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In this work, it is considered a nanostructure composed hyaatym dot coupled to two ferromagnets and a supercon-
ductor. The transport properties of this system are studi#dn a generalized mean-field approximation taking into
account proximity effects and spin-flip correlations witlihe quantum dot. It is shown that the zero-bias transnuiétan
for the co-tunneling between the ferromagnetic leads ptesedip whose height depends on the relative orientation
of the magnetizations. When the superconductor is coupl#tktsystem, electron-hole correlations between difteren
spin states leads to a resonance in the place of the dip apgé&athe transmittance. Such an effect is accompanied by
two anti-resonances explained by a “leakage” of conducati@nnels from the co-tunneling to the Andreev transport.
In the non-equilibrium regime, correlations within the gtiam dot introduce a dependence of the resonance condition
on the finite bias applied to the ferromagnetic leads. Howaeveés still possible to observe signatures of the same
interference effect in the electrical current.

I.  INTRODUCTION

Conventional superconductivitys-(vave) and ferromag-
netism present different spin symmetries required by their
order parameters. Is-wave superconductors, the Cooper
; @
Va

pairs are in the singlet state while exchange interactien in
duces a triplet alignment in ferromagnets. As a result, su-
perconductivity is strongly suppressed or even completely
destroyed in bulk compounds in which both order parame-
ters would be preseht On the other hand, the production ‘
e I T gy

of superconductor/ferromagnet (F/S) layered systemslhas a 1 2
lowed the study of the interplay between superconductivity
and ferromagnetisfrexperimentally. In these systems, super-
conductor and ferromagnet are spatially separated by awmarr
interface whereby Cooper pairs can diffuse into the fermgpma
net. Conversely, spin polarization can be induced into the s FIG. 1. (Color Online) Schematic diagram for thg-(QD-S)-F2
perconductor by diffusion of ferromagnetic electrons. §the system. The magnetization @f; is assumed to be fixed and the
effects are callegroximity effectsand are the responsible for magnetization of can be varied of an angfewith respect to the
particular features of F/S systems. In fact, the therma-ma £1 magnetization.Vy andV; are the external potentials applied to
netic and electrical properties of these systems are cdetyle 5 1 and £, respectively, while the superconductor is grounde!

. . h eing the gate potential applied to the QD.
different in comparison to the ferromagnet and superconduc
tors in their bulk form$3. Within the vast set of phenomena,
one can highlight ther-phase transition of the superconduc-
tor order parameter in S/F/S Josephson juncfiotiee non-  (up). As a result, the current in the ferromagnet is conderte
monotonic behavior of the superconducting critical teraper into a Cooper pair current in the superconductor. The cur-
ture(7,) on the layers thicknesses in multilayers systeamsl  rent is different of zero only if there are available states f
oscillations on electronic density of states both spins around the Fermi level. However, the occupation

Concerning transport properties, F/S systems yield cbntro Of these states is dependent on the ferromagnet polarizatio
ling the charge current through the spin degree of freedonfVhen the ferromagnet polarizatioffYis equal to unity there
which is of interest in areas like spintroniés In fact, for bias ~ are no available states for holes with spin down and thesyste
voltages within the superconductor gap, the current isezarr Pehaves as an insulator; fbr= 0 the ferromagnetis unpolar-
via Andreev reflections (AR&$. In this process, an incident iZzed and the current reaches a maximum value.
electron of a given energl and spin up (down) is reflected  The electrons forming the Cooper pair are highly correlated
on the superconductor as a hole of energy and spin down in large distances in comparison to interatomic distantbs
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feature has been explored by Deutscher and Feifbeog etry shown in Fig.[1l has already been studied considering
propose a non-local Andreev reflection (called crossed AR)the situation in which the QD is noninteracting and consider
where two electrons of different leads can combine into ang the non-local transport due to crossed>A&. More re-
Cooper pair if the distance between these leads is smadler th cently, spin-dependent conductance and thermoelecwijz-pr

the superconductor coherence leAg#. Since this proposal, erties were addressed for this nanostructure where thefole
there has been a profusion of works exploring crossed AR iR are considered. In Ref.[42, the differential conductance
different conduction regimé$1# (ballistic and diffusive) and and the magnetoresistance have been studied in which a zero-
other materials like superconductor-induced grapfeaed  bias anomaly in the Andreev conductance is reported. Such
cuprate superconductéfs an anomaly is explained by the spin-accumulation generated

