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Abstract

Valley filtering processes have been explored in different graphene-based
configurations and scenarios to control transport responses. Here we propose
graphene multi-terminal set-ups properly designed to obtain valley filtered
currents in a broad range of energy, besides the possibility of controlling their
directions. We explore graphene systems with extended mechanical fold-
like deformations as an opportunity to enhance valley filtered transmission.
The mixing between the electronic confinement effects due to a magnetic
field and strain results in a selective drive of the current components in the
quantum Hall regime. We adopt the mode-matching method within the
Green’s function formalism, allowing the direct analysis of the strain effect
on each valley transmission. We estimate a threshold map of confinement
parameters, characterized by the magnetic, deformation, and set-up lengths,
to optimize valley filter transport processes and the proper switch of the
valley polarized current directions.

1. Introduction

One of the challenges for optimal use of graphene is driven by the val-
leytronics, in a search for taking advantage of the extra degree of freedom
given by its typical valleys K and K’ [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8]. An appropriate
design of the system is fundamental for controlling valley polarized currents,
focusing on quantum computation applications [9]. Although advances have
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Figure 1: Schematic representation of a graphene central conductor with zigzag edges
along the x-direction, contacted with semi-infinite graphene nanoribbons. Longitudinal
leads, labeled as L and R, have zigzag edges and width LZ , while transverse leads, T and
B, have armchair edges and width (LA).

been reported, with proposals of systems that present the valley-splitting,
measurements and applications are still limited. One significant achievement
in this context was the development of a 4-kink valley polarized router device
based on graphene bilayers [10]. Moreover, several deformed graphene sys-
tems have been explored as strategic set-ups to modulate electronic responses
[11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20]. In particular, valley-splitting occur-
rence and valley-inversion were proven possible experimentally in a graphene
quantum dot induced by the tip of a scanning tunneling microscope (STM) in
strained graphene regions [21, 22]. The splitting of valley polarized Landau
levels (LLs) caused by the coexistence of pseudo-magnetic and external mag-
netic fields was observed in strained graphene in the quantum Hall regime
[22, 23, 24]. These measurements motivate further research on graphene
strained systems with specific designs enabling the collection of valley fil-
tered currents.

Valley filtered transport has been explored in different scenarios. Val-
ley polarized currents were proposed based on a ballistic point contact with
zigzag edges allowing polarity inversion by local application of a gate volt-
age [4]. Also, strain in graphene is known to raise the possibility of val-
ley spatial-separation. Depending on the deformation profile, it is possible
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to generate valley polarized local density of states (LDOS) [3, 12] in re-
gions that work as wave-guides for polarized currents [11, 25, 26]. Other
works have explored valley filtered currents in graphene considering the val-
ley spatial-separation combined with different mechanisms, such as edge dis-
order, strain superlattices, external magnetic fields, and multi-terminal con-
figurations [11, 13, 16, 27]. For example, graphene superlattices designed
by out-of-plane Gaussian deformations are shown to improve the valley fil-
ter capabilities of a single perturbation, with the conductance exhibiting a
sequence of valley filtered plateaux [16].

External magnetic fields are used as an alternative mechanism to en-
hance the valley spatial-separation and valley filtering effects due to strain
[22, 23, 26]. The external field introduces the time-reversal symmetry break-
ing allowing the manipulation of valley-currents in different directions. Ad-
ditionally, since in the Quantum Hall regime the energy levels are known
for pristine systems, the effect of deformations becomes more evident [3, 13,
28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33]. The detection of valley polarized LLs has been pre-
dicted recently, in the LDOS calculation of a fold-like deformed graphene
[26]. The spatial evolution of the valley-dependent features is revealed by
a braided structure correlated with the pseudo-magnetic field fringes arising
on strained graphene that may be observable in STM measurements. In the
two-lead device, extra conducting channels were predicted due to the defor-
mation, expected to be valley polarized. However, further analysis should be
done to collect the polarized states in multi-terminal geometries.

