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ABSTRACT

Spin transport via electrons is typically plagued by Joule heating and short decay lengths due to spin-flip scattering. It is
known that dissipationless spin currents can arise when using conventional superconducting contacts, yet this has only been
experimentally demonstrated when using intricate magnetically inhomogeneous multilayers, or in extreme cases such as half-
metals with interfacial magnetic disorder. Moreover, it is unknown how such spin supercurrents decay in the presence of
spin-flip scattering. Here, we present a method for generating a spin supercurrent by using only a single homogeneous mag-
netic element. Remarkably, the spin supercurrent generated in this way does not decay spatially, in stark contrast to normal
spin currents that remain polarized only up to the spin relaxation length. We also expose the existence of a superconductivity-
mediated torque even without magnetic inhomogeneities, showing that the different components of the spin supercurrent
polarization respond fundamentally differently to a change in the superconducting phase difference. This establishes a mech-
anism for tuning dissipationless spin and charge flow separately, and confirms the advantage that superconductors can offer
in spintronics.

Introduction

Current research in spintronics is attracting much atentn large part due to the pivotal role that the quantum dpgree of
freedom plays in an increasingly wide class of physicalsyst ranging from ultracold atoms at the micro-Kelvin terapgre
scale to topological insulators at room-temperature. $insport in superconductots, which historically predated spin
transport experiments in non-superconducting matetiakss recently re-emerged as a potential avenue for enhaanihg
discovering new phenomena in spintronics. Recent restdteracouraging, with experiments demonstrating not orflgite
magnetoresistanéehut also strongly enhanced quasiparticle spin lifetifisgin relaxation length$spin Hall effects’ and
thermoelectric current8 compared with non-superconducting structures.

Creating and manipulating spin-flow is the central featdisuperconducting spintronids$.1? It is known that in the pres-
ence of magnetically inhomogeneous structures, such ailayats or ferromagnets with intrinsic textures such asdim
walls, spin-polarized Cooper pairs can eméfgehich thus carry not only charge but also spin supercurrént$ Experi-
mentally, it has been demonstrat&d? that such triplet Cooper pairs can carry a dissipationleasge-current through strong
ferromagnets over distances far exceeding the penetrddipth of conventional superconducting order into magnetite-
rials. This occurs precisely due to the creation of triplebfer pairs which are spin-polarized and thus insensitiviaé
pair-breaking effect of a magnetic Zeeman-field. In fadgplét Cooper pairs were newly experimentally observeddes
conventional superconductét?* In very recent developments, it has been shown that intrsgin-orbit coupling offers an
alternative avenue for generating the long-range (LR)eripomponent®26 In that case the appearance of the LR compo-
nent depends on the relationship between the spin-orbilicmuand the exchange field, with the LR triplet defined asrgv
its spin aligned with the exchange field. This is in contrasthte short-ranged (SR) triplet component which has its spin
perpendicular to the field, and is thus vulnerable to padaking in the same way as conventional singlet Cooper pABs.
we will show below, these recent developments will have guaofl consequences for the generation of spin supercuirents
spintronics.

To date, structures with magnetic inhomogeneities suchw@spte magnetic layers have been required to create long-
ranged spin-supercurrerit¥?? This can be experimentally challenging for several reasprisarily because it is far from
trivial to exert control over the individual layers of magjcally inhomogeneous structures, and can be complicagefliyther
if the magnetic layer has intrinsic texture (such as thea$pirder in Ho). Here we will show that it is possible to create
spin-polarized supercurrent using juste single homogeneous magnetic element, which eliminates the experimental com-
plexities and heralds a new era for harnessing the dissiasis spin-flow of superconductors in spintronics. In tilaj we
show that this spin supercurrent does not decay even in #sepce of spin-flip processesy. via magnetic impurities or
spin-orbit impurity scattering. This spin-flip immunity fisndamentally different from spin currents in non-sup@&acting
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Figure 1. Proposed experimental setup and interference mechanisnProposed experimental setup and interference
mechanism. The thin-film may be constructed with either |Rashba spin-orbit coupling from heavy normal-metal layers
(e.g. Au or Pt) and a homogeneous ferromagnet with out-of-plargrecrystalline anisotropg.(. PdNi or CuNi), or with
both Rashba and Dresselhaus coupling in the normal l&gerGaAs) and a ferromagnet with purely in-plane field. In both
cases, this induces an interference effect between therbomged and short-ranged Cooper pairs, which results m spi
mixing and a novel superconductivity-mediated spin torque