With the recent technology of production of quantum dotswithin the QD due to the coupling to ferromagnets. In this
(QDs), it is also possible to implement hybrid nanoeledtron Work, we focus on the co-tunneling process and how it is af-
devices combining superconductivity and ferromagnetism. fected by the coupling to the superconductor. We observe a
these systems one is able to investigate purely quantum phiesonance appearing in the transmittance due to the iaterpl
nomena and the conduction of electrical current with a disbetween different spin-channels and the Andreev bouneisstat
crete flux of charges through the QBs As a result, new Within the QD.
phenomena may arise concerning the transport properties of This paper is organized as follows: in Séd. Il we present
these systen¥&=33 A particular feature of these hybrid F/S the model for the system displayed in Fig. 1 and the physical
systems is the current dependence on QD spectral propertigiiantities are determined by using the formalism of non-
besides the ferromagnet polarization. Additionally, tfees ~ equilibrium Green’s functions. In Sed_llll the results are
are squeezed into the QD through which the currentis injectepresented and discussed. Finally, a summary and the main
into the superconductor. As a result, the simplest theoretconclusions are presented in Secl V.
ical treatment for these systems must take into account the
Coulomb correlations inside the QEg4

In t_he aforemenuo_ned papers, sm_Jch a correlation is treatelg MODEL AND FORMULATION
by using a perturbative approach since its many-body featur
forbids any exact approach to the problem. Many approxi- , ) , o
mation schemes to treat the electronic correlation exigten In this section we provide a general description of the for-
literature in order to better describe the current flow irsthe Malism to be used to carry out the calculations of the phys-

hybrid systems. However, as mentioned in the first paragraplc@l quantities. We Qi“’e used the Keldysh formalism within
systems involving superconductors exhibit the so-callep ~ the Nambu notatigh#*which allows us to describe spin and

imity effect which induces pair correlations in the materia €lectron-hole degrees of freedom in the same footing. This

in contact with the superconducforThe interplay between 1S widely used to tackle systems involving ferromagnets and

pair correlations with Coulomb interaction may lead to eath Superconductors.
complex spectral properties for the &D More specifically,

a multi-peak structure has been observed ifa QD — S
nanostructure caused by the interplay between Coulomb coft

relations and Zeeman splitting due to an external magnetic S o
fielg36. The Hamiltonian is given by a sum of terms describing each

Jart of the system illustrated in Figl 1. The ferromagnatit a
guperconductor leads are considered to be non-interacting
three-terminaF; — (QD, S) — F» nanostructure as illustrated such a way that mean field thgories can be applied to model
in Fig. [. In this system, the QD is coupled to two ferro- the_se leads. The_z guantumdotis c_on5|dered to be composed by
a single level spin degenerated with the presence of Coulomb

magnets in such a way that a voltage bias is applied’to . i g
while F5 is grounded. The transmittance with and without theporrelatlons. The coupling between the QD and leads is taken

presence of the superconductor lead is considered in avder ﬂto account phenomenologlcally by_ means of a tnneling
determine the role of the AR in the co-tunneling current be- amiltonian. In this way, the full Hamiltonian is written as

Hamiltonian

In order to explore the role of the QD spectral propertie
on the transport of F/S systems, we consider in this work

tweenFy and F,. That orientation of the magnetization for H=Hq+Ho+He+He +He. (1)
the leadF? is fixed while the magnetization df; is directed
to an angled with respect toF;. It may be varied from 0 The termsH, and?{» are the Hamiltonians describing the

(parallel configuration) tar (antiparallel configuration). The ferromagnets; and I, respectively. Explicitly, these are
correlations within the QD are treated by using a generdlize given by:

mean-field approximation taking into account proximity ef- R A R

fects due to the superconductor and spin-flip processegwith Hi = Z q’J{kEl,k(O)i’lk 2)
the QD. While the spin-flip process has been addressed in a k

phenomenological way in previous wo?k$8 here such an  gpg

effect is a natural result of the interplay between Coulomb ~ L N

correlations and the misalignment of the magnetizatioms fr Ho = Z (I);kEZ,k(e)(I)Qk (3
the ferromagnetic leads. It worth mentioning that the geom- k
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where we have defined the Nambu spin@i;vn;C = is written in the4 x 4 Nambu space resulting from the tensor
(fj/kT Fokl f;ki fort)T where f;kg and f, i, creates productAbetwee.n e!ectron-hole and spin spaces. The general
an electron and a hole, respectively with spirand wave- formof E; ;.(6) is given by:

vectork in the ferromagnef,,, n = 1,2. The matrixEnvk(e)
|

€x — hycos —p, 0 —hy,sind 0
- B 0 — (e + hycos—p, ) hyy sin®
Epx(0) = —hy,sind 0 ! €+ hycosf —p, 0 ' )
0 hysind 0 —(ex —hcosf —pu, )