Here we explore different possibilities of filtering valley-currents by con-
veniently attaching electronic contacts where the current may go through.
The idea is to provide appropriate conditions to separate and detect val-
ley polarized transport. We consider a 4-terminal strained fold graphene
system, with leads positioned transversely and longitudinally to the central
conductor. Some states are confined in the deformation region, while other
polarized states are pushed to the transverse leads, with valley filtered cur-
rents expected in a broader energy range depending on the strain intensity.
We show that by bringing the system into the quantum Hall regime, it is
possible to switch the polarized current directions with filtered-transport in
the longitudinal terminals. We discuss the relevance of the system’s different
confinement parameters to obtain valley filter transport, and valley polarized
current directions switch.
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2. Model

We consider a system formed by a graphene central conductor with zigzag
edges along the x-direction, connected to terminals that are described by
perfect semi-infinite nanoribbons, labeled as L (left), R (right), T (top), and
B (bottom). The contact widths with zigzag and armchair edges are LZ
and LA, respectively, as shown in Fig. 1. The system is modeled by the
first-neighbor tight-binding Hamiltonian, given by

H =
∑
〈i,j〉

λijc
†
icj +

4∑
l=1

∑
〈i,j〉

λlijc
†l
i c

l
j +
∑
〈i,j〉

hli,jc
†l
i c

l
j


(1)

where the first term describes the conductor’s central region and the sec-
ond refers to the 4-terminals, which are coupled with the central part by
the hopping energy hli,j. The modification in the hopping parameter due to
mechanical deformations and an external magnetic field, applied perpendic-
ularly to the system, is [34]

λij = λ0e
−β

(
lij
ac
−1

)
ei

2πe
h

Φij , (2)

where λ0 = 2.75eV , β ≈ 3, ac = 1.42Å is the carbon-carbon distance in
the unstrained system, and lij = 1

a

(
a2 + εxxx

2
ij + εyyy

2
ij + 2εxyxijyij

)
is the

new distance between the carbon atomic sites i and j, written in terms
of the strain tensor εµν = 1/2 (∂µuν + ∂νuµ + ∂µh∂νh) as a function of in-
plane, uµ(ν), and out-plane, h, deformations, where µ and ν are x and y
directions. The deformation considered extends from left to right contacts,
along the zigzag direction, while top and bottom leads are considered as
pristine armchair nanoribbons. The effect of a magnetic field B, is introduced
in the tight-binding Hamiltonian via the Peierls’ approximation [28], where
the phase factor Φij depends on the potential vector A. The gauge was
conveniently chosen to preserve the periodicity in the four terminals [35].

To explore the valley-currents, we consider a fold-like deformation, rep-
resentative of extended deformations usually found in graphene samples [22,
23, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42], defined as [11, 26, 43]

h = Afe
− (y−y0)

2

b2 , (3)
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where Af and b denote the fold amplitude and extension, respectively, and
y0 = LZ/2 corresponds to the deformation center. The parameter consid-
ered to indicate the deformation intensity is α = A2

f/b
2, which corresponds

to a maximum strain intensity εM = α/e, where e is the Euler’s number.
Modifications in the hopping parameter due to the mechanical deformation
give origin to a pseudo-gauge field in the continuum description [44, 45, 46],
written as

Aps =
β~vf
2ac

(εxx − εyy,−2εxy) , (4)

with vf being the Fermi velocity. The pseudo-magnetic field Bps = ∇×Aps

for this deformation exhibits a characteristic strip pattern that alternates
between positive and negative field regions. It has opposite signs for electrons
around each valley, allowing the production of valley-current polarization on
the pseudo-field stripes [11].

A continuum model analysis for the two-dimensional graphene shows that
in the presence of an external magnetic field, fold-like deformations generate
new states within the LLs, which can be characterized by γ = lB/b, the ratio
between the magnetic length, lB =

√
~/eB, and the deformation width, b

[26]. This parameter can be used as a guide to define different regimes of
valley filter realizations. In the system considered here, since the central
conductor is finite, with the same width as the zigzag terminal leads, we will
show the relevance of a third parameter related to the deformation, the ratio
between the central conductor and the deformation widths, LZ/b, called as
the strain spread in the system.