structures which remain polarized for the duration of thim splaxation time. Finally, we show that the spin polariaat
components of the supercurrent respond qualitativelguifitly to a change in the superconducting phase differentée
surprising consequence of this is that the dissipatiordeasge flow and spin flow can be tuned separately. In partiduigh
the magnitude and the polarization direction of the spin floaontrolled via the superconducting phase, offering aimein
new way to control spin transport.

Spin supercurrent with a single homogeneous ferromagnet

Consider the thin-film heterostructure depicted in Bigvhich shows a Josephson junction of conventi@naave supercon-
ductive sources with normal and ferromagnetic elemenisayly utilized in proximity effect experiments.

We will now show that a long-ranged spin supercurrent isanst in the junction even when only a single homogeneous
ferromagnet is used. The key to achieving this is to deposirg thin layer of a heavy normal metal such as gold or
platinum at the superconducting interfaces. Recent exgarts in the context of magnetization switching have shdvan t
such interfaces will produce strong Rashba spin-orbit tngplue to the high atomic number of the metal and the intéafly
broken inversion symmetrs/. Experimentally, care must be taken during the layer dejoosih order to reduce the amount
of interfacial roughness, which will in general decrease dmount of current the junction can sustain and thus affect t
signal strength. The magnetic element consists of a fergoetéc alloy which has both an in- and out-of-plane comptnen
achievable by using.g. PdNi or CuNi, which can both feature out-of-plane magnstsiadline anisotropy in thin-film322°
Itis clear, therefore, that no magnetic inhomogeneitiesaquired, and the ferromagnet does not need to featuratimsic
spin-orbit coupling. This is in contrast to previous workatthave considered long-ranged currents in either maggilgti
textured junctions (seeg. Refs1430.31) or intrinsically spin-orbit coupled ferromagnéts3% 33 where spin is not a conserved
quantity, with several magnetic layef&In our setup, only a single homogeneous ferromagnet is redjbiecause the heavy
normal metals supply the spin-orbit coupling, significam#ducing the previously required level of junction conxitigin
order to host a spin supercurrent. Furthermore, as an atteerexperimental scenario, it is possible to use a fergomatwith
a purely in-plane exchange field by employing normal laykas tontain both Rashba and Dresselhaus coupling. Examples
include crystals that lack an inversion structure and tioethsional electron gases such as gallium arsenide. lcadlis, the
singlet-triplet conversion is greatly enhancéd? resulting in stronger supercurrents (see Bjg.

The spin-supercurreiy polarized along a unit vectormay be computed via the quasiclassical Green fungt@ecord-
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Figure 2. Charge and spin supercurrent vs. length The magnitude of the critical charge curré&l(a) and the
components of the critical spin currd@;1 (b) in the ferromagnet as a function of the length of the ldyers shown on a
logarithmic scale. In the presence of spin-orbit couplthg,current becomes long-ranged as it makes a transitiomdro
exponential decay with superimposed oscillations to a nslmlier decay with respect tg=. For long ferromagnetic
junctions, it is clear that the charge current is almostrelytdue to the long-range component. Including both Rasimiok
Dresselhaus coupling results in a substantial enhancesh#re critical charge currents compared with pure Rashba
coupling. We assume bulk superconductivity in the supetaootors, an exchange fieltd= 50A(0, cosh, sinB) with 6 = 0.3,
and a normal metal layer length bf; /s = 0.08.