The ferromagnets are modeled by the Stoner nf8dal  which is considered to be smaller than the superconductor ga
which the spin bands df;, are split by an internal mean-field A.
hy producing a finite polarization of the electron gas. The The tunneling between the QD and the leads is described
magnetization of is considered to point to a fixed direction by
while the magnetization aof, can be rotated by an arbitrary R L e
angled. The chemical potentials of each ferromagnet are de- Hr = Z[‘ﬂ,kVyk‘I’d + ‘PZIVLk‘I)A,k] (7)
termined by an external voltage bias = eV, which controls ky
the Fermi level of each electrode independently.

The superconductor is considered to be a conventiondf' Which
superconductorsfwave) being well described by the BCS Vo, 0 0 0
HamiltoniartL. In the Nambu notation this Hamiltonian reads: v 0 V5 0 0
T o R T 5 R O
s=Y @ Egi®y ) 00 0 -V
k

. ; ; wherey = 1,2, s is the tunneling amplitude. Since the energy
with @, = (8;+ Sky Sy 3,1)T and range is limited to the narrow superconductor gap, it is algoo
approximation to considé¥ ;, independent of.

€} — LS A* 0 0
Be.—| A& —(e—ps) 0 0
S:k 0 0 (e — 1s) —A* ’ B. Green’s functions
0 0 -A (e —ps)

In order to calculate the transport properties we have used

Th? superco_ndu_cting corre_lations enter by means of the_pa{he non-equilibrium Green’s function metf§dAll the phys-
amplitudeA which in general is a complex numberdependlngical guantities can be cast in terms of the Green’s functfon o

onk. Since we are using just one superconductor lead, we USR : “ .
; . . o e QD. In terms of Nambu spinors, the “lesse&<{) and re-
the well known assumptié®#3:44in which A is just a con- Q P Y

S __tarded/advanced Green’s functia@'(/*) of the QD are writ-
stant real number. In addition, the superconductor chdmic v unctio@ (") Q wr

potential is fixed to zero as the grounds(= 0). Tenas
The quantum dot is considered to be interacting with one G<(t1,t2) = Z’<\i;d(t1) ®\ilzl(t2)> (8)
level degenerated in spin,

and
7:[c = ‘i’LEd‘i’d +UNgrRqy (6) . .
GT/a (tl,tz) = $i19(:|:t1 F t2)<‘I’d(t1) (9 ‘I’L(tz)
where®, = (d} d, d| d)f, and P ()@ a(t). (@)

eqg 0 0 0 where the symbok denotes a tensor product. Similar defini-
R 0 —e4 0 0 tions are given for the leads Green'’s functions which can be
Ba=1l9 0 < o |’ expressed in terms of Eq§l (8) afdl (9).

0 0 0 —eq By using the equation of motion approach technique, along

with the mean-field approximation (discussed in Appendix
We consider that the QD level can be displaced by meansection), we obtain the Dyson’s equation for the retarded
of a gate voltagd/,, thus,e4 = g — eV with ¢ being the  Green’s function:
bare QD level (spin degenerated). The Coulomb correlations r/a r/a r/a r/a r/a
are described b¥/n 4174, whose intensity is controlled iy G e) =g (e)+g" ()T (e)G"(e) (10)
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whereg”/@ is the Green’s function for the non-interacting QD level. Itis worth mentioning that we have taken the wideban

isolated from the leads. It is written as

(x—eq)7 ! 0 0 0

rla _ 0 (r4eq)71 0 0

g = 0 0 (z—eq)~t 0
0 0 0 (x+eq) "

where we have defined= ¢ = in andey = g — €V,
The self-energ®"/“ is given by

2/0e) =5/ ")+ © (11)

where® encodes the electronic correlations &gl models
the coupling between the QD and leads, i.e.,

So(e) = Ei(e) + Xi(e) + Z5(e)
with

1 =A/e 0 0
~AJs 1 0 0

0 0 1 AJe

0 0 Afe 1

S2(e) =~ s Tsole) (12)

modelling the coupling to the superconductor whée=

limit in which theT'y, I'y andI'y are assumed to be constants.

C. Physical Quantities

In this section we derive the physical quantities and the rel
evant parameters used in the analysis of the results pesksent
in Sec[TIl.

1. Ferromagnet Polarization

Within the Stoner model, the electrons gas polarization is a
result of the exchange mean field due to the electron-electro
interaction. In this, way we define the polarization for the
ferromagnef-,, as follows:

_Tar—Tat

= 15
= T (15)

wherea = 1,2. Here, the coupling constants,, are consid-
ered as independent parameters.