We adopt the Mode-Matching Method [47, 48, 49] that allows a direct
analysis of the deformation effects in each valley. The transmission matrix
elements for one electron in the mode n coming from the pth- terminal, scat-
tered to a mode m in the lth- terminal, is written as [48]

tk,m,nl,p =

√
vkl,n
vkp,m

[
(ukl,n)†G(E)

[
G0(E)

]−1
ukp,m

]
, (5)

where ukl,n is the terminal eigenvector in the propagating mode n, vkl,n is the

Bloch velocity for the nth- mode, and k is the valley index (k = K,K ′). The
Green’s functions of the full system and the terminals, G(E) and G0(E),
respectively, are obtained by standard iterative techniques [50, 51].
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The total valley-dependent transmission is defined as

τ kl,p =
∑
m,n

| tk,n,ml,p |2 , (6)

that allows the total transmission calculation [52], Tl,p =
∑

k | τ kl,p |2.

3. Valley-transport in the strained system
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Figure 2: Total and valley-dependent transmission coefficients between left and right ter-
minals (a,c,e) and left and top (b,d,f) leads for the unstrained system (NS) and increasing
strain intensities with α = 5, 10, and 15%. Parameters: LZ = 42.5nm, LA = 29.3nm, and
b = 30ac.

We analyze first the effect of the extended deformation on the transport
properties of the multi-terminal system, focusing on the valley-dependent
transport responses. The total transmission results, TRL and TTL, are shown
in Fig. 2 (a) and (b), respectively, for fold structures with no strain (NS)
and different maximum strain intensities. Due to the system symmetry, the
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transmissions TTL and TBL are the same, as expected. Valley-dependent
transmission components TRL and TTL are depicted in Figs. 2 (c) and (d)
and Figs. 2 (e) and (f) for valleys K and K ′, respectively. Note that for
the undeformed 4-terminal devices (black curves), for energies below approx-
imately 65meV , only the edges states corresponding to K ′-valley contribute
to the left to right (left panels) and left to top (right panels) transmissions.
This feature is expected for the first plateau in the zigzag nanoribbon leads.
Then, the four-terminal system’s geometry allows the filtering of K ′-valley
electrons corresponding to the edges states of the zigzag leads. When the de-
formation is introduced, the mechanical perturbation induces other plateaux
formation at lower energies [Fig. 2 (a) and (b)]. The left to top transport is
still formed essentially by the K ′-valley electrons, which generates a valley
polarized current in larger energy ranges depending on the strain intensity.
As the deformation increases, the enhancement of the valley- filtering process
in the left-top transmission [Fig. 2 (d) and (f)] is followed by an increase of
the left to right transmission [Fig. 2 (c) and (e)]. But the longitudinal trans-
mission TRL is given by a combination of both valley contributions, except
for a small energy range, next to zero.

To better characterize the deformation effects, taking into account the
fact that electrons are injected from the left terminal, we show in Fig. 3 (a)
the electronic band structure of a zigzag nanoribbon with the same width
LZ as the central part of the 4-leads system. Fig. 3 (b) illustrates the spatial
distribution of the probability density of the states that contribute for a par-
ticular energy value equal to E = 138meV , marked in Fig. 3 (a). Differently
from the results of the unperturbed system where the states are spread along
all the nanoribbon (not shown), in the deformed system, a high electronic
concentration is observed at the deformation region (note in Fig. 3 (b), the
state labeled as 3 at K ′-valley, and 4 and 5 at valley K, with positive ve-
locities). Contrarily, the other electronic states 1 and 2, coming from the
K ′- valley, are localized at the ribbon edges. These states contribute to the
valley polarized transmission from left to top/bottom leads when transverse
leads are connected to the central system in the 4-lead configuration. The
confinement introduced by the extended deformation is easier to understand
as a consequence of the pseudo-magnetic field. The current injected along
the deformed system is expected to be divided into two main contributions,
one along the center of the deformation with a high density of states, formed
by states from both valleys, and the other contribution, at the fold tails, is
formed by the states from valley K ′. In the 4-leads configuration, the top
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and bottom contacts collect these states to the leads, making the filter pro-
cess feasible at higher energies. These features are summarized in LDOS for
the 4-lead configuration, shown in Fig. 3 (c), where the schematic arrows
highlight the discussed valley selective transport in the system.