ing to:1°
Isn =15, | deTr{pat(@0:0) ). @

Here, we have definetl= diag(n- o,n - o*), whereo is the vector of Pauli matrices denotes the quasiparticle energy &d
the Keldysh component of the Green functitg).= NohDAA/8LF, whereNy is the normal-state density of states at the Fermi
level, D the diffusion constant andl the interfacial contact area. The integral in Ef).i§ dimensionless since the energies
have been normalized to the bulk superconductingyapd lengths normalized to the ferromagnet lerigth The matrix

ps =diag(1,1,—1,—1). To find the Keldysh component we use the equilibrium refatio

(8020)" = [670.6" + (p2g"0-6"Ps) "] tant(Be/2), )

wheregR denotes the retarded componentg ahdp = 1/kgT is the inverse temperature wikg being the Boltzmann constant.
Here we have used that the advanced component af th@iven byg® = —(p3GRps)T. We findgR by solving the Usadel
equation for the system shown in Fiynumerically in the full proximity effect regime using the NOR supercomputer
cluster (Kongull); see Methods for further details. We da@nt compute the spin supercurrent from Et), &énd the charge
supercurrenitg can be obtained from the same formula by removifigm the trace and takinig, — 2ls,e/h = lg,, wheree

is the electronic charge.

The critical charge supercurrerg, obtained at a phase-differenge= 11/2, is shown in Fig.2a, demonstrating that
it becomes long-ranged even if there is no magnetic inhomaigeand only a single ferromagnet is used. The physical
mechanism behind this effect is that the spin-orbit cogppiresent in the thin, heavy normal metal layers rotatesriplet
Cooper pairs due to an anisotropic spin relaxafofhe existence of the long-ranged supercurrentin our sefyines a thin
layer with spin-orbit coupling at each of the supercondwgiinterfaces: with only one layer, the effect is absenthis $ense,
the heavy normal metal layers effectively play an analogoles as the misaligned magnetization layers in the trilagter
magnetic Josephson setup proposed in®Reds the spin-orbit coupling provides the spin-rotation fegito produce the
long-ranged triplet Cooper pairs. The key distinguishiegext regarding the appearance of a long-ranged supettinre
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our work compared to previous proposals is that only onelsingmogeneous ferromagnet (without any intrinsic spinitor
coupling) is required. Moreover, our analysis reveals nbysjral mechanisms at work in such structures, to be disduss
below.

The spin-orbit coupling is described loyand, being respectively the Rashba and Dresselhaus coefficighiese are
normalised to the superconducting gapnd length of normal metdly in such a way that with a niobium superconductor of
gapA ~ 3 meV,a = 0.5/Ly corresponds to a Rashba parameter of the ordet@ 1% eV m. It is clear from Fig2a that the
critical current decays rapidly in the absence of spintarbiipling @ = 3 = 0), and that this decay is strongly suppressed by
the inclusion of spin-orbit coupling (note the log scale).

To model the ferromagnet, we assumed an exchangetfieldh(0, cosd, sinB), with a strengtth/A = 50 and a canting
of 8 = 0.3rtbetween the in- and out-of-plane components. The supemiexists for any orientation of the exchange field
6 € (0,1/2) and we will later discuss the precise dependence on thengeentigled. We choos&yr = 0.2 for the normalized
interfacial magnetoresistance term dbgl= 1 for the interfacial scattering phase shift on both sitfeis this case, and with a
typical superconducting coherence lengtt§ o= 25 nm, the LR component dominates for ferromagnets of lebgtjreater
than~ 10 nm, causing the critical curretft to decay slowly despite the presence of an exchangetigidA, remaining
orders of magnitude larger than the SR component for ingrglgdong ferromagnets. In this scheme, the associategtotr
densities for a sample length ~ 10 nm will be of the orderj8| ~ 10% A/cm? without spin-orbit coupling, and 1-2 orders
higher with its inclusion (see Methods for details). Thisresponds well with charge current densities measuredean th
experiment of Ref3/ which also used a CuNi alloy as the ferromagnet. For stroegehnange fields, the LR component will
dominate for even shorter junctions, but the overall cumesgnitude will be suppressed. The supercurrent carrigddi/R
Cooper pairs can be significantly enhanced by including &ibsaus coupling, as can be seen from the dotted line irRgjg.
in which case the achievable critical charge current is ngrelter than with Rashba coupling alone.