21| Vs |?Ds (e ) with D (e ) being the density of states of the 2- Electrical Current
superconductor at the normal state solved at the Fermi level
andV; is tunneling amplitude. We have also defined the gen- By using the equation of motion method, one is able to cal-

eralized superconductor density of states,

_ leld(e—A) ied(A—]e])
 Ve2— A2 VAZ =2

o(¢)

culate the current between the ferromaghgtand the QD.
By using the time variation of the average occupation of the
lead F, we obtain the following equation:

€ ™ a
in which the first term is the conventional BCS density of o = E/da [G"(e)Z3 () + G (e)Zh(e) +Hcy an

stateg?, 5(¢) = Refo(¢)] and the second term accounts for the

Andreev bound states corresponding to evanescent waves rep
resenting the conversion of quasiparticles into Cooperspai wherea = 1,2. The current’; is explicitly written as

within the superconduct&f.

Next, we define the self-energy due to the coupling with

Fy:

Iy 0 0 0
pon_ il 0 Ty o0 0
1©==510 0 Ty o0

0 0 0 Ty

(13)

with I'y, = 27|V1|?>D1, (e ) wherel; the hopping term and
D1, (er) is the density of states per spin at theFermi level.

The coupling withF» exhibits a similar form, however, the

F5 quantization axis is rotated by an angle

Ay 0 B 0
r,a _ Z O A\L O B
0 B 0 A
with AU = 021—‘2(; + 821“25, B = SC(F2¢~ — in),

s = sinf/2 and ¢ = cosf/2.
I'ay = 27|V5|?>Day(ep) where V the hopping term and
Ds»(er) is the density of states per spin at the Fermi

We also have defined

(16)
I = Lo+ 1is (17)
where we have defined the co-tunneling current as
(&
ha =5 [Tt~ f.de, (18

and the current flowing betwedn and the superconductor is
given by

11522/[TAR,ll(fl—f_1)+TAR,12(f1—JF2)} de, (19)

wheref; andf» are the corresponding Fermi distributions for
electrons in the lead8; and F» and f1 and f» are the cor-
responding ones for holes. By comparing the Fermi distribu-
tions one is able to determine each contribution in Eq] (17).
In fact, Ty is the co-tunneling current of electrons frar to

F> through the QDI'4 .11 accounts for the Andreev reflec-
tionin £ and finallyZ'4 r 12 is the crossed Andreev reflection
of an electron fron¥; as a hole inf,. The transmittance ex-
pressions for each process are given by



Tara1 =T11 (IG14PT 14 +[G1o’T1y) + Ty (|G54PT it + G5l *Tyy) (20a)

Tara2 = D14[(PTap +5°Ta))|Gl4l? + (8°Top + ¢°T'a ) |Gl | + sc(Tag — Do) ) ([GTa)* Gla + [G14]*GTo)] (20b)
1 [(PTop + °T'2y)|Gh4 | + (5°T2p + ¢*Tg) ) |Gl |* + sc(Tap — Doy ) ([Gho] * Gy + [Gl4]* Gso)]

Tio =Ty [(*Tar + *Ta))|Gh3)? + (PTap + 5°T2) ) |Gl |* + se(Tap — Tay ) ([Gha]* Ghy + [Gh1]*G3))] (20c)
+T14[(s°T2y 4 ¢° T2y ) |G13 ] + (°Tap + 5°T2) ) |G1 [ + sc(Day — T2y ) ([G3]* Gy + [G11]* Gl

The corresponding equation fds can be obtained frond; magnetizations of} andF; to § = «/4, an intermediate an-

just replacing the — 2 in the previous equations. We point gle, we have calculated the transmittance for differentesl

out that the expression for the current is the same as obtainef P, the polarization of;. In Fig.[2a, forP; = 0 the trans-

by Y. Zhuet. al2? for a noninteracting QD. In the present mittance curve is just a resonance whose width is determined

case, in spite from the fact of the current formula resembledy the hybridization between the discrete level of the QDhwit

the one obtained in Ref, 39, it is being considered the preshe continuum of states from the ferromagnet bands. When

ence of interactions into the QD which means that the matrixP; is increased a sharp dip emerges d6£ 0 whose height

elements of the Green’s function must be determined in a selincreases withP;. For P; = 1 this dip reaches the horizontal

consistent calculation, due to Eq._{25). However, withia th axis and the transmittance is zero fot 0.

approximation used in this work, it is still possible to dhta In Fig. [2b the evolution of the dip is studied by varying