0,01

0,02

0,03

0,04

0,05

0,06

0,07

-10
1

100

K′�

K′�

K, K′�

0,01

0,02

0,03

0,04

0,05

0,06

0,07

-10
1

10 0

0,01

0,02

0,03

0,04

0,05

0,06

0,35
LDOS (a.u.)Valley filtered transmission τTL

(c)
4.1 4.2

K'

ka
2.1 2.2

0

50

100

150

200

250

K

E
(m
eV
)

ka
(b)

13 2

(a)

5 4

3

1-2 4

5

(c)

4.1 4.2
K'

ka
2.1 2.2

0

50

100

150

200

250

K

E
(m
eV
)

ka
(b)

13 2

(a)

5 4

3

1-2 4

5

(c)

(a) (b)

0

100

200

300

400

 A
 B

Si
te

(b)

13 2

(a)

5 4

3

1-2 4

5

(c)

(b)

13 2

(a)

5 4

3

1-2 4

5

(c)

0

100

200

300

400

 A
 B

S
ite

(b)

13 2

(a)

5 4

3

1-2 4

5

(c)

|Ψ|2
0

100

200

300

400

S
ite

|Ψ|2

0

100

200

300

400

 A
 B

S
ite

(b)

13 2

(a)

5 4

3

1-2 4

5

(c)

|Ψ|2
0

100

200

300

400

S
ite

|Ψ|2

(b)

13 2

(a)

5 4

3

1-2 4

5

(c)

0

100

200

300

400
Si
te

|Ψ|2

0

100

200

300

400

 A
 B

Si
te

(b)

13 2

(a)

5 4

3

1-2 4

5

(c)

0

100

200

300

400

 A
 B

Si
te

(b)

13 2

(a)

5 4

3

1-2 4

5

(c)

|Ψ|2
0

100

200

300

400

Si
te

|Ψ|2

(b)

13 2

(a)

5 4

3

1-2 4

5

(c)

0

100

200

300

400

Si
te

|Ψ|2

0

100

200

300

400

 A
 B

Si
te

(b)

13 2

(a)

5 4

3

1-2 4

5

(c)

S
ite
s

S
ite
s

S
ite
s

S
ite
s

0,01

0,02

0,03

0,04

0,05

0,06

0,07

-10
1

100

K′�

K′�

K, K′�

0,01

0,02

0,03

0,04

0,05

0,06

0,07

-10
1

10 0

0,01

0,02

0,03

0,04

0,05

0,06

0,35
LDOS (a.u.)Valley filtered transmission τTL

0,01

0,02

0,03

0,04

0,05

0,06

0,07

-10
1

100

K′�

K′�

K, K′�

0,01

0,02

0,03

0,04

0,05

0,06

0,07

-10
1

10 0

0,01

0,02

0,03

0,04

0,05

0,06

0,35
LDOS (a.u.)Valley filtered transmission τTL

Figure 3: (a) Band structure of a folded zigzag nanoribbon. (b) Probability density of
states at E = 138meV corresponding to the momenta labeled as 1, 2, and 3 (K ′ valley),
and 4 and 5 (valley K) in (a). Blue and black symbols indicate the probability densities
of A and B sub-lattices, respectively. (c) LDOS of the central part of an equivalent 4-
leads system, at the same energy as pointed in (b). Schematic black dashed arrows in (c)
indicate valley filtered left to top (and bottom) transmission. The black arrow pointing
from left to right corresponds to non-polarized transmission in this direction. Parameters:
LZ = 42.5nm, LA = 29.3nm, b = 30ac Af = 11.6ac, and α = 15%

As discussed, the addition of new contacts (top and bottom), combined
with the deformation effect, creates a favorable scenario for getting valley
polarized currents. Previous studies, however, demonstrated that the elec-
tronic transport is affected by edge roughness in nanoribbons [53, 26]. To
eliminate possible effects of edge disorder, we propose applying a magnetic
field in the system to achieve suitable conditions for valley filter transport,
considering much smaller strain intensities. As we show next, the states
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propagating in the deformation’s central region give origin to the polarized
current is originated, with the valley filter happening in the left-right current
direction.

4. Switching the valley filter direction with a magnetic field

To guarantee the formation of the LLs, magnetic field values of the order
of 25T have been considered at first. However, as we will show this analysis
works equally well for experimentally feasible magnetic field values.

