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Crossed Andreev reflection in superconducting graphene spivalves: Spin-switch effect
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We consider the non-local quantum transport propertiegcdphene superconducting spin-valve. Itis shown
that one may create a spin-switch effect between perfestielzo-tunneling (CT) and perfect crossed Andreev-
reflection (CAR) for all bias voltages in the low-energy ragi by reversing the magnetization direction in
one of the ferromagnetic layers. This opportunity arises the possibility of tuning the local Fermi-level
in graphene to values equivalent to a weak, magnetic exehspigting, thus reducing the Fermi surface for
minority spins to a single point and rendering graphene tbdiemetallic. Such an effect is not attainable in
a conventional metallic spin-valve setup, where the cbuatibns from CT and CAR tend to cancel each other
and noise-measurements are necessary to distinguishptieessses.

PACS numbers: 74.25.Fy,74.45.+¢,74.50.+r,74.62.-C

. INTRODUCTION Ferromagnet F1 Superconductor S Ferromagnet F2
O e L oL

Quantum entangleméntlescribes a scenario where the PUYew ‘ ) L I
quantum states of two objects separated in space are strong| PO POV eWw
correlated. These correlations can be exploited in emgrgin =~ = | | I L)
technologies such as quantum computing, should one be able
to spatially separate the entangled objects without dgstro S or

‘ermi leve.

ing the correlations. In a broader context, quantum enéangl ke - ’
v AR (P configuration) ' CAR

ment could prove to be of practical importance in the fields

of spintronicé and information cryptograpByIt also holds a

considerable interest from a purely fundamental physiastpo A A
of view, prompting some of the more philosophically incline

discussions related to quantum theory and causality.

Superconductors have been proposed as natural sources \ _ ! \
for entangled electrofi8, as Cooper pairs consist of two Re ¢~ S T
electrons that are both spin and momentum-entangled. The AR B (AP configuration) CAR
Cooper pair can be spatially deformed by means of the crossed )
Andreev reflection (CAR) process in superconducting het- / \ y \

erostructures. In this scenario, an electron and holeatianit

are two separate metallic leads are coupled by means of An-

dreev scattering processes at two spatially distinctfates. FIG. 1: (color online) Proposed experimental setup for thim s
Unfortunately, the signatures of CAR are often completelyswitch effect between crossed Andreev reflection and elasti
masked by a competing process known as elastic co-tunnelirignneling. Ferromagnetism and superconductivity aredadiy the
(CT) which occur in the same type of heterostructures. Ity fac Proximity effect to a host material. The induced exchangeldien
the conductances stemming from CT and CAR may cancel1® non-superconducting graphene regions are orienteer giaral-
each other Complete‘?ythus necessitating the usage of noise-lel or antiparallel with respect to each other. In the peathilign-

measurements to find fingerprints of the CAR process in suc ent, the density of states vanishes for both normal Andretbec-
. ion and crossed Andreev reflection processes, such thaetadtic-
superconducting heterostructures.

cotunneling contributes to non-local transport. In the-patallel
Recently, grapheréas been studied as a possible arena forlignment, the density of states vanishes for both normalréev

CAR-processes. In Ré&f.it was shown how a three-terminal reflection and elastic co-tunneling, leaving only crossedrev re-

graphene sheet containimgdoped,p-doped, and supercon- flection as the non-local transport channel.

ducting regions could be constructed to produce perfect CAR

for one particular resonant bias voltage. Also, the sigmeatu

of the CAR process in the noise-correlations of a similar de- In this paper, we show that precisely such an opportunity

vice were studied in Ref. However, the role played by the exists — it is possible to obtain a spin-switch effect betwee

spin degree of freedom in graphene devices probing non-locairtually perfect CAR and perfect CT in a superconducting

transport has not been addressed so far. This is a crucial poigraphene spin valve. In contrast to Bethis effect is seen

since it might be possible to manipulate the spin-propedfe for all bias voltages in the low-energy regime rather thast ju

the system to interact with the spin-singlet symmetry of theat one particular applied voltage difference. The key obser