Landauer-like equation for the current. This is an advamtagthe angled while the polarizationP; is fixed to the unity as

in the sense that one can obtain analytic expressions for the limit case in which the dip exhibits the most pronounced

transmittance 2, Tag,11 andT'ap,12. size. Forf = 0 the resonance behavior is recovered but as
long asd is different of zero the dip appears and the transmit-
tance is pushed to zero at= 0. As 6 increases towards

ll. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION the transmittance is suppressed and the dip opens up reveal-
ing a two peak structure which is illustrated by the curves fo

In the following results, we consider the Andreev regime in? = 1.57 andé = 2.62. Notice that the transmittance is zero
which the applied bias range is bounded by the supercondud? the whole range whefi = 7 and the ferromagnets are full
tor energy gap. Since this quantity is the natural energgsca polarized. The zero-bias results of Hig. 2 are easily erplai

of the problem, all the physical parameters are presented iRy considering the expression for the transmittafigegiven
units of the superconductor gap. We start with the zero-bia8Y Ed- [20t) where it can be noted that the effect of the fer-

regime and then the finite-bias case is considered. romagnetism is to create two interfering channels for spms
and down. This interference pattern resulting in the trasm

tance curves of Figl]2 is dependent on the polarizatiéns

P, and the angl®. Additionally, the matrix elements of the
retarded Green’s function encode the processes in which the
) ) . electron is scattered within the QD. To illustrate this poive

_In_ order to clarify the effects of t_he electrom(_: correlatio notice that the off-diagonal elemen, andGY, represent
within the QD on transport properties, we consider the zeroy gpin-flip process into the QD due to the misalignment of the
bias regime firstly and analyze the role of thellnteracthns.a magnetization of the ferromagnets. As set to) or 7, while
pearing in the self-energy, E.{11). As show in the follayin e ferromagnets are full polarized, these contributisese-
results, the mean-field approximation just renormaliz&s th moyed and the interference effect is completely suppressed
QD energy level developing the same role in the system ags case, the transmittance is either a maximum (whero)
the gate voltages. or 0 (whend = 7) when there are no states available for elec-

trons in both magnets.
Next, we consider the effect of the gate voltage on the
1. Zero-Bias Transmittance for F; — QD — F} system transmittance curves. In Figl] 3, a contour plot for trans-
mittance in terms of the energyand the gate voltagé/,,

We consider the transmittance for electrons between the feis shown. In order to explore the interference effect relate
romagnetic leads through the QD. In this case, we start witho the different spin channels of conduction, we have used
simplest case in which the electronic correlations arergbse P, = 0.95 and§ = 7/4 which leads to a small dip on the
In Fig. [2 it is shown the effect of the magnetization on thetransmittance. The resulting contour plot exhibits a wel |
electronic transport. By setting the relative angle betwtbe  calized diagonal line connecting the poifds=1,eV, = —1)

A. Zero-bias regime
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with ¢g being the bare QD level anl; = (I'1+ +17;)/2,
1=1,2 are the spin averaged couplings of the QD withand

F5. By setting the conditiofi} o = 0 one obtains that the dip is
located at = —eV; where we have considered the bare level
of the QD,¢p = 0 and the electronic charge constant 0.
Accordingly, the equatios = —eV/, describes the diagonal
line that locates the dip in the transmittance in Hi§j. 3a. For
polarization values slight smaller than unity, there wolbéd
constant added to right-hand sidezof —el/; which leads to

a dip with height smaller than as the one shown in the contour
plot. However, the minimum value df; is still located as in
the full polarized case. In Figsl 3b dnd 3¢ some represeatati
curves ofl» are illustrated whose location in the contour plot
is given by the horizontal lines labeled by, B1 andC1 for
negative values ofV, ande1, F1 andG1 for the correspond-
ing negative values ofV/;. It can be noted that the gate just
displaces the dip along theaxis and the curve still carries a
symmetric profile with respect to the dip. In this way, the ef-
fect of the gate voltage is just to produce a rigid displacgtme
of the point at which the destructive interference betwéen t
spin channels occurs.