Results for the electronic band structure and the probability density of the
states contributing at energy E/E1 = 1.1 are presented in Fig. 4, for the same
zigzag nanoribbon discussed in Fig. 3, now under the effect of a magnetic
field B=25T, for a smaller strain intensity. The energies are given in terms of
the first Landau state, E1 = 3λ0ac

√
2/2lB. For comparison, Fig. 4 (a) shows

the system band structure without mechanical deformation indicated by the
black curve. The inhomogeneous pseudo-magnetic field forms new dispersive
states, characterized by states with maximum and minimum energies for each
level. The probability densities for the momentum states labeled as 1, 2, and
3 are depicted in Figs. 4 (b), for both sub-lattices (black and blue symbols).
The states 1 (valley K ′) and 3 (valley K) are localized closer to the top
edge. These states would be driven to a top contact if connected. Reversing
the magnetic field direction should move the states to the bottom contact.
Otherwise, state 2 comes from the valley K ′, localized in the ribbon’s center.
This state will be responsible for a K ′-filter phenomena observable in the
left-right transmission TRL, for this particular energy. This filter takes place
not only at that energy but in an energy range labeled as ∆EF [light purple
shaded strip in Fig. 4 (a)]. The filter range is revealed in the transmission
results shown in Fig. 4 (c) 4-contacts device (light purple shaded strip), with
only the K ′-valley contribution, in contrast to the results for the 2-contact
set-up (nanoribbon) where the two valleys contribute to the transmission.

The LDOS maps in the 4-lead system help to identify the spatial elec-
tronic distribution, as shown Fig. 4 (d) and (e) at energies E/E1 = 0.90 and
1.07, respectively. The LDOS at energy E/E1 = 0.90 shows some electronic
concentration at the central part of the system, also exhibiting higher elec-
tronic distribution closer to the interface with the top and bottom leads due
to polarized edge states that flow to top leads. In contrast, at E/E1 = 1.07,
a higher electronic concentration is noticeable at top and bottom contact
entrances, highlighted with orange-colored LDOS. In the central part of the

9



(d)

0

100

200

300

400

|Ψ|2

S
ite

0

100

200

300

400

S
ite

0

100

200

300

400

S
ite

 A
 B

3

2
(e)

(c)

(b)

(a)

1

0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6
0

2

4

6

8

0

2

4

 TRL
 τKRL
 τK'RL

 T R
L

E/E1

2-contacts

 

T R
L

4-contacts

2.0 2.2 4.0 4.2 4.4

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

3 1E/
E 1

ka

2ΔEF

(d)

3

2
(e)

(c)

(b)

(a)

1

0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6
0

2

4

6

8

0

2

4

 TRL
 τKRL
 τK'RL

 T R
L

E/E1

2-contacts

 

T R
L

4-contacts

2.0 2.2 4.0 4.2 4.4

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

3 1E/
E 1

ka

2ΔEF

(d)

3

2
(e)

(c)

(b)

(a)

1
Valley filtered transmission τTL

0,01

0,02

10-10
1
0

0,01

0,02

0,03

0,04

1
100-10

0,01

0,02

10 -10
1
0

0.014

0.021
0.350

0.007

LDOS (a.u.)

Valley filtered transm
ission τRL

0,01

0,02

0,03

0,04

1
10 0 -10

0.03

0.04

0.23

0.02

0.01

(b)

(d)

(e)

K′�
K, K′�

K, K′�

K, K′�
K′�
K′�

2.0 2.2 4.0 4.2 4.4

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

3 1E/
E 1

ka

2ΔEF

(d)

3

2
(e)

(c)

(b)

(a)

1

(a)

Figure 4: (a) Band structure of a strained (red) and unstrained (black) zigzag nanorib-
bon with B = 25T . (b) Probability density at energy E/E1 = 1.07 for the momentum
states labeled as 1 and 2 (valley K ′) and 3 (valley K). Blue and black curves indicate
the probability densities of A and B sub-lattices, respectively. (c) Comparison of trans-
mission coefficients from left to right terminals TRL for deformed systems with 4 and 2
contacts and B = 25T . Green and orange curves indicate the transmission of the val-
leys K ′ and K, respectively. LDOS for the 4-leads system at energy (d) E/E1 = 0.90
and (e) E/E1 = 1.07. Dashed (continuous) arrows indicate valley filtered (non-filtered)
transmission. Parameters: LZ = 42.5nm, LA = 29.3nm, b = 40ac, Af = 8.9ac.