Cooper pair in a fashion favoring CAR. vation is that the possibility of tuning the local Fermi-édv
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to values equivalent to a weak, magnetic exchange splittingnd in this case reads

in graphene renders both the usual Andreev reflection psoces " " o AT

and CT impossible. In contrast, this opportunity does net ex u” = (V3 1, vB ) (4)
ist in conventional conductors where the Fermi energy gear
and of order®(eV). We show that graphene spin valves pro-

vide a possibility for a unique combination of non-local An- From Eq. [1), one may now construct the quasiparticle

dreev r_eflectlon _and.spln dependent Klein turjné.‘?ngpur wavefunctions that participate in the scattering procs8se
model is shown in Fig[]1, where ferromagnetism and super; : - . ) L

> . We consider positive excitation energies> 0 with in-
conductivity are assumed to be induced by means of the prox-

imity effectt.2to leads with the desired properties. A similar “°""9 electrons oh-type, i.e. from the conduction band

setup was considered in REf.where the magnetoresistance‘.E = ve[p| — pr (we setvr = 1 from now on)_. The incom-
of the system was studied. ing electron from the left ferromagnet may either be refiécte

We organize this work as follows. In S I, we establishnorma”y or Andreev-reflection (AR). In the latter proceiss,

the theoretical framework which will be used to obtain thetunnels into the superconductor with another electrortl
ST at (—¢), leaving behind a hole excitation with energyThe
results. In Sed1ll, we present our main findings for the non-

. . ) scattering coefficients for these two processes-am@ndry,

local conductance in the graphene superconducting spue-va . : .
. . . - i ._ respectively, and the total wavefunction may thus be writte
with a belonging discussion of them. Finally, we summarize, ..

while v=7 = Tu?. Here," denotes the transpose whileis
the time-reversal operator.

in Sec[1V.
1 1
ele 1p¢ cos Oz _e—19 —1p7 cos Oz
Il. THEORY vr=1yg |° trel o |°
0 0
We consider a ballistic, two-dimensional graphene stmactu 0
as shown in Fig[J1. In the left ferromagnetic region< 0, 0 1 cos 0% 5
the exchange field ih = hgz, while it ish = +hgz in the +7h 1 ¢ ) ()
right ferromagnetic regiom > L. In the superconducting e 192

region0 < x < L, the order parameter is taken to be con-
stant with a real gaugA = A,. To proceed analytically, we Where we have defined the wavevectors
make the usual approximation of a step-function behavior at
the interfaces for all energy scales, i.e. the chemicalrpote

tials {.r, s}, the exchange fieldo, and superconducting \we have omitted a common factef+¥ for all wavefunctions.

gapA,. This assumption is expected to be good when ther&imilarly, assuming that the charge carriers in the righite
is a substantial Fermi-vector mismatch between the F and fagnetic region are also of thetype, we obtain:

regions, as in the present case. To make contact with the ex-
perimentally relevant situation, we assume a heavily déped 1

pl = e+ pr +oho, Py, =€ — pur + ohy. (6)

region satisfyingus > ur. I —— et QIPET cos 0%
We use the Dirac-Bogoliubov de Gennes equations first em- ‘1o
ployed in Reft4. For quasiparticles with spin, one obtains 0
in an AS graphene junctiokp:16:17:18.19 0
0 to to
( ﬁg(x) CTA(x)i ) (ug ) <u" > + 1 e Py T cos 03w 7)
2 o —o ] =€ —0o | (1)
ocA*(x)l —H_,(z)) \v v e

where It should be noted that the AR hole is generated in the con-

. A duction band if: — up — ohg > 0 (retro-AR), whereas it is

H,(z) = vep - 6 — [u(x) + oh(z)]1 (2)  generated in the valence band otherwise (specular-AR). The

=+ sign above refers to parallell/antiparallell (P/AP) maine
and .. denotes & x 2 matrix. Here, we have made use zation configuration.
of the valley degeneracy analis the momentum vector in ~ We assume that the superconducting region is heavily
the graphene plane while is the vector of Pauli matrices doped,us > ur + ho, which causes the propagating quasi-
in the pseudospin space representing the two A, B sublaparticles to travel along the-axis since the scattering angle in

tices of graphene hexagonal structure. The superconductinhe superconductor satisfiés — 0. We obtain the following
order parametef (x) couples electron- and hole-excitations wavefunction A==1):
in the two valleys %) located at the two inequivalent corners

of the hexagonal Brillouin zone. The spinor describes the e‘Afﬂ
H H 1
electron-like part of the total wavefunction Vg = Z lf iel e:l:(l,usfkn)z’ 8)
£

Y7 = (u”,07)T, 3) " +1



wherex = /A% — ¢2 while
B = acose/Ay) 9)
for subgap energigs| < Ay and

B = —1acoslte/Ap) (10)

for supergap energigs| > Ao .