In Fig. [3d it is shown the transmittand&- contour plot
under the presence of electronic correlations at the QD. The
strength of these correlations is given by the paraniéter
0.80 in superconductor gap units. In this cadgp is de-
pendent on the occupation of the QD for both spins and on
the spin-flip averages of the forr@aﬁ,dﬂ with ¢ =7, and
o= —o, cf. Eq. [25). As a result, the symmetry with re-
spect to the sign of both, the gate voltagg and energy
is broken as evident from the contour plot in Fig. 3d. The
correlations enter into the expressions for Green'’s fonsti
through Eq. [(Zb) which leads to a self-consistent calontati

FIG. 2. (Color Online) Transmittance curveg, §) for the system by means of the Keldysh equation given by @,(27) (see Ap-
Fi —QD— Fy, i.e., in the absence of the superconductor lead. (aP€Ndix). In Figs.[Be and 3f some representative curves are
T} curves for different polarization valugy of the ferromagnef;  also illustrating an additional lack of symmetry on the tan
while the magnetization of?, is aligned at an anglé = /4 with mittance curves. The adjacent peaks located at each side of t
the respect to the magnetizationfgf. (b) 712 curves withP; fixed  dip are now presenting different heights. As evident from th
to unity and changing the magnetization angleFpffrom a parallel  curvesA2 andB2 the right peak is higher and wider in com-
alignmenty = 0 towards a orientation close o= whereT1> =0,  parison to the left peak. This trend is inverted Tr~ 0.32
see Eq.[(21). Fixed parametets: =V, =0,T'1 =0.40, ', =0.40,  \here the right peak is suppressed and transmittance exhibi
I's = 0and P, =1.0. All the parameters are scaled by the energy 5 pigher value for the left peak. This behavior is maintained
gap of the superconductor lead. from larger values o¥/, as one can see from the cunes

up toG2. These results show that the interaction on the QD
and(e = —1,eV, = +1). This means that the effect of the gate just provide_s minor cha_mge_s on the transport propertigsnvit
voltage is just displace the point at which the completely de the mean-field approximation used in this work. In fact the
structive interference occurs. In fact, this behavior cgaim  PHYSICS is ruled by the coupling constants appearing in Eg.

be understood by considering the expressiorfferand not- (20d) which moderate the role of each matrix element of the

ing that the gate voltage just renormalizes the QD level. IiCreen’s function of the QD.

particular, for the full polarized case, it is possible to- de

rive a rather compact transmittance expression by sutistitu

the corresponding Green’s functions matrix elements ifo E 2. Zero-Bias Transmittance for F1 — (QD,S) — F system
(20d). After some algebra, one ends up with the following

expression: Next, we consider the full system with the presence of the
o, sqperconductor_lead coupled to the QD as illustrated inEig.
T1a(8) = — 48T (9)~ 1 tis worth recalling that we are interested in the Andreen-co
[C(6—7/2)]4 +&2 [r% +2I'2(9) + F% +&2] duction regime in which all the parameters are restrict to en

_ ergies within the superconductor gap. In this range of gnerg
whereT'(0) = /T'1T'2cos(0/2), € = e —¢eq, €4 = €0 — €V the superconductor acts as a barrier which rules out thetdire
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FIG. 3. (Color Online) Transmittance curves for the systém- QD — F5, i.e., in the absence of the superconductor lead. (a) Coptotufor
zero-bias transmittancg » in terms of the gate potentidl, and energy for &/ = 0. (b) T2 curves for positive values df,. Their location

at the contour plot are indicated by the horizontal linegletd by A1, B1 and C1 foV, equal to 0.8, 0.5 and 0.2, respectively. (g} curves
for negative values df; whose location in the contour plot is given by D1, E1 and FédiforV, equal to -0.2, -0.5 and -0.8, respectively. (d)
Contour plot for zero-bias transmittan€g, in terms of the gate potentidl, and energy for &/ = 0.8. (e) 172 curves with A2, B2 and C2
corresponding td/, equal to 0.8, 0.5 and 0.2, respectively. Tf) curves for negative gate voltage values with D2, E2 and F&sponding
to V, equal to -0.2, -0.5 and -0.8, respectively. Fixed paramaetee= 7/4, Vi = Vo =0, I'1 = 0.40, I'y = 0.40, I's = 0, P, = 0.95 and
P, =1.0. All the parameters are scaled by the energy gap of the supeuctor lead.

tunneling of quasi-particles from the leads to the superconpattern as the noninteracting case except that the intasec
ductor. In spite of this restrictive condition, it is stilbpsible  point where the two peaks merge into a single one is shifted
to a current to take place from the leads to the superconductalong the gate voltage axis. In addition, the height of thekpe

by means of AR. In the electrical current equation, the direcare also different as one can observe by comparing the Figs.
and crossed ARs contributions are included by means of tHdc and2d with the curves shown in Figsl 4e &hd 4f. This
transmittance expressions given by Eds. {20a) (20b) reasymmetry is stronger for positive values of the gate veltag
spectively. Notice that the Green’s function matrix eletsen as evident from thé2 curve of Fig[4e. As shown in previous
appearing in these expressions are related to conversam of works/:48 this asymmetry is crucial for the transport since
electron of spinr into a hole of spir. Due to the coupling the Cooper pairs are formed by injecting two electrons with
with the second ferromagnet, whose magnetization may bepposite spins and energy signs at once into the superconduc
pointing in an arbitrary orientation, processes involvapin-  tor. In this way, the current being injected into the suparco
flip also contribute to the full transmittance. ductor is determined by smaller peak of the transmittance.