system, some localization is still present. One should take into account that
in contrast to the information obtained from the probability density of the
individual k-states, discussed in Fig. 4 (b), the LDOS counts the full con-
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tribution at a particular energy, which includes the probability density of
states with both velocity directions. The selected velocity direction defines
the electronic carrier flux. In the present case, choosing the electron depart-
ing from the left terminal, the magnetic field pushes the carrier to the top
lead unless it gets trapped in the deformation due to the pseudo-magnetic
field confinement. An analysis of the valley-dependent transmission indicates
a mixed contribution of valleys K and K’ in the top contact. Simultaneously,
in the left-right direction, polarized carriers are present, as will be discussed
next. To investigate the transport through the individual leads and the filter
process’s dependence on the magnetic field intensity, we calculate the trans-
mission components, considering an electron flowing from the left terminal.
We discuss the competition between the localization mechanisms introduced
by strain and magnetic field, in terms of the parameter γ = lB/b.

The transmission results for the 4-lead system with different γ values are
shown in Fig. 5. Differently from the case of zero field, the transmission
from left to bottom leads (not shown) goes to zero, TBL = 0, due to the
Lorentz force. On the other hand, the transmission from left to top, TTL,
is formed by a combination of carriers from both valleys K and K ′, as can
be seen in top panels, first row, in Fig. 5 (a), (b) and (c) (orange and green
curves). The left to right transmission results, presented in the top panels,
second row, show that only valley K ′ contributes in some energy windows.
This feature confirms that it is possible to switch the valley filter to the left-
right direction when the magnetic field is turned on. We show next further
analysis to identify the filtering energy window dependence on the system’s
parameters.

As mentioned, the filter region is closely related to the features of the
zigzag nanoribbon terminals’ electronic structure. We observe in the case of
γ = 1.20 and γ = 0.90 that ∆EF is bounded between the first LL energy
and the most external minimum of the energy band, which is indicated by
the shaded light purple stripe in the bottom panel of Fig. 5 (a) and (b). For
smaller γ parameters, new states of maximum and minimum energies are
formed in the band structure, overcoming the first LL. This feature is seen
in the case of γ = 0.72 where ∆EF is now between a maximum and the
minimum of energy [bottom panel of Fig. 5 (c)].
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Figure 5: Top Panels: Transmission coefficients from left to top terminals TLT (first row)
and left to right TLR (second row) for a fold zigzag nanoribbon with B = 25T and γ equal
to (a) 1.20 (b) 0.90 and (c) 0.72. The orange and green curves indicate transmission from
K and K ′ valley, respectively. Parameters: LZ = 42.5nm, LA = 29.3nm, α = 5% and (a)
b = 30ac, (b) b = 40ac, (c)b = 50ac. Bottom Panels: Corresponding band structures for
the strained (red curves) and unstrained (black curves) zigzag ribbons.

5. Valley filter windows: dependence on the confinement parame-
ters

We propose an energy filter route to predict the valley filter window in
terms of controllable parameters given by the magnetic field, strain intensity,
and ribbon widths. We alternatively propose a description of the strain effect
by the amount of deformation spread in the ribbon width, given by LZ/b; big
ratio pointing to the weakly spread of the system’s deformation. The energy
bands of fold zigzag nanoribbons for different combinations of γ and LZ/b,
and magnetic field intensities are shown in Fig. 6. The carrier’s energies
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Figure 6: Band structure of fold zigzag nanoribbons with energy given with respect to
the first LL of the unperturbed system. (a)B=25T, γ = 1.2, LZ/b = 10.2 and strain
intensities α = 3% and 5%, depicted in black and red curves, respectively. (b) and (c)
comparison between different values of B = 10, 15 and 25T , for LZ/b = 10.2 and 8.3,
respectively, with α = 3% and γ = 1.2. (d) Comparison between the same magnetic field
values, with γ = 0.9, LZ/b = 8.3 and α = 3%. Extreme energy variations are labeled
by the momentum values kF , k1,± and k2,±. (e) Energy filter window as a function of γ,
defined by the extreme energy corrections given by the momentum values labeled as in
(d).

are defined with respect to the first LL of the unstrained system (E − E1).
Also, to better visualize the magnetic field effect on the electronic structure
of unstrained nanoribbons, an effective dimensionless momentum is usually
adopted [54], kl2B/LZ . Here, we propose a similar renormalized momentum,
given in terms of the deformation extension, kl2B/b.
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To highlight the strain effect through the new parameter LZ/b, we present
in Fig. 6 (a)-(d) band structure results, taking fixed values of this ratio in
each panel. In Fig. 6(a) we compare the predictions obtained by longitudi-
nal transmission results for the valley filter window ∆EF at fixed magnetic
field value B = 25T , for the strains α = 3% and 5%, marked by the light
purple shaded strip and red dashed line, respectively. The results reveal an
increased filtering energy window for higher α intensity. Within the proposed
momentum scale, changes in the magnetic field intensities (B = 10, 15, and
25 T) slightly modify the energy filter range, as can be seen in Fig. 6 (b) to
(d). The light purple shaded strips in panels (b-d) correspond to the valley
filtering windows for the left to right transmission coefficients obtained with
B = 10T . Additionally, the momentum kF , marked in panel (b), corresponds
to the minimum energy value limiting the valley filter region.

Comparing the band structures depicted in Figs. 6 (b) and (c), and the
corresponding filter energies for two different values of LZ/b, we conclude
that a reduction of LZ/b from 10.2 to 8.3 affects the edges states, pushing
the states positioned at the deformation tails to the top contact. The valley
filter window efficiency in the longitudinal direction is then enhanced in a
larger window. Otherwise, a direct comparison between Figs. 6(c) and (d)
for fixed LZ/b ratio equal to 8.3, indicates that the filter region is larger for
γ = 1.2 than for γ = 0.9. Smaller γ implies electrons more confined in the
deformation region, decreasing the filter window efficiency.

We obtain the maximum valley filter energy window by mapping the
extreme energy values (maxima and minima) in the zigzag carrier’s band
structure. The states with extreme energy values are labeled as k1,± and
k2,±, as shown in Fig. 6 (d). The evolution of the extreme energies as a
function of γ is presented in Fig. 6 (e) for α = 3%. Alternatively, the the
right axes is scaled as Ē = (E − E1)/α. This energy scale is possible due to
the linear dependence of the energy variation on the strain α, as predicted
by perturbation theory [26]. A small asymmetry of the energy variation
concerning the first LL (zero horizontal line) is found, being more noticeable
for the k1,± states. The states k1,± rise as energy extrema for γ < 1, with
energy correction lower than the first LL. For values of γ < 0.4, the energy
of the state k1,+ is larger than the first LL. Comparison of these results
with longitudinal transmission calculations allowed the identification of the
maximum valley filter energy window (∆EFmax), highlighted with grid lines
in the figure. We find two different regimes; for γ > 0.75, the filter window
is given by the energy difference between states k2,+ and the first LL energy.
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For γ < 0.75, energy deviations for states k1,+ are larger than zero, then
the valley filter window is given by the energy difference between the states
k1,+ and k2,+. This energy difference starts to reduce for γ smaller than 0.75
and around γ = 0.4 is closed, indicating a lower boundary for valley filtering
energy processes.
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Figure 7: Energy dependence of the K ′-valley filtered left to right transmission on the
4-leads system confinement parameters, γ, and LZ/b, for a fixed magnetic field B = 10T
and strain intensity α = 3.0% (blue curves). Valley filtering energy window dependence
on α values (red, green, and orange lines) for γ = 0.83.