We now turn to the spin supercurrent. Without spin-orbitlowg, no spin current flows in the junction. To demonstrate
the physical origin of the dissipationless spin current asdlifferent polarization components, it is useful decaspthe
triplet correlations in the system into their long-ranged &hort-ranged contributiorf: = f g + fgg. To take an explicit
example, consider the case with pure Rashba coupling angcharge fielch = (0,hy,h;). In that case, we may write the
general expressions:

fLR = (gla _gzhz/ha gZhy/h)a fSR = (07 fSRhy7 fSRhZ)/ha (3)

so thatf g -h = 0 whenfgg || h. Here, {01,092} and fsg are complex scalars that describe the LR and SR parts of the
superconducting correlations. Now, the spin expectatiector of a triplet Cooper pair is obtained k) = if x f with

f(g) = f*(—¢). Inserting the long-ranged stdtg;, one obtains

(S)Lr = —1(G201 — 9201) (hyy + hz2) /h. (4)

This means that the spin of the LR Cooper pairs points alorgetthange field, as expected. Similarly, one finds that
(S)sr = 0 for the SR Cooper pairs. However, there exists an additmaribution. The spin expectation vector of the total
proximity-induced superconducting state may be written

(St =i(f g +fsr) x (fLR + FS,R)
= (SR +i(flr x fsr+TLr xfsRr) %)

It follows that there exists a novéiterference term (S)ine = i (f g % fsp+fr % fsg) between the LR and SR Cooper pairs,
which upon insertion of | g andf g produces two termgS)int = (S)ex+ (S)mix:

(Symix = S1(Yhz—2y)/h, (S)ex = SX, (6)

WhereSj = —i(fSjo — fSjo)-

The exchange term (S)ex Of Eq. (6) is independent of the direction of the fiehd In contrast,(S)mix changes its spin-
polarization direction ah is altered. We will explain the physical meaning of each efthterms in the section below. The
critical spin supercurrent variation with: is shown in Fig.2(b), displaying both the component parallel with the exg®an

field (n || h), denoting itIgH, and the magnitude of the perpendicular components

1S.|= (1§ex)? + (1§ min)?- )

It is clear that the polarization of the spin supercurreohglthe magnetization direction has a qualitatively dédfearbehavior
with the length of the system compared with the polarizaperpendicular to the exchange field, which oscillates withi
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Figure 3. Controlling spin flow and polarization via superconducting phase difference The dependence of the spin
supercurrent on the phase differemeetween the superconductors of the junction illustratdeignl is shown. The
component parallel to the exchange fiblek h(0,cos9,sin0) is given ina, the component perpendicular to the field
polarized in thex-direction inb and the perpendicular component aldfgsin(8), — cog8)) in c. The spin-orbit coupling is
chosen to be of pure Rashba type with- 0.5/Ly, and the parameters used are otherwise the same as ih Rgsults with
both Rashba and Dresselhaus coupling are qualitativejesjrwith consistently higher current magnitudes (notwhp

its typical exponential decay since it is limited by the peaton depth of the short-ranged superconducting cdiogls
Although both components decay exponentially, the petietrdepth of the parallel componentis enhanced greatiyewt-
dition of spin-orbit coupling and it persists for signific¢grionger interstitial ferromagnets. Note that there ia+monotonic
relationship between the maximal supercurrents and thenitualg of the spin-orbit coupling, in the same way as therstgx

a non-monotonic relation between the density of states gimdasbit coupling in a ferromagnéf. The local density of states
would be expected to display a peak at zero energy whenewdotig-range component of the spin supercurrent dominates
in the system, and for there to be an increase in the critwaperature of the superconductdrSince the long-range cor-
relations are carried by the so-called odd-frequency paitsthe system in this way reproduces features of unconventiona
superconductivit§® using conventionad-wave superconductors.

Controlling spin polarization with the superconducting ph ase

Analyzing the dependence of the spin supercurrent on theeptiéference between the superconductors exposes afimther
damental difference between the parallel and perpendicataponents. We will prove théj there exists a superconductivity-
mediated exchange interaction in the system, even in thenabof any charge supercurrent and magnetic inhomogeseiti
which acts with a torque on the magnetic order parameterttatdii) both the magnitude and polarization direction of the
spin supercurrent can be tuned via the superconducting mhifsrence.

The phase-dependence of the component of the spin supantparallel to the exchange field,, is plotted in Fig.3a,
and shows the expected first-order sinusoidal dependeniteeqgrhase differenag This is physically reasonable since this
component of the spin supercurrent is carried exclusivglyhe LR Cooper pairs which are polarized along the exchange
field. When considering the perpendicular components afpiresupercurrent, however, the analysis in the precedictips
showed that there exists two contributidRgy andIsmix that originate from a novel interference between the LR aRd S
Cooper pairs. In order to unveil the physical meaning ofaltesms, we plot the variation of these wiglin Figs.3b andc. It
is seen that these polarization components exhibit a fuedtatly different response to the superconducting phdfsreince:
Isex is invariant under time-revers@l— (—@) and finite even in the absence of any phase differgre® where no net charge
current flows, wheredsg mix is antisymmetric under time-reversal. In effect, therestsxa pure spin supercurrent flow without
any charge current contamination in the system, even ialtkance of any magnetic inhomogeneities or half-metallicity.

Based on these observations, we offer the following inttgiion of our findings. The polarization component of thia sp
supercurrenf h is understood simply as the polarization of the LR Cooperspiiat carry the long-ranged charge current
and thus obeys the same type of current-phase relation ah#nge current itself, vanishing both@t= 0 andg= 1. The
interference between the SR and LR Cooper pairs now provigespin supercurrent components with distinct physical
origins. The termgmix represents the spin polarization that arises due to imrée between LR and SR pairs carrying
charge current, and is thus qualitatively similar to therghecurrent itself, with a siq profile. In contrast, the terrex
represents something more exotias a superconductivity-induced torque acting on the magnetization, which is present even
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Figure 4. Charge- and spin-current vs. canting angle The effect of the canting ang@between the in- and out-of-plane
components of the exchange fidld= 50A(0, cos, sinB) is shown for the charge currenténand for the spin-current
components il andc. Without spin-orbit coupling, the charge current does regteshd on the magnetization orientation,

and there is zero spin-current. With Rashba spin-orbit kegpve see a significant enhancement in the charge curréht, w

a canting profile stabilising towards a sinusoidal maximu®-a 11/4 for increasingly large ferromagnets as the long-ranged
triplet component become dominant. The parallel compoofthe spin-current monotonically decreases with ferroneag
length, while the perpendicular components are sensititieet Ottransition in the ground state. The inclusion of
Dresselhaus spin-orbit coupling yields a dramatic in@eéadoth charge- and spin-current, and it is evident thaglgur
in-plane magnetizatiof® = 0) is sufficient to generate the long-range component.

in the absence of any charge current. From its numerical evaluation, we find that it may be writteilgex| = 91 + J2coso,
with the constant$ 1, %} depending on system-specific details such as the strengftie @kchange fielt, the length of the
ferromagnet.g and the strength of spin-orbit couplimg This means that the exchange spin supercurrent is invannater
@ — (—) and that it has a term that is independent of the supercoindyztiase difference.

The physical origin of this term is the following. Due to thepimity effect, both LR and SR superconducting correlasio
are induced in the ferromagnet in the presence of the iru@isymmetry breaking normal metal layers. The interfeeenc
between these correlations create, according to Bq.a(net spin moment. Since this moment is misaligned Wijth acts
with a torque on the magnetic order paramdteattempting to rotate it so that the net torque vanishes. prasence of
magnetic anisotropy in the system could be expected to pttearcounteract this torque. Importantly, this effect isqant
even without any net charge floi= 0) and exists with just a single, homogeneous ferromagnes.i$levident by comparing
Figs.3b andc, where the different polarization components of the spescurrent are plotted against the superconducting
phase difference. This result shows that the magnitude atadipation direction of a dissipationless spin curremnt bath
be tuned exclusively via the superconducting phase diffaxewhich is a surprising finding that offers a new way to oaint
spin flow. The superconducting phase difference may iteeldt in the conventional way via current-bias, or by apjglyin
an external magnetic flux in a loop-geomettyWe underline that this superconductivity-mediated exgeanteraction is
very different from exchange interactionseig. conventional spin-valves with two ferromagnets, wherevaadion from the
parallel or antiparallel configuration produces a net élgiilm spin current that tries to align the magnetizatioi@sav spin-
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torque®??* In contrast, here such a torque exists even with a singlephgemeous ferromagnet due to a unique interference
effect between long-ranged and short-ranged triplet Copaies.

It is clear from Fig.3 that the maximal spin-current polarized along the exchdieiekis achieved aroung = 11/2, cor-
responding well with the definition of the critical spin cent, taken to be the spin polarization of the critical changeent.
These simulations were run for a canting angl® ef 0.3, and since this angle is in large part determined by matandl
geometry constraints it is instructive to consider theaftd the canting angle on the results. This is shown in Bjgand
demonstrates that the long-ranged component of the chargent favours a canting angle 6f= 1/4, visible at longer
sample lengths. It is also clear that the inclusion of botbHRa and Dresselhaus spin-orbit coupling allows the |amged
component to be generated with a purely in-plane exchanige’ié®

Spin-flip immunity

Upon analysing the spin supercurrent in the above structure discovers an additional feature which pertains uryooe
currents generated by superconductors. Unlike conveadtgpin-polarized currents, we find that a spifercurrent does
not decay due to either spin-orbit impurity scattering dnsfip scattering caused by magnetic impurities. This lelsas

immediate implications for the usage of superconductospintronics, since it means that spin-flow created in thig isa
preserved even in regions with strong spin-flip scatteriflg.emphasize that this stands in complete contrast to ctionah

spin-currents, which have a decay length dictated by theuatraf spin-flip scattering present.

Here we provide a general proof that the spin supercurregriserved both in normal metal and ferromagnetic systems,
even in the presence of spin-orbit impurity scattering aadropic spin-flip scattering from magnetic impurities.indsthe
relation between the Keldysh, retarded and advanced coemp®of the Green function which holds at equilibrium (E3),(
the Usadel equation may be written

Do, Tr{pst;670,67} +iTr{pst;[Z.67]} =0, (8)
where we have defined
5= g3+ M — Oso— Osf, 9)

andt; denotes the polarization-direction of interedt= diagh - o, (h- 0)*), whereh is the magnetic exchange field, whereas
the spin-orbit and magnetic impurity spin-flip self-enesyhave been included via the terthg and G« (see Methods for
details). For any matriX one has TfX'} = (Tr{X})*, from which it follows that if

Tr{ﬁ3fj [iv @R]} = 07 (10)

then the spin supercurrent will be conserved. By insertirgmhost general expression for the quasiclassical retdbdeen
functiongR [given in Eq. (L3)], direct evaluation shows that the above trace is always inethe absence of an exchange field
despite the presence of spin-flip scattering. In the presehan exchange field, the same holds for the spin super¢ugien
polarized along the magnetization and remains true evédreiekchange field is spatially inhomogeneous. Even thouwgh th
magnitude of the spin supercurrent is reduced with incregspin-flip scattering® it is remarkable that a spin supercurrent,
controllable via the superconducting phase differencenlsadecay even if both spin-orbit and magnetic impuritiegpaesent

in the sample.

Summary

In conclusion, we have shown three major results: (i) a loargged spin supercurrent can be created without any magneti
inhomogeneities, (ii) both the magnitude and polarizataction of the spin supercurrent can be tuned separaialihe
superconducting phase difference, and (iii) spin supeects created in this way do not decay even in the presengénflgp
scatteringj.e. they display spin-flip immunity. We have proposed that thasyrhe observed experimentally in a Josephson
junction consisting of conventionalwave superconductorse.§. Nb) with very thin layers of a heavy normal metalg, Pt

or Au) and a single homogeneous ferromagnet with magnettaitiye out-of-plane anisotropye.(. PdNi or CuNi). We
would like to note that no “exotic” materials, such as unantional superconductors or noncentrosymmetric ferroratsg
are required — the effects predicted in this work appear Ipykining conventional superconductors and metals, whiollsh
make experimental verification of our results readily achide. Our results confirm the significant and immediate athge
that superconductors offer spintronics.
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Methods

We solved the Riccati parameterised Usadel equation with-ait coupling® iteratively between the layers, using the
NOTUR supercomputer facilities (Kongull), for the full pdmity effect regime. Having three separate layers betwbhen
superconductors means the setup is not amenable to arsgiiioon even in the weak proximity limit, in contrast to ses
other works cited in the main text. In the normal metal, smibit coupling is included in the Usadel equation ES). Iy
replacing the derivative with its covariant equivalent. ‘d&scribe the normal-metal-ferromagnet interfaces viastin-
dependent boundary conditions

2Li2;6;0-8; = [Gj. Gk) + 2L, Gji [A. 65
+0iGumr (G, {M,Gk}] + 0jiGe [§j,M] , (11)

wherej, k= {left,right}, j # k denotes the two sides of the interface and the orientatitarmiénes the sigignt = 1, Oleft =

—1. The thin-film layering direction is taken to be in théirection, andsyr andGg denote the interfacial magnetoresistance
and scattering phase shifts respectively. We cl{gse 3 for the transparency parameter of all interfaces. The-smbit
coupling fieldA = diag/A, —A*), and we have considered the cése (Boy — 00y, 00y — B0y, 0), wherea, 3 are the Rashba
and Dresselhaus coefficients respectively. Note that isfie-orbit field contains a component along the junctioedtion,
for example if isolating the triplet component viarebiased junctior??* then the relative sign of the spin-orbit coupling
between the two normal layers becomes important. The sitrapin-orbit scattering and spin-flip terms are given by

1
Os = _ﬁ IZO‘iPSQR%O‘ia
Osf :——ZﬁiQRﬁiS, (12)

wherets and1ss are the mean scattering timeS, is the spin expectation value and we have defined the matrix
diag(oi,a]"). The general form of the retarded Green function is

R_[(NI+V) 2Ny
gR—( 2Ry _N(|+w))’ (13)

with normalization matrice®N = (I — yy)~* and N = (I —yy)~! and identity matrixl. The ~operation denotes complex
conjugation and — (—¢). Regarding the choice of junction parameter, one may censideasonable approximation of the
normal-state density of states to be of the oldgr 1072/(eV cn?), and the diffusion constant of CuNi toHeD ~ 5 cn/s.
Moreover, in Figs2 and4 we have shown the critical charge current and spin curreotsputed at a phase difference of
¢@=T1/2. The critical charge current may deviate slightly fronstbhase difference near the transition points between the 0
andmtground states since higher order harmonics may becomeasiady significant when the current is very small, but this
is largely negligible for our scheme.
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