It is important to consider carefully the scattering anges
the problem. Since we assume translational invarianceein th
y-direction, they-component of the momentum is conserved.
This gives us

pg sinf = p? sinf9 = pei" sin 9?\[,". (12)

It is clear that the angle of transmission for the electrans i
the right ferromagnet is equal to the angle of incidence when
the magnetizations are P, i.6%, = 6. Also, one infers that
there exists a critical angle above which the scattered svave
become evanescent, i.e. decaying exponentially. This may
be seen by observing that the scattering angles excégd
(thus becoming imaginary) above a certain angle of incidenc
0. For instance, the AR wave in the left ferromagnetic region
becomes evanescent for angles of incidehce 6%z, where
the critical angle) = 633 is obtained by setting% = /2 in

the equation

FIG. 2: (color online) Plot of the conductance for CT proesss
Gct/GFr versus bias voltage in the upper panel and versus length
of the S region in the lower panel. Here, we consider the Puadant

andur = ho such thatz — 0.
p? sin 0 = p7 sin 0%, (12) pr = o CAR

expressing conservation of momentum perpendicular to the
interface. One finds that:
specular. In contrast, the situation becomes quite fasoma

03r = |asin(e — pr +cho)/(e + pr +oho)ll.  (13)  when we consider the cagg- = ho under the assumption
_ _ _ of a doped situatiomr > (g, ). First of all, the incom-
Thus, AR waves in the regimé > |07| do not contribute  j 4 quasiparticles from the left ferromagnetic region arme
to any transport of charge. A similar argument can be mad%letely dominated by the majority spin carriers=1, since
for the transmitted electron wave-function in the rightréer 4, density of states (DOS) for— electrons vanishes at the
magnetic region, corresponding to the CT process, where theami evel. Sinceur = ho, the AR process is suppressed for

critical angle for this process becomes all incoming waves a@f\R — 0. We now show how the fate

o — |aci of the cross-conductance in the right ferromagnetic reden
0¢r = |asif(e + ur £ oho)/(e + pr +oho)ll.  (14) pends crucially on whether the magnetization configuration
In the P configuration, the CT process thus always contributeP or AP. In the P configuration, we see thaf, — 0, which
to the transport of charge. Finally, the contributiontmgaort ~ means that the transport is purely governed by the CT process
of charge from CAR comes from the hole-wave function inIn the AP configuration, we see th%@T — 0, which means
the right ferromagnetic region, which becomes evanescent f that the transport is mediated purely by the CAR process Thi
angles of incidence above the critical angle suggests a remarkable spin-switch effect — by reversing the
) direction of the field in the right ferromagnet, one obtains a
0Zar > [asin(e — pr £ oho)/(e + pr +oho)ll.  (15)  abrupt change from pure CT to pure CAR processes mediat-
ing the transport of charge. In each case, there is no local AR
in the left ferromagnetic region. In the standard metallise;
the distinct signatures for the CT and CAR contributions are
masked by each other, and it becomes necessary to resort to
noise-measurements in order to say something about the con-
tribution from each process. In the present scenario, we hav

- ) ] ) showed how it is possible to separate the two contributions
Intuitively, one might expect that the most interestingphe gjrectly by a simple spin-switch effect which is commonly

nomena occur when the exchange figldis comparable in - employed in experimental work or{% heterostructures.
magnitude to the chemical potentjat. If ur > ho, the ef-

fect of the exchange field should be minor and the AR is never Let us now evaluate the conductance in the P and AP con-

In the P configuration, this criteria is the same as the vamish
of local AR expressed by Ed. (113).

Ill. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION



figuration quantitatively by using 15

/2
Gear/Gr =Y (G7/GF) / df cosBltn|?>,  (16)
2

o —T

where we have introduced

Goar/Gr

G = e*N°(eV)/m (17)

as the spinr normal-state conductance that takes into account
the valley degeneracy, in addition to

Gr =Gt +G. (18)
The density of states is determined by

N7 (e) = le + pur + ch|W/(mvg), (19)

Gcoar/Gr

where W is the width of the junction. The expression for
Ger is obtained by replacing, with ¢, in Eq. (16). Since
we here consider the cage- = ho andhy > (g,4Ay),
the formulas for th&Zcar and Ger may be simplified since
G_ < G4. Also, since the DOS vanishes for minority spins
for the injected electrons, onty =1 contributes for incoming

electrons. The crucial point here is that in the P alignmentg|g. 3. (color online) Plot of the conductance for CAR prozesss

Gear — 0 @andGer # 0 such that Gcar/GF versus bias voltage in the upper panel and versus length of
) ) the S region in the lower panel. Here, we consider the AP alant
|re| + |t6| =1, (20) andur = ho such thatGer — 0.

while in the AP alignmen€&car # 0 andGer — 0 such that

sheet&. Moreover, it has been speculated that such charge

inhomogeneities may play an important role with regard to

In the actual numerical calculations, we ugg Ay = 50 and "f_“'“”g t_he transport characteristics of grgp_h%Sneear the
Dirac points. However, for our purposes this is actuallyden

us/Ao = 500. Assuming a value of\, = 0.1 meV for cial — it iselv th . feh d spi
the proximity-induced gap, this corresponds to an exchanggc'a —Itis precisely the suppression of charge and spimstra

splitting of by = 5 meV in the F regions and a doping level port at Fermi level for the Andreev reflection and co-turmgli
s = 50 meOV in the S region, which should be experimen—process which renders possible the spin-switch effectreFhe
tally feasiblé! and well within the range of the validity for fore, we do not expect that the inclusion of charge inhomo-
the linear dispersion relation in graphene. In Fiy. 2, we plo geneities should alter our results qualitatively. Finallse

the cross-conductand@cr/Gr in the P alignment both as a note that since the spin of the charge-carriers in each of the
function of bias voltage and width of the S region. The sam on-superconducting graphene sheets are practicallkisigea

thing is done forGG Gr in the AP alignment in Figl13. In ixgd due to the vanishing DOS fof minqrity .spins, the spin-
botr?cases, the m(?géituije of the conguctance vargijé]s syron witch effect for CAR and EC predicted in this paper can not

when considering different widths due to the fast oscilla- t(?c dlrec':Iy relatecli to Ier)tangljlfement. tNevtertheIeSf, T}gns
tions which pertain to the formation of resonant transroissi bu es abc gar non-ioca sligna dorhquallg l;lmh r?r}s?_or_(;/v. e
levels inside the superconductor. Also, it is seen thatenthie e probed experimentally, and should be helpful in idefrtgy

CT process is favored for short junctionge < 1, the CAR clear-signatures of the mesoscopic CAR phenomenon.

process is suppressed in this regime in favor of normal reflec

tion. Upon increasing the junction width, the CT conductanc

drops while the CAR conductance peaks at widths- ¢. V. SUMMARY

The remarkable aspect is that it is possible to switch betwee

these two scenarios of exclusive CT and exclusive CAR sim- To summarize, we have considered non-local quantum

ply by reversing the direction of magnetization in one of thetransport in a graphene superconducting spin-valve. We hav

ferromagnetic layers. shown how one may create a spin-switch effect between
In order to obtain analytical results, we have assumed thgterfect elastic co-tunneling and perfect crossed Andreev-

the Coulomb interaction and charge inhomogeneities may beeflection for all applied bias voltages by reversing the neag

neglected. It would be challenging to obtain a truly homoge-ization direction in one of the ferromagnetic layers. Thsib

neous chemical potential in a graphene sheet, and electromechanism behind this effect is that the local Fermi-lemel i

hole puddles appear to be an intrinsic feature of graphengraphene may be tuned so that the Fermi surface for minority

[re|? + |tn]? = 1. (21)



spins reduces to a single point in the presence of a weak, magnd 167498/V30 (STORFORSK).

netic exchange splitting. This is very distinct from the igqu
alent spin valve structures in conventional metallic syste
where noise-measurements are required to clearly disshgu
between these processes.
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