To contrast the AR with the previous results for the— Next, we consider the tunneling between the ferromagnets
QD — F system, in Figl} is shown the direct Andreev trans-characterized by the transmittan€g,. The corresponding
mittancel’s z,11 corresponding the process where an electrorgyrves for both noninteracting and interacting cases aneish
from F} is reflected as a hole in the same lead The pat- i Fig. 3. The main difference when the superconductor is
tern observed was obtained fBy = 0.95 and in Fig.[4aitis  coupled into the QD is the emergence of a second diagonal dip
shown the dependence fi z,11 With the energy: and gate |ine in the contour plot shown in Fidgl] 5a. Thus, the contour
voltageV,. As the gate voltage changes from zero, a doublgyot is divided in four triangular regions in which the trans
peak structure emerges with the separation of the peaks ifjttance can reach a maximum for particular values of gate
creasing witheV,. These two peaks represent the so-calleok,onage and energy. The curves shown in Fifs. 5b[@nd 5¢
Andreev bound states which are virtual states of superconeyeal a two dip structure in transmittance with a centrdl we
ducting quasi-particles formed by a pair of an electron withdefined peak. In this way, the effect of the superconductor in
a hole which is converted into a Cooper pair as it enters inq,, js just to introduce a second state at which the channels of
side the superconductor. These are strongly suppressed Byins interfere destructively. This is a signature of theldev
the ferromagnetic polarization once the conventional supe phound states into the transport between the ferromagnets. |
conductivity requires anti-parallel alignment of the étenic  fact, by comparing the contour plots of Fig. 5a &hd 5d with the
spins. As aresult, in the limit of high polarization, theedit  corresponding ones of Figl 4a did 4d, it is clear that these ar
Andreev contribution has a minor contribution to the tranS'Comp|ementary patterns of resonances: inthe regions ahwhi
portand is completely eliminated whéh =1, j =1,2. This  theT, ;; exhibits a maximum value, the transmittarie
can be observed in Figé] 4b and 4c where the transmittanggtesents a dip. Thus, the coupling with the superconduetor r
amplitude is confined to values around 0.3 far= 0.95. sults in a leakage of states from the direct channel betvieen t

In Fig. [4d, the Andreev transmittance is shown for the in-ferromagnets for the Andreev states. This leads to therpatte
teracting case in which the interaction strengtk= 0.80. In  observed in Fig[J5. It is worth mentioning that Calle et*%l.
this case, it can be noted that the transmittance has a similkave studied a three-terminal nanostructure composeddy tw
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FIG. 4. (Color Online) Transmittance curves for the sysfém- (Q D, S) — F> corresponding to direct Andreev reflection at ferromagdnet
Tar,11- (8) Contour plot for zero-bias Andreev transmittaficgr 11 in terms of the gate potentidl, and energy for i/ = 0. (b) Tar,11
curves for positive values df,. Their location at the contour plot are indicated by the zmmtal lines labeled by Al, B1 and C1 fof; equal

t0 0.8, 0.50 and 0.2, respectively. (E) r, 11 curves for negative values &f; whose location in the contour plot is given by D1, E1 and F1
lines for V; equal to -0.2, -0.5 and -0.8, respectively. (d) Contour filotzero-bias transmittancgs g 11 in terms of the gate potentidd,

and energy: for U/ = 0.8. (€) T'ar,11 curves with A2, B2 and C2 corresponding ity equal to 0.8, 0.5 and 0.2, respectively. T r 11
curves for negative gate voltage values with D2, E2 and F&sponding td/, equal to -0.2, -0.5 and -0.8, respectively. Fixed pararseter
0=m/4, V1 =V =0,T1 =040, 'y =0.40, I's = 0.40, P; = 0.95 and P, = 1.0. All the parameters are scaled by the energy gap of the
superconductor lead.
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FIG. 5. (Color Online) Transmittance curves for the systém- (QD,S) — Fy, i.e., with the presence of the superconductor lead coupled
the QD. (a) Contour plot for zero-bias transmittafige in terms of the gate potenti&l, and energy for ¢/ = 0. (b) T12 curves for positive
values ofV;;. Their location at the contour plot are indicated by the zmmtal lines labeled by A1, B1 and C1 fbj equal to 0.8, 0.50 and 0.2,
respectively. (c)[12 curves for negative values df, whose location in the contour plot is given by D1, E1 and FédiforV; equal to -0.2,
-0.5 and -0.8, respectively. (d) Contour plot for zero-ltrasismittancd’ 2 in terms of the gate potenti&l, and energy for i/ = 0.8. (e) T12
curves with A2, B2 and C2 correspondinglitg equal to 0.8, 0.5 and 0.2, respectively. Ti) curves for negative gate voltage values with D2,
E2 and F2 corresponding 14, equal to -0.2, -0.5 and -0.8, respectively. Fixed pararsete= 7/4, Vi = Vo =0, I'1 = 0.40, I's = 0.40,

s =0.40, P, =0.95 and P, = 1.0. All the parameters are scaled by the energy gap of the supeuctor lead.

normal metals coupled by a double quantum dot system angl. Finite-bias regime

a superconductor. In this system they have observed a simila

pattern as shown in Fid.] 5 with two dips and a central peak

in the transmittanc@) . The authors attributed such a feature In the finite bias regime the correlations appearing in Eqg.
to the Fano effect induced by the second quantum dot. Herd25) couple the transmittance and local density of states
the origin of such a pattern is related to the interplay betwe (LDOS) with the bias applied té7 and F%. In this way, for

the Andreev bound states and spin polarization provided bgach value ot; andV; there is a corresponding transmittance
the ferromagnets. As a result of these correlations, the-speand LDOS curve. In this way, the dependence of these quanti-

tral properties of the quantum dot are similar to the doubléies on the applied bias becomes more intricate than the zero
quantum dot structure of Ref.149. bias case. In spite of these modifications, it is also possibl

to recognize the signatures of Fano interference in the non-
equilibrium case. In order to illustrate such an effect, \&eeh
calculated the electrical current for a finite bia¥{( = 0.30)
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FIG. 6. (Color Online) Currents flowing through the ledfor the systen¥; — (QD — S) — F»: I 12 is the co-tunneling currenf,4 11 is

the direct Andreev current andy 1 is the crossed Andreev current. It is considered a finite Bias- 0.30 applied toF} while I is kept
grounded. The upper figures show the current profiles unéeatibence of Coulomb correlations within the QD. For inteliate values of),

the direct Andreev current4 11 exhibits a dip al/; = 0 while a corresponding peak emergedin 2. A similar pattern is observed in Figs.
(d) and (e) al’y ~ 0.40 for the interacting cas& = 0.80. Notice that forf close tor the conduction is ruled by the crossed AR process as

shown in Figs. (c) and (f). Fixed parametel§: = 0.30, Vo =0, "1 =

by the energy gap of the superconductor lead.

T'o=T4s=0.4, PL =0.95, P, =1.0. All the parameters are scaled

keeping the other parameters with the same values used.in Figquilibrium signature of the Fano-like interference appep

[B. In Fig.[6a the co-tunneling curref 1 is shown for some
values of), with &/ = 0. For 6 = 0 (solid-black curve), the
current reaches a maximum value tdr, = —0.25 and then
decreases for positive values @f;. As 6 is increased the
pattern changes with a second peak appearing¥r= 0.
This peak is well pronounced fér= 1.26 (dot-dashed green
curve) and starts being suppressef asl .88. In Figs.[6b and

in the zero-bias curves. This effect is also present under th
presence of Coulomb correlations within the QD. The corre-
sponding curves fai/ = 0.80 are plotted in Figs[16¢]6d and
[Be. It can be noted that the presence of the peak in the co-
tunneling and crossed AR currents are shifteditp ~ 0.46

for # = 2.51. A corresponding dip in the direct AR is also
present at the same point which illustrates the fact of the in

[Blc the currents due to the direct and crossed AR are showtgraction, within the mean-field approximation, just shifie
respectively. In the direct AR, there is a corresponding dipresonance condition in the same form as the zero-bias case.

at eV, = 0 corresponding to the peak appearing in the co-
tunneling current. On the other hand, the crossed AR also
presents a peak al/, = 0 which increases witld. This be-
havior is a result of the high polarization values which sup-
pressed the available states for local tunneling procdises
the direct AR and co-tunneling frorf; to F». As a result,
the crossed AR is the dominant processéalose tor once
electrons of opposite spins from different leads combitean
Cooper pair inS. This is evident by comparing the amplