed current technique, which synchronizednetallic underlayer, reference to a common ground, as illus-
two pulsed current generators that supplied a measuremetrated in Fig. 18). The advantage of this method was to

FIG. 1. (a) Block diagram of the pulsed-current measurement



eliminate undesired Joule heating on the YBCO from power 6
dissipation in the event when high current levels @ Y?ﬁg,’f;‘,’{&osl}‘ﬁo
(<300 mA) passed through the electrical contacts and the 4r o

.. . . 1.6x10°A/em?) R e
resistive metallic underlayer. A 1:1000 ratio of the pulsed 1., = 26x10*Alem? \/‘ 6 sx10'AlemE
current width ¢,) to period ¢,) was chosen, which yielded S2r" N
a negligible temperature increas€ {0 mK) in the YBCO ) /o
during maximum current injection, monitored with situ >
thermometry using the resistivity of the manganite. The
pulse width used for this work wag=300 us. Also shown 2F
in Fig. 1(a) is a schematic illustration of the dimension of the T/T,=046
as-grown heterostructures and the positions of the electrodes. 4 L ‘ L ‘ L
The lateral dimension of the LSMO or LNO was (6 30 20 -10 0 10 20
X 6) mnt, and that of the YBCO layer was §62) mnt. T (x10° Afem?®)

In addition to the as-grown heterostructures described (b) YBCO/STO/LSMO
above, we also attempted measurements on two sets of F-I-S 160 nm/2 nm/100 nm
devices with much smaller lateral dimensions for the YBCO /
layer, (including 100100 wm?, ~10x100 um?, 5 Ty = 13x10°Akm’ [ 3=0)
X100 pum?, 2xX100 uwm?, and 1x100 wm?), which were /
patterned using photolithography and ion milling techniques.
The first set of F-I-S devices were made on YBCO/STO/
LSMO of thicknesses 100 nm/2 nm/100 nm. The second set
were on similar samples of thicknesses 100 nm/3.5 nm/150 2r
nm. We found that the normal-state YBCO layer of the pat-
terned F-I-S samples generally exhibited larger resistivity, by -4 ‘ ' ‘ ' ‘ '
a factor of 2 to 3, than those of single crystals and as-grown 403020 -0 -0 1020 30
heterostructures, suggesting some deterioration of the bulk J (x10° Afem’)
sample_quality after (_jevice processing. In particular, among FIG. 2. RepresentativieV characteristics of F-I-S samples with
the various lateral WIdthS. of YBCC.). in the patterned F-I-Sygc0 thickness ofa) 40 nm at {T/T,)=0.46 and(b) 160 nm at
devices, no superconducting transition was observed for ther/T )~ .33 for a range of injection currents. This illustrates the
2 pm and 1 um devices, although they were electrically significantJ, suppression observed in the thin YBCO heterostruc-
continuous. It is therefore reasonable to infer that the damaggre (a).
to the edge of the YBCO layer due to the patterning process
extended over a width on the order of a few microns. This )
damaged region was comparable to the experimentally est!BCO superconductor to register 3 uV and —3 uV
mated transfer length of 1.8 xm for the first set of F-I-§ ~ @CT0Ss Its voltage terminals<(3 mm apart as the critical
and ~3.5 um for the second set, where the transfercurrents o andl; , respectively. The second curve to the left
lengt®~"8is a measure of the characteristic region in lengthShows a shifted -V curve because of an external injection
that the injected current transfers from the underlying layefurrentli,; that increases the total current passing through
into the YBCO superconductor. Thus, the degree of spin pothe superconductor. This effect is present for the injection of
larization for the injected currents in the patterned F-I-S debPoth simple and spin-polarized quasiparticles. The observed
vices might have been much weakened because of strortfrrowing of the gap in between thg andl, values with
magnetic impurity scattering within the damaged region aincreasing,; is the result of critical current suppression due
the interface. Furthermore, the YBCO layer of the patternedhe apparent deterioration of superconductivity from the ex-
F-I-S devices exhibited a gradual degradation in bigtland ~ ternal perturbation. Therefore, the critical current under qua-
Joo after each thermal cycling, together with sporadic supersiparticle injection is defined ds= (I —1.)/2, and that in
ficial discoloration after large external current injection. the absence of quasiparticle injectionl jg(T). The magni-
Similar attempts on patterning N-I-S devices yielded evertude of the shift in the-V is related to the amount of current
worse results, with severe degradation to the samples so thantering the superconductor from the underlayer current in-
the YBCO layer was either only superconducting below 20 Kjection and is hereafter defined &g;. Such shifts are al-
or not superconducting at all down to 4.2 K. Hence, it isways present under external injection, as exemplified in Figs.
difficult to draw reliable conclusions from data taken on1(b) and Xc) for F-I-S and N-I-S samples with comparable
these patterned devices, pending further improvements athicknesses of YBCO and similar reduced temperatures. The
device processing to achieve better sample quality and rceritical current densityd, and the injection current density
bustness. Jinj are obtained by dividing the corresponding currents by

In Fig. 1(b), genericl-V curves of an F-I-S heterostruc- the cross section of the superconductor. We note in Figps. 1
ture with zero and a finite injection current are shown. Theand Xc) that suppression id. is much more significant in
curve symmetric about the zero-current axis corresponds tthe F-I-S sample. Additional-V curves for F-I-S hetero-
the I-V data in the presence of no current injection. For astructures at other reduced temperatures and for a range of
given temperature, we define the current values that drive thimjection currents are shown in Figg§aand Zb) for further

8x10°A/em’

T/T,=033




comparison.

Besides the effect of injection currents dp, we have
also reported previousi§ that the low-temperature critical 0.3
current densityd. in the absence of injection is sensitive to
the thickness of the insulator barrier of the F-1-S heterostruc-
tures, with systematically increasing, for samples with
thicker insulating barriers and otherwise identical lateral di- 04
mensions. Similar finding has also been confirmed in our

(2) YBCO/STO/LSMO
40 nm/2 nm/100 nm

patterned F-I-S devices. Furthermore, Shgvalues of N-I-S 02 f T 21‘:'50 M
samples at low temperatures were larger than the correspond- 00 0.75 ‘ ‘ L ‘

ing J.o of F-I-S samples with the same lateral dimensions 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
and barrier thickness. Such a systematic dependence has Ty (x10° Afem?)

ruled out the possibility that self-field induced edge-vortex Lod

dissipation might have been the primary causelgf sup-
pression with decreasing insulating barrier, and has been at-

T/T < 0.96
tributed to a “self-injection” phenomenott:”®

It is worth noting that the pulsed-current setup employed B 06 H .
in our experiment involved the use of pulsed-voltage genera- ~, 0.972 =T /T(d=160 nm)
tors, which linked sources with output impedances compa- T o4t
rable to the relevant resistance in the measurement circuit. (b) YBCO/STO/LSMO
This setup therefore resulted in a finite, but small, leakage 0.2 160 nm/2 n/100 nm
current flow through the pulse generator upon the introduc- 0976 ‘ .
tion of injection current from the underlayer. However, 0'00 5 10 15 20
simple circuit analysis and direct calibration had indicated T, (x10° A/em?)

inj

that the leakage current was less than 10% of the total in-
jected current for all measurements. In principle, decoupled FiG. 3. JevsJy,; isotherms of(@) an F-I-S sample with YBCO
current paths can be achieved with smaller and lithographithicknessd=40 nm andJ.,=5.8x10* A/cm? at 4.2 K; (b) an
cally defined devices and with the use of high output-F-I-S sample with YBCO thicknessi=160 nm andJ,,=1.5
impedance current sources. Indeed we have made and stud410* A/cm? at 4.2 K.

ied several F-I-S devices with smaller lateral dimensions,

ranging from 100umto 1 wm. However, due to the afore- and 100 nm) have been fabricated and studied. We note that

mentioned issues with sample quality and edge damage, e J., values at 4.2 K were not a monotonic functiondf
perimental results obtained on these patterned F-I-S devicegith ~ J,=5.8x10* Alcm® for d=40 nm, 5.2

were not conclusive. Hence, we shall concentrate on the exx 10* A/cm? for d=50 nm, 7.0<10* A/cm? for d
perimental studies of the larger as-grown devices in this re=100 nm, and 1.510* A/cm? for d=160 nm. Detailed

port, and only return to some of the results obtained on theyrrent-injection effects on these F-I-S and N-I-S samples
patterned devices in Sec. V to address issues concerning @re described in the following section.

ternative hypotheses for the suppression of critical currents
in F-1-S heterostructures.
A useful definition for experimental characterization of
our devices, in normalized current densities, is given by The critical current density\]@ provides a macroscopic
measure that empirically characterizes the effect of quasipar-
AJe(TJdin)  [Ieo(T) = Ic(T,Jinj) ] ticle injection on superconductivity. Given a constant thick-
(T, Jinj) = Jinj = Jinj o (@ ness of the insulating barrier and the same lateral dimensions
of the superconductod, is determined by the temperature
where7 is defined as the efficiency of quasiparticle injection(T), the injection current densityJ(,;), the characteristic
that relates the magnitude of critical current suppression to aample dimensior(d) along the direction of quasiparticle
given amount of injection current. The temperature and ininjection, and the microscopic mechanism for quasiparticle
jection current dependence of the efficiency for the F-I-S andransport across the interface and interaction in the supercon-
N-I-S heterostructures with the same YBCO thickness camluctor. The dependence &f on the YBCO thickness is the
provide insightful comparison for the spin and charge transresult of a finite quasiparticle relaxation length along the
port in the cuprate superconductors. axis of the superconductor if all other parameters are kept the
In addition to the dependence of critical currentsJay) same. Through this dependence, we can estimate-thés
and (T/T.), we have investigated F-I-S and N-I-S samplesspin-polarized and simple quasiparticle relaxation lengths by
with difference thicknesses of YBCO in order to deduce vi-studying F-I-S and N-I-S with a range of different YBCO
able information for a characteristic spin relaxation lengththickness. Two sets of representatidgvs-J;,; isotherms
(8s). A number of F-I-S devices with different YBCO thick- taken on F-I-S heterostructures with=40 and 160 nm are
nesses¢=40 nm, 50 nm, 100 nm, and 160 nm) togethershown in Figs. 8) and 3b), respectively. We found that
with their corresponding N-I-S control sampled=50 nm  nearly full suppression of critical current could be achieved

Ill. RESULTS




200 with the sample of maximum thickneds=160 nm. Further-
F-I-§ heterostructures more, in contrast to the observation in F-I-S samples, no
160 - obvious crossover temperatufé could be found in N-I-S
samples for rapid decrease &f with J;;. Thus, the occur-
rence of strong injection-induced superconductivity suppres-
sion (with J.,<~0.1].,) at larger values of T*/T,.) for
thicker F-I-S samples could not be ascribed to the result of
better superconductivity in thicker YBCO.
The contrast in the temperature dependencéiadnd of
0 . . ‘ , , 5°Q for the F-I-S and N-I-S samples could be attributed to the
0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0 significantly longer lifetime of spin-polarized quasiparticles
T/T, relative to that of simple quasiparticl&s®so that the injec-
tion of simple quasiparticles did not result in complete sup-
. FIG. 4. Characteristic-axis spin-relaxation Iengtﬁg as a func- pression Of‘Jc in N-1-S Samp]es for all temperatures of our
tion of reduced temperaturd(T,) for the F-I-S heterostructures. st dies. In other words, the conditiodo(T,Jinj) <
~0.13,o(T) could not be realized in the N-I-S samples
at lower reduced temperatures in the F-I-S with a thirdér ~ Within our experimental resolutiotf;>® so that the charge
nm) YBCO than that with a thicket160 nm YBCO F-I-S  relaxation lengths;, appeared to be always smaller thafor
heterostructure, with the latter only beginning to exhibit dis-all temperatures of our study. We shall discuss this phenom-
cernible suppression due to current injection above the renon and the contrast between F-I-S and N-I-S samples more
duced temperature-0.97. This result is consistent with the quantitatively in Sec. IV.
notion of a finitec-axis spin-polarized quasiparticle relax-  In addition to the strong dependence of thevs-J;,; be-
ation length. That is, the manifestation of nearly completehavior on the thickness of F-I-S heterostructures, we also
critical current suppression should correlate closely with éompared the efficiencies)(T,Jiyj) in F-I-S and N-I-S
c-axis spin-relaxation lengt$(T) approaching the YBCO Samples, which were considered to better quantify the sup-
thickness ¢l). Thus, we expect spin-polarized quasiparticlesPression ol; due to nonequilibrium quasiparticle injection.
to survive throughout nearly the entire thickness of YBCOOUr definition of the efficiency in Ed1) is equivalent to the
when strong),, suppression is observed. Under this premisedefinition of a “gain” in the devices by otherS:*'As shown
studies of thel.-vs;,; isotherms for F-I-S samples with N Figs. %8 and §b), a distinct contrast was observed be-
different YBCO thicknesses can provide a viable measure fopveen the isotherms of the efficiency in F-I-§¢J and those
the temperature dependence of tbexis spin-relaxation N N-I-S (7,) devices as a function dy,; . In general,zs in
length. In contrast, the relative ratio of critical current sup-F-I-S was significantly larger than the correspondingin
pression by a finiteJ;; at a given T/T.) was appreciably N-I-S for all reduced temperatures. Evidently, an anomalous
smaller in the N-I-S samples, as shown in Refs. 52 and 58{rong decrease ins with increasingli,; was found only in
where no discernibld, suppression could be detected in anF-I-S samples at low temperatures. Furthermore, for reduced
N-I-S sample with a YBCO thickness=100 nm. temperatures 0.5(T/T;)=<0.31 in F-I-S, 7 exhibited a
To estimate thec-axis spin-relaxation lengtS(T) in ~ nhonmonotonic dependence withi,;, and then became
YBCO, we empirically related the YBCO thicknesef each ~ monotonically increasing witliy; for 0.31<(T/T¢)<1. In-
F-I-S heterostructure to a characteristic reduced temperatufg"estingly, we note that at low spin-polarized quasiparticle
[T*(d)/T.] at which (J./J.,)<0.1 is satisfied under a con- injections, the “gain” was actually greater than umty.lln con-
stantJ,; . This assignment was based on the assumption th4f2St 7n for the control N-I-S devices appeared to increase
the observation of strong suppressionJincorresponded to  monotonically withJi,; at all temperatures, and the magni-
the Condition5§—>d for (T/TC)_)[T*(d)/TC]’ provided that tude of 7y Was always much smaller than unity.
the lateral dimensions of all samples were kept identical.
Similar criterion could be applied to the N-I-S samples to
define thec-axis charge relaxation Iengtﬁ%. The correla-
tion of (T*/T.) with the corresponding thicknesd)( of the The seemingly surprising contrast between the F-I-S and
F-I-S heterostructure is shown in Fig. 4, suggesting a cham-I-S samples may be understood in the context of different
acteristic lengthsS [~d for (T/T.)—(T*/T.)] increased quasiparticle relaxation mechanisms and nonequilibrium
rapidly nearT.. The diverging characteristic length was at- quasiparticle distributions. Generally speaking, an adequate
tributed to a vanishing superconducting gap néar’? and  description for nonequilibrium superconductivity must in-
was only detectable in the F-I-S heterostructures. We furthevolve consideration of the quasiparticle enefgy and the
remark that the diverging behavior in F-I-S samples was unguasiparticle distribution functiofi, in the superconductor,
likely the result of any extrinsic effect such as systematicallywherek denotes the quasiparticle momentum. In principle,
varying quality of YBCO with its thickness for the following an explicit expression fo, can be obtained by solving the
reasons. All F-I-S samples had comparablevhile theirJ;, Bogoliubov—de Gennes equatiott€® provided that the ex-
values at 4.2 K were not monotonic with increasing film act Hamiltonian for the superconductor is known. In ther-
thickness, with minimuml ,~1.5x 10 A/cm? associated modynamic equilibrium, the quasiparticle energy associated

s

J, (nm)

IV. ANALYSIS
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TABLE I. The values and references of various physical param-
eters used in computings and D¢ are tabulated. Hereandt’ are
the nearest- and next-nearest-neighbor interaction integrals in the
SEH ARV two-dimensional tight-binding model for the normal state energy
% ' band structure of the CuQ plane(Ref. 8)).

® (a) YBCO/STO/LSMO '3,y
\ 40 nm/2 nm/100 nm i

2.0

1.5
= 0'00 10000 2000(} 30000 Parameter Value Comment
1.0 >0.46 "
NV Ay 30 meV Eqs(2), (4)
e 0.51 eV Ref. 81
L o t 0.18 eV Eq.(4); Ref. 81
P il t/ 50 meV Eq.(4): Ref. 81
0.0 Le—g2—r® ‘ ' 1.02 Eq.(4); Ref. 81
0 10000 20000 30000 v ' a.(4); Ref.
5 UE 2x10° m/S Eqg. (10)
T (Adem’) 1c ~1 nm Eq.(10)
1.0 0.75
(b) YBCO/STO/LNO
s 50 nm/2 nm/100 nm . 050 Ekn: Eko+hkF'Vs/m* = Ek0+ 5EJ,
AT o)~ Dy »
- o fin={1+exd Exn/(kgT) 1} %, @)
= 0.75 > T/T, > 0.58 O or s S wherekg is the quasiparticle momentum at the Fermi level.
04 - / Jing Using thed,2_2-wave pairing potential in optimally doped
0.50 > T/T, > 0.17 YBCO with Ag~30 meV®-®3and the single particle ener-
gies g, derived from the tight-binding band structure
calculation&! with parameters tabulated in Table I, we find
that E,,>|dE,| is satisfied for typical supercurrentsl (

=10*-10 Alcm? for T<T,) sustainable in the YBCO su-
5 perconducting layers. Thus, we expégt~0.
Jiy (Alem”) In the event that a quasiparticle currehy; is externally
injected into a superconductor that already carries a super-
FIG. 5. (a) Efficiency 7s-vsJiy; isotherms of an F-I-S sample current, the situation becomes more complex because the
with YBCO thicknessi=40 nm. Inset: Simulated results using Eq. externally injected quasiparticles must redistribute them-
(8). (b) Efficiency 7,-vsJiy; isotherms of an N-I-S sample with  selyes among available states that obey the Pauli exclusion
YBCO thicknessi=50 nm. Inset: Simulated results using E8..  principle for fermions, and the redistribution must involve
inelastic and elastic scattering processes. Therefore the in-
with the unperturbed Hamiltoniat, is Eko=(A§+§ﬁ)m, ject_ed quasiparticle_ momenta relative to the supercurrent di-
whereé, (=&, —¢) is the single particle energy relative rection and the lattice momenta are not well defined due to
to the Fermi levelsg, and A, is the pairing potential?® the involvement of scattering processésnd it is not un-

. common that a current-carrying superconductor with an ini-
For ans-wave superconductay, is a constant, whereas fora ying sup .
. tial supercurrentl can remain superconducting under an
pured,z_2-pairing superconductol,~ A 4 cos %, and 6y

i< an anale m red from one of the antinod f the ord external injection currend;,; such that the sum aof;,; and
S an angie measured from one ot th€ antinodes ot the ordey o, caeys the critical curredt, of the superconductd? as
parameter in momentum spat&The injection of external

exemplified in Figs. (b) and Za). Nonetheless, we find that

quasiparticles is expected to interact with the superconductqpe simple sum of the maximum injection current density and
through an interaction Hamiltoniat{, and to modify the . . . -
A N .~ the supercurrent density still yields ni@kg-(Jg
guasiparticle energy and the distribution of quasiparticle -
states through the total Hamiltonid=H,+ H, , provided +Jinj)/(ns€) ] <Eyq at low temperatures. _Thus,_ th? excess
&nomentum due to external quasiparticle injection is insuffi-

. N S riry . CiENt tO yield significant redistribution of quasiparticles. For
of available theory for nonequilibrium quasiparticle distribu N-I-S samples with relatively thin YBCO, the small yet

tions in a strongly correlated-wave superconductor, we ' . ; L : X
monotonically increasing\J. with increasingJ;,; and in-

con§|der in the following a“"%'.ys?s of our data basgq on Con(':reasingT [see Fig. B)] should be attributed primarily to
ventional theory of nonequilibrium superconductivity, and

di he imolicati ¢ its thus derived f he increasing normal fluid density and the suppression of the
iscuss the implication of results thus derived from F-I-S an uperconducting phase stiffness.

N-I-S sqmples._ ) _ More specifically, the efficiency associated with simple
COHSIdEE a slmple case where a uniform supercurrent witgyasiparticle injection in the N-I-S samples may be given by

a velocity vg=Jg/(nse) exists in the superconductor. The the following phenomenological expression:

finite momentum associated with the supercurdgns found

to change the quasiparticle energy, and the distribution =i 2 (1= 2f)Cn(T) gD ~Cn(T)g(Jin))s (3)

function f,, as follows®2 "N, % kn)Cal 1)9inj) = Cnl )0 "in);

- 0 10000 20000 30000



where_NO deno_tes the_ total number of quasiparticle stat(_es, <ms>=(MB/e)|ians=(MB/e)(JinjATs), (6)
Cy(T) is associated with the temperature-dependent fraction ) ) o
of the normal fluid and is a monotonic function Bfg(Ji,;) Where_rs_ Is Fhe Spln-deph_asm_g time. _
reflects the weakening of the superconducting phase stiffness Anticipating suppression in the critical current density
and the quantity (+ 2f,,) ensures no double occupancy of 'elatedAJ; to the effective magnetization(ifis)P/Q)) ad-
the quasiparticle states. However, we have fofgg=0 for justed by the available quasiparticle states. That is,
the entire range ofT and Jj,; of our interest, so that
No 'S (1-2f)~1. Empirically, we find thatc,(T)~{1 AJ=(Jeo—Jdo)* > (1—2f )((m)PIQ)
—[1—(T/T)]"} where 0.5<1<0.9 andg(Jin;) ~ (Jinj) % R (M)
The simulated example of,,-vs-Jj,; isotherms using Eq3)
apd the valueSrmo.G_ anda§0.85 are shown in the inset of ocz (1—2f9)Jinj tanh(c1Jinj /keT), (7)
Fig. 5(b) for comparison with the experimental data. 3

In contrast, significantly different response of the cuprate . o
superconductors to the injection of spin-polarized quasiparti\-Nhere the effective magnetizatio(ng,) P/(2) takes the form

cles is expected because of their relatively longer lifetime®! the Brillouin function for a spin-1/2 system, and the quan-

and their strong effects on suppressing thé G«C2* an- t!ty (1—2f,s) ensures no double occupancy in the quasipar-
tiferromagnetic correlation. Although we do not know thetICIe states. As a resulty; becomes

exact interaction Hamiltonian for the spin-polarized quasi- 1

particles in the cuprate superconductors and therefore cannot =03/ Jinj~ o > (1-2f 9tanh(cyJin; /kgT). (8)
obtain the quasiparticle ener@y, it seems informative to No &

estimate the approximate quasiparticle energy by applying., . . . .
conventional theory for nonequilibrium quasiparticle distri-%trICtIy speak_lng, the q:cjantflty Hﬁf'“) ;1” Eq._(8) SIhO.UId
bution under charged particle injection to the cuprate supelj-?gxec?ﬁreelwéggesn 3)5 tﬁatT _arle)llllc\;\ll t?)retr:ee(raf?g::rt]i\fg ﬁwrzar;etic
conductors. That is, we assume the validity of perturbativ«%ield inducert)j by the excesg maanetic moments Howe\?er the
approximation as manfested by an effective chemical poten-ff ve field y be sh g f ) di 'd :
tial shift u* in the single particle energy, .32%*3" Noting effective field can be shown to be very small, as discussed in

that J, is obtained by identifying the onset of dissipation Segb}llbc_(r)]ns?r?g(;r:]tz, ;v: gnﬂ.r(gé ;gé):(;r;jz';ké)e.rt'n the
where the maximum magnitude of tlig._,2-wave super- wing ysIS outl v ! ng

conducting gap has been driven to a small value, we consid levant experimental parameters as tabulated in Table | into

the situation similar to that for a gapless supercondtor. . d. (8), we obtained results similar to the experimental find-

L L for the F-I-S sample with the thinnest YBCO in which
Thus, the quasiparticle energy under spin injection may b N9s RN . .
approximated by %he effects of spin injection were fully realized over a wide

temperature range, as shown in the inset of F{g). 3How-
ever, a quantitative agreement with the experimental data for
the thinnest F-I-S sample could only be achieved by invok-
ing a large chemical potential shifty, associated witH s,
(4)  so thatu* varied from~700 meV atT<T, to ~45 meV
at T—T,. These values are unusually large, comparable to
the band structure parameters. Interestingly, the empirical
value ug, for T<T, is comparable to &, in the YBCO
frs(T,Jinj) = L1+ exrd Exs/ (kg T) 1} (5) system, wherél,, is the nearest-neighbor antiferromagnetic
coupling constant, and the factor of 4 corresponds to the
The chemical potential shift per quasipartiglé due to spin  number of nearest neighbors in the square lattice of the,CuO
injection must satisfy the conditions* —0 for Jinj—0 and  pjane. While these large values pf(T) are likely unphysi-
w* — constant=pug, for large Ji,; and low temperatures, cal and should not be taken literally because of the question-
where ug, is a constant. Therefore a reasonable approximaable validity of applying conventional theory to cuprate su-
tion for u* can be given byu* = ugytanh€,Ji, /kgT), and  perconductivity, the following conclusions may be drawn
the physical significance of the functional form from our analyses. First, the large magnitudeugf, found
tanh(,J;,; /kgT) is consistent with the average spin polariza-only in F-I-S implies strong effects of spin injection on cu-
tion (P) per quasiparticle in the superconductor. Heyé;,; prate superconductors, as opposed to the negligible change in
= upl mo({ms)P/Q)] is associated with the effective field the chemical potential of N-I-S samples under current injec-
energy,(ms) denotes the excess magnetic moments in theion. Second, the large, values in F-I-S suggest the break-
superconductor due to spin injectigng is the Bohr magne- down of conventional perturbative approximation to the in-
ton, g is the vacuum permeability, and=.Ad is the su- teraction Hamiltonian of nonequilibrium superconductors.
perconducting volume. In the absence of a known interactiorhat is, a valid perturbative approximation would have
Hamiltonian, w3, and ¢, are positive quantities to be deter- yielded a small chemical potential shift relative to the rel-
mined empirically. On the other hand, simple dimensionalevant band structure parameters in the single-particle energy
analysis yields & That the chemical potential shift derived from perturba-

AR

1+ ———
2(&—p*)?

Exs=[(&—p* )2+ A8V~ | & — p* |

where A <|&—u*|, and the corresponding quasiparticle
distribution function becomes



tive approximation turned out to be comparable to the band 41ekgT,

structure parameters is suggestive of strong interaction ef- TQ(T)%wA—(T)' 9
fects associated with spin-polarized quasiparticles in cuprate
superconductors. whererg is the inelastic electron-phonon scattering time, and

Despite the uncertainty in the magnitude of the chemicalA(T)=A[1—(T/T.)]", with A, being the zero-temperature
potential, the temperature dependenceudfis directly re-  superconducting gap and the order-parameter critical ex-
lated to that of the effective magnetization, and therefore caponent. This diverging behavior gives rise to stronger effects
provide information for the spin-relaxation process. In par-Of quasiparticle injection with increasing temperature near
ticular, for the F-I-S sample with the thinnest YBCO layer Tc. The temperature interval for revealing such divergence
(d=40 nm), the spin-injection effects were already realizegdepends on the critical fluctuation regime and also on the
at low temperatures, suggesting that ticeaxis spin- temperature dependence=f, and is generally very narrow
relaxation length was either comparable to or exceeding th#) conventional superconductors, becaugedecreases rap-
sample thickness over most temperatures of our investigddly With decreasing temperature and competes with other
tion. Hence, the temperature evolution of the Spin_dependeﬁparacterlstlc timegsuch as the quasiparticle recombination

information deduced from those data may be considered t me) a’g low t(_amperatures. On the other han_d, the critical
be primarily associated with that of the in-plane spin relax- uctuation regime of cuprate superconductors is known to be

. : I§everal orders of magnitude larger than that of the conven-
ation. In contrast, measurements on F-I-S samples wit

. . . . tional superconductof§. In the case of YBCO, the critical
th|cI§erYBQO contamgd convolgted information for both the regime associated with the zero-field transition temperature
c-axis and in-plane spin-relaxation processes over most te

" 'is estimated at approximately 1% —10% T. Hence, it
c pp y

peratures except ned, and therefore could not be used 10 i¢in principle more promising to observe this diverging qua-
infer direct information associated with the in-plane spin re'siparticle relaxation length in the cuprates n@ar

laxation. Thus, the empirically determined coefficiep(T) In the preceding section, we have attributed the rapidly
in Eq. (8) for the F-I-S sample witld=40 nm could be jncreasing characteristic length né&yin the F-I-S samples
approximately related to an effective in-plane spin—relaxatiortSee Fig. 4to thec-axis spin-relaxation length®. Whereas
time 75(T) by ¢y(T)~uoug7s/(ed), and we find that(T)  the transport of spin-polarized quasiparticles actually took
ranges from~10"* s at T<T. to ~10 ® s atT—T,. place along both in-plane armaxis, this attribution is still
Such a long characteristic time scale is comparable to theeasonable because theaxis dimensions of all F-I-S
spin-spin relaxation time obtained from the nuclear quasamples were several orders of magnitude smaller than the
druple resonancéNQR) experiment$? and is approximately lateral dimensions and therefore were most sensitive to the
one-to-two orders of magnitude longer than the in-planecrossover of a-axis relaxation length to the sample thick-
simple quasiparticle recombination time determined fromness. Consequently, the temperature dependenag afuld
measurements of photoinduced activation of microwaveye related to a-axis spin-relaxation time<, at least semi-

absorptiort® guantitatively. If the spin transport along theaxis is diffu-

__The above phenomenological analyses suggest that thgye and if no spin-charge separation exists, we hage
injection of spin-polarized quasiparticles in YBCO appeared_ DS, where DS=(v/%)/(3\sg) is the c-axis spin-
s’'s? S ~tr SO,

to exert strong influence on the microscopic quasiparticle,..; - i
; ~diffusion coefficient andy; is the transport mean-free path
energy and density of statéBOS), probably through ex along thec axis, Aso(~0.1) is the dimensionless spin—orbit

change interaction with the short-range?CuCU?* antifer- f o | iated with the inelast
romagnetic correlation. Furthermore, the slower relaxation of°4P'N9 constant, and 75 Is associated with the inelastic

spin-polarized quasiparticles relative to the already long resPin—orbit scattering times, via a relation similar to that in

combination time of simple quasiparticlésppeared reason- Eq. (9):

able because of the further reduced probability of quasipar-

ticle recombination before excess spin polarization can be (T~ 47sKeTc . (10)

relaxed. It is also interesting to compare the transport data s (| A(T) )k

presented here with our scanning tunneling spectroscopic

studies of YBCO in the F-1-S and N-I-S heterostructures that1€r€{|Ax(T)[)x denotes the angular average of thevave

revealed significantly modified quasiparticle DOS at 4.2 K9ap, and the temperature dependenceA@(T)| is approxi-

under spin injection and no discernible changes under simpl@ated by|_Ak(T)|”[1_(T/Tc)]V- Assuming thatr, is a

quasiparticle injectioR* The spectroscopic studies are notWeak function of the temperature, we compare #ievalue

only supportive for our finding of significantly longer relax- (~40 nm) at {T/T¢)=0.1 with that (-160 nm) at {/T)

ation time of spin-polarized quasiparticles relative to that of=0.9 and use Eq(10) to obtain the order-parameter expo-

simple quasiparticles, but also suggestive of direct influenc@ent»v~0.65, which is consistent with the exponent 2/3

of spin injection on the microscopic states of the cuprates. for the XY model. Furthermore, using EL0), the physical
Next, we consider the appearance of a diverging spinparametersr and /7%, listed in Table I, and the empirical

relaxation length neaF.. In conventional superconductors, values ofsS(T), we find g,~10"1*-10"1° s, which is con-

it is known that the characteristic quasiparticle relaxationsistent with the theoretical estimate for spin-orbit

time 74 can diverge neaf . due to the vanishing supercon- interaction®! We therefore suggest thedaxis spin-relaxation

ducting gapA(T) through the following relatioft3 mechanism may be dominated by the spin-orbit interaction,



and the relaxation time? is substantially shorter than that antiferromagnetic correlation of &t ions?® thus inducing
associated with the in-plane spin relaxation, implying anisodocalized magnetic moments and resulting in suppression of
tropic spin transport. the collective spin excitation and the global pairing
Concerning thec-axis simple quasiparticle transport, we potential®*?4%>2728Similarly, we consider that the continu-
remark that the overall effects of current injection in theous injection of spin-polarized quasiparticles into the cuprate
N-I-S samples depend strongly on the transmission and ersuperconductors has effectively resulted in a quasistatic fer-
ergy relaxation of simple quasiparticles along thexis, and ~ romagnetic perturbation to the antiferromagnetic correlation
are therefore sensitive to the inter-planar inelastic scatterinf) the CuQ planes, thereby yielding strong effects and slow
mechanism in addition to the in-plane quasiparticle recombifelaxation in the quasiparticle spectra.
nation. Given that thec-axis dimensions of the N-I-5  Next we comment on the possible relevance of paramag-
samples were much smaller than the lateral dimensions, tHeetC effect”®!to the observed suppression of cuprate super-
overall effects of simple quasiparticle injection should beconductlwty dug to spin injection. We consider th? _spatlally
primarily determined by the magnitude of theaxis simple averaged effective magnetic inductiBi due to an injected
o7 . ; spin-polarized current densitl,; . Assuming that the-axis
quasiparticle relaxation lengtld; relative to the sample .

. . S . pin dephasing time$ and taking the polarizatioR=1 for
thlckness_,, even tho_ugh_the in-plane rec_omblnatlon time o implicity, we obtain an upper bound far, ;
excess simple quasiparticles can be relatively long due to the
existence of nodes in the pairing potenfallaking Eq.(9) Betr=<mo(ug/e)(Jinj7s/d), (11

and the ical electron-phonon scattering time in the cu- . . .
prates, rEt}/vplofll s for ($/Tc)<l and TEﬂlo,lg s for Where 7¢ is related torg, as given in Eq.(10). Thus, we

. R~ obtained Bgi~10"% Tesla for d=100 nm and Jinj
(Té -(I)_C)r:nl,atw(e} /_It_)t))tal(r)leld f§_<V DgTQn n:h‘?;tt r(_?;‘ge)s cf)rgm =10° A/cm?. This effective field is clearly insignificant
-~ C -~ . -~ C -~ . y

c G ) e compared with any critical fields of the superconductor, thus
whereD=vl;/3 is the charge diffusion coefficient along cannot account for the strong suppression of superconductiv-
the c-axis. These estimates are consistent with the negligiblgy under the injection of spin-polarized quasiparticles.

effect of current injection in the N-I-S samples with a thick  For completeness, we discuss in the following the possi-
superconducting layer~100 nm), and the finitéalthough  bility that the suppression of critical currents might be a
relatively small suppression ofl, in those N-I-S samples spurious effect associated with the summation of an initial
with a thin superconducting layer~50 nm). Due to the supercurrent and an externally injected current, as recently
rapid decrease in the electron-phonon scattering tigeith ~ suggested in Ref. 85, and then comment on the preliminary
T nearT,, a divergingsS(T) can only be expected if tem- data taken on patterned F-I-S heterostructures. One may con-

perature becomes sufficiently closeToso that the increas- J€cture that as the externally injected current from the man-
ing value of(A(T))~* with T compensates for the decreas- ganite underlayer enter the superconductor uniformly in a
ing 7=(T). A simple estimate using Eq9) suggests that direction transverse to thé; measurement current in the

0.9991 . <T<T, would be necessary to manifest the diverg-jv%%?écgpfggtc iﬁ;’ ;sezzgxrr:qg‘nt?%jaba;hcf] 1njvez;tjeeds (zjui;fr:rnt
ing simple quasiparticle relaxation length, which is beyondently due to the spatial variation in the local current density

our experimental resolution for measurements of the corme <ide the superconductor. That is, one might assume that

spondingJ.. 3 (y) =Jg+ (yIL)Ji; and I~ (y) = — Je+ (y/L)Jyn; , Where
L is the length of YBCO along thé, direction, J¢ly, and
further conjecture that thé-V characteristics of the entire
V. DISCUSSION superconductor would be solely determined by small resis-

The phenomenological analyses based on conventiondVe regions in th_e superconductor. More specifically, an ap-
theory of nonequilibrium superconductivity in the precedingParent suppression of the measugdwould be expected
section suggest significant effects of spin-injection on culecausel; would be reduced by;,; due to its direct addi-
prate superconductivity and anisotropic spin transport, withion of Ji,; while J; would be unaffected and remains the
spin relaxation probably dominated by the spin-orbit interacsame asl..2> However, upon closer scrutiny, we believe
tion alongc axis and by the exchange interaction within thethat such a hypothetical scenario has no merits for a number
CuO, plane. Under the premise of high-quality F-I-S hetero-of reasons.
structures and interfaces, the significant influence of spin- Empirically, all existing data derived from the as-grown
polarized quasiparticles on the microscopic DOS is likelyand patterned devices can unambiguously rule out the
unique to the cuprate superconductors because of the stroggrrent-summation scenario as the explanation for our obser-
correlation between the conducting holes and spirvation. First, had the summing of currents as depicted in Fig.
fluctuations>®°Such drastic dynamic effects on cuprate su-6(a) been the dominating cause for the suppressiah jrwe
perconductivity are reminiscent of the strong suppression ofvould have found no change jd_ | and significant suppres-
superconductivity and long-range effects induced by statision only in|J}|. However, such behavior hagverbeen
nonmagnetic impurities that substitute the?Cuons in the  observed in any of our as-grown or patterned samples. Sec-
Cu0, planest’~?*The short-range antiferromagnetic correla- ond, this two-dimensional geometrical effect would have re-
tion has been considered to play a significant role in thesulted in a constant efficiency=1/2, for all J;,; at all tem-
cuprate superconductivity, and the static nonmagnetic impuperatures, and for all samples, regardless of the sample types
rities in thep-type cuprates are believed to have broken thgi.e., F-I-S vs N-I-$ and the constituent layer thickness. This



=160 nm)[see Fig. 8)] or a thicker insulating barrigtl0

nm) (Ref. 52 at all temperatures except very ndar, im-
plying »<3. Similarly, no discerniblel, suppression could
be found in the control N-I-S heterostructure witth
=100 nm?>? implying 7,~0 for a wide range of tempera-
ture. Third, the simple current-summation scenario would as-
sert thatJ =0 if J;j5;=2J, for all heterostructures at all
temperatures, which is at odds with the data shown in Fig.
1(c) for a control N-I-S sample. As mentioned previously in
Sec. IV, such finding in the N-I-S samples is a clear revela-
0.2 tion of the uncertainties in the injected quasiparticle

() Diita taken oyt partenied momentunt? Fourth, we note that the experimental results
YBCO/STO/LSMO , 50
(100/3.5/150nm) _by Vqs l_<o_et gl. hav_e der_no_nstrated that the supp_ress_]pn
0.1~ in spin-injection devices is independent of the direction of
Jo=265x 10° A/{ current injection relative to the supercurrent, which further
% 00 L N corroborate the notion that the positions of external elec-
NS o trodes do not provide well-defined supercurrent distribution
> 5 within a superconductor. Finally, our previous scanning tun-
01} J,=2.03x 10’ Afem’ neling spectroscopi¢STS studies of the YBCO layer in
both F-I-S and N-I-S heterostructures had demonstrated dis-
T/T, =091 tinct changes in the quasiparticle DOS only under spin injec-
02 - : : : : : tion. The STS experiments were performed wifhy=0 and
300 200 -100 O 100200 300 J,=0 at all times; hence, no complications from current ad-
Los J (x10° Afem?) dition were involved. Thus, we conclude that all experimen-
T © data from YBCO/STO/LSMO tal data to date clearly rule out the possibility of current
L0 (100/2/100nm) with n = 0.17 summation as an alternative explanation dgrsuppression

Z

at T/T,=0.05

in perovskite F-1-S devices.
From the theoretical viewpoints, the current-summation

0
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T

= /v scenario assumes that the injected quasiparticles follow a
- 0.90 gl;gacfcr)%nTO/LSMo s — well-defined current path, which immediately turn after en-
(100/3.5/150nm) predicted in Ref.[85] tering the superconductor, flow toward the common-ground

withn=1/2 for all T

and J,, terminal, and exit the superconductor after aggregating at

that end of the superconductor, as depicted in Fig).8n
0.8% w0 0'05 o '10 0'15 020 other words, although the incident quasiparticle momentum
& : ] '/J ) ) was along the axis, only the final momentum parallel to the
inj ? "0 direction of the supercurrent in the Cu@lanes was consid-

. . ered relevant. Such approach is unjustified for the following

FIG. 6. (3) Hypothetical current flow patterns in the YBCO reasons. First, the hypothetical geometric effect for a par-
layer of the F-I-S heterostructure under external current |nject|on[ially varying total current density in the superconductor
from the manganite. The initial current in YBCO J§ along =y — \qiiq have resulted in a phase gradient in the order param-
direction, and the external current enters the superconductor Iméter throughout the superconductor. Such a gradient would
tially along thex directior?._(b) _I-V characteristics of a patterned have incurred phase slippage and vortex formation in the
I>:<I1(?“ :/amgleThun?etr ||n]3(.:t|on .Currefmtsh from 0 (;0 t2'6'5 superconductor, and the interaction of the nonuniform cur-

cme. “he lateral dimension of e SUperconducloris .o neq with vortices would tend to redistribute the currents

5 X g
(100x100) p, and the layer thlcl_<r_1esses are as 'nd'c"’.‘t'.sﬁ‘ more uniformly to minimize the phase gradient. Thus, the
The dashed line represents the requisite observation of efficigncy PR o :

real current distribution inside the superconductor is ex-

equaling a constant 1/2, if the geometrical effect of current summa-

tion in (a) were correct. The lower solid line is the result derived pected to deviate from the direct sum of currents as depicted

from (b), with the efficiency varying continuously withJ;,;. The n I_:ig._ 6@ S_econd, the_d_ynamic namre a_SSOCiat_ed with the
upper solid line is derived from another patterned F-I-S sample ofnitial interaction of the injected quasiparticles with the su-
(10X 100) wm? lateral dimension and thicknesses as indicated Perconductor plays a very important role in determining the

with 7=0.17. Clearly, the data do not support the current- NOnequilibrium superconducting properties, such as the over-
summation scenario proposed (a). all quasiparticle energy and the DOS. These important pro-

cesses such as the quasiparticle redistribution and pair re-
clearly is contradicted by the experimental data shown ircombination could not be neglected unless the quasiparticle
Figs. 5a) and §b) for the as-grown heterostructures and inrelaxation times were sufficiently short so that the corre-
Fig. 6(c) on the patterned samples wherevaries signifi-  sponding characteristic lengths were much smaller than the
cantly withT andJ;,; . In addition, for as-grown samples, no sample dimensions. However, as we have estimated in Sec.
appreciable suppression dg could be detected in the F-I-S |V, the in-plane spin-relaxation time could range from
devices with either a thicker superconducting layer ( 10 % s at (T/T,)<1 to 10 ® s at (T/T)—1, so that the

0.85 - at T/T,=0.91




in-plane spin-relaxation length was on the order ofhave been confirmed by a different experimental technique
10"%-10"% m, comparable to the device dimension. Thethrough magnetization measurements of YBCO fiffhs.
nonequilibrium effect of spin-polarized quasiparticles ap- Finally, based on the phenomenological analysis of our
peared to be long range at all temperatures in F-I-S samplesxperimental data outlined in this paper, we remark that the
with thin YBCO, and therefore cannot be neglected. Third,bulk nonequilibrium effects in perovskite F-I-S and N-I-S
the current-summation scenario ignores the dependence béterostructures appear to be conceptually consistent with
guasiparticle transmission across interfaces on the degree tife general descriptions for quasiparticles. In other words,
spin polarization, the quasiparticle energy, the no double octhere is no obvious need to invoke spin-charge separation in
cupancy constraint, and the interface properties. Such simplihe superconducting state to account for the spin and charge
fication is neither theoretically rigorous nor empirically com- transport behavior in the cuprates.

patible with experimental data.

In an earlier study of an N-I-S heterostruct&?&’ a sup-
pression ofl; obtained was attributed to the effect of current
summation in Ref. 85. Upon closer inspection of the experi- We have conducted systematic studies of the critical cur-
ments, it can be ascertained that the critical current had beaent density {.) in perovskite F-I-S and N-I-S heterostruc-
determined only in one supercurrent directiall {, while  ture with different thicknesses of the superconducting layer,
the reversal of polarity was done to the injection current inand have demonstrated sharp contrasts between the tempera-
the measurements. In reality, the experimental procedure iture and injection current dependence of F-I-S and of N-I-S.
Ref. 87 gave rise to a branch imbalance effect associated/ithin experimental uncertainties, the strong suppression of
with the injection of charged quasiparticf&sThat is, revers-  superconductivity in F-I-S due to current injection cannot be
ing the polarity of the injection gate current actually changedrivially explained by either the paramagnetic effect or a
the injected quasiparticles from predominately electronlikesimple current-summation effect. Phenomenological analy-
to holelike in character, or vice versa. It is known that ases of our data suggest that the strong influence of spin-
complete description for the branch imbalance effect muspolarized quasiparticles od, and on the quasiparticle den-
include studies of both polarities of the bias voltd§&imi-  sity of states of F-I-S samples may be due to their
larly, showing the fulll. behavior requires the mapping of suppression of the antiferromagnetic correlation in the CuO
bothJ. andJ_ values, but no results far; were reported planes of the superconducting cuprate. Assuming the appli-
in Ref. 87. Therefore, the current summation conjecture recability of conventional theory of nonequilibrium supercon-
mains unsubstantiated, contrary to the assertion in Ref. 85ductivity, the strong effects of spin-polarized quasiparticles

We note, however, that the effect &f suppression due to are manifested by the long in-plane spin-relaxation time and
spin injection is weaker in the patterned F-I-S relative to théarge shift in the chemical potential derived herewith. In con-
as-grown F-I-S devices, as shown in Fig. 6. In particular, fortrast, no discernible chemical potential shift can be found in
the patterned F-I-S samples of thicknesses 100 nm/2 nm/10be N-I-S samples using the same analysis. The strong effects
nm, we find thaty~0.17 atT=4.2 K, while at higher tem- 0f spin-polarized quasiparticles are probably unique to the
peratures, no discerniblé suppressior(i.e., 7~0) is ob-  cuprates and other superconductors that exhibit coexistence
served even withl;,;>2J.. As described in Sec. Il, the of antiferromagnetic correlation and superconductivity, and
constituent layers of most patterned F-I-S heterostructuredre reminiscent of the significant suppression of supercon-
have shown substantial degradation particularly near théuctivity due to nonmagnetic impurities in the Cu@lanes.
edge of the YBCO layer. Consequently, the degree of spifin contrast to the in-plane spin relaxation mechanism via
polarization is likely to be significantly compromised. Fur- €xchange interaction, the-axis spin-transport mechanism
thermore, severe interface magnetic scattering becomé®ay be dominated by inelastic spin-orbit interaction. Al-
likely as the result of overall material degradation. Thus, thehough more accurate determination for the spin-relaxation
weaker spin-injection effect on the patterned F-I-S devices ifimes awaits successful fabrication of patterned devices with
not conclusive, and should not be considered as inconsisteiell-defined geometry and high-quality interfaces, our work
with our estimated long in-plane spin-relaxation length.has demonstrated phenomena of nonequilibrium supercon-
However, ultimate empirical verification for the in-plane ductivity in cuprate superconductors and the strong effects of
spin-relaxation length awaits successful fabrication of highSpin injection. Further theoretical studies for the microscopic
quality patterned F-I-S and N-1-S devices. interaction of spin-polarized quasiparticles with the back-

On the magnitude of the efficienciep associated with ground antiferromagnetic correlation in the highly aniso-
both F-I-S and N-I-S heterostructures, we note that they aropic d-wave cuprates will be necessary to provide better
generally small except at low temperatures in the F-I-S. Thiginderstanding of the data.
is not entirely surprising because the YBCO superconductor
is known to havej-\{vavg pairing symmetry, which is gapless ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
along the nodal directions. The pre-existence of thermally
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