Finally, we show in Fig. 7 the valley filter energy window dependence
on the strain ratio LZ/b, for different γ values, B=10T, and α = 3.0%. The
individual curves correspond to a fixed γ ratio. Notice that values of γ around
0.8 have larger filter energy windows. Moreover, there will be a minimum
value for γ at which the valley filter goes to zero, as discussed previously.
Meanwhile, the spread of strain in the system, LZ/b, was also shown to be
extremely relevant for enhancing the valley filtering energy window. The
evolution of the curves maps an energy-topography diagram that defines
ideal parameter ranges (γ x LZ/b) for the occurrence of valley filtering. For
example, to achieve valley filtered in the left to the right transmission for
γ = 0.83, the LZ/b range should be between 7.5 and 10.5. Also shown in
Fig. 7 is the energy dependence of the K’-valley filtered transmission of on
the α-strain parameter, for γ = 0.83 and α varying from 2.2 to 3.4%. Small
changes in the curve are observed, mainly in the intensity, with the filter
energy window varying from 14 to 21meV , but with almost the same LZ/b
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window, being a bit larger for larger α. This analysis is valid for α < 3.5%.
The valley filter energy window starts to decrease for higher strain values
since other states from the second LL start to contribute to the transmission
at the same energy window.

6. Conclusion

Multi-terminal graphene systems are addressed as appropriate set-ups
for valley filter and switches of valley polarized current directions. Using the
mode-matching model based on the Green’s functions formalism, we showed
that strain enhances the valley filtering processes in graphene multi-terminal
configurations. For extended folds in the longitudinal directions, currents
flowing from left to top/bottom leads are valley polarized, with larger energy
windows for higher strain intensity. An external magnetic field improves the
deformation effects on the valley filter processes, avoiding undesirable disor-
der outcomes, and generating valley filter energy windows for lower strain
intensities. Adding the magnetic field also switches the valley filter direction
in some energy windows, with valley filtered transmission from the left to the
right contacts. We showed a diagram analyzing the interplay between the
confinement parameters that maps the valley filter energy window, including
the dependence on the strain intensity α, the strain spread LZ/b, and the ra-
tio between the magnetic length and the deformation extension, γ. We hope
this analysis motivates the development of other works with experimental
measurements and applications of valley polarized electronic currents.
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ization braiding in strained graphene, Phys. Rev. B 101 (2020) 081410.
doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.101.081410.

[27] T. Fujita, M. B. A. Jalil, S. G. Tan, Valley filter in strain engineered
graphene, Appl. Phys. Lett. 97 (4) (2010) 043508.

[28] T. Low, F. Guinea, Strain-induced pseudomagnetic field for novel
graphene electronics, Nano letters 10 (9) (2010) 3551–3554.

[29] D. Rainis, F. Taddei, M. Polini, G. León, F. Guinea, V. I. Fal’ko, Gauge
fields and interferometry in folded graphene, Phys. Rev. B 83 (2011)
165403. doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.83.165403.

[30] K.-J. Kim, Y. M. Blanter, K.-H. Ahn, Interplay between real and pseu-
domagnetic field in graphene with strain, Phys. Rev. B 84 (2011) 081401.
doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.84.081401.

[31] Z. Qi, D. Bahamon, V. M. Pereira, H. S. Park, D. K. Campbell, A. H. C.
Neto, Resonant tunneling in graphene pseudomagnetic quantum dots,
Nano letters 13 (6) (2013) 2692–2697.

19

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.106802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.165429
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.081410
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.165403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.081401


[32] B. Roy, Z.-X. Hu, K. Yang, Theory of unconventional quantum hall
effect in strained graphene, Phys. Rev. B 87 (2013) 121408. doi:10.

1103/PhysRevB.87.121408.

[33] T. Farajollahpour, A. Phirouznia, The role of the strain induced pop-
ulation imbalance in valley polarization of graphene: Berry curvature
perspective, Scientific reports 7 (1) (2017) 1–8.

[34] A. H. Castro Neto, F. Guinea, N. M. R. Peres, K. S. Novoselov, A. K.
Geim, The electronic properties of graphene, Rev. Mod. Phys. 81 (2009)
109–162. doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.81.109.

[35] S. R. Power, M. R. Thomsen, A.-P. Jauho, T. G. Pedersen, Elec-
tron trajectories and magnetotransport in nanopatterned graphene un-
der commensurability conditions, Phys. Rev. B 96 (7) (2017) 075425.
doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.96.075425.

[36] M. Yamamoto, O. Pierre-Louis, J. Huang, M. S. Fuhrer, T. L. Einstein,
W. G. Cullen, “the princess and the pea” at the nanoscale: Wrinkling
and delamination of graphene on nanoparticles, Phys. Rev. X 2 (2012)
041018. doi:10.1103/PhysRevX.2.041018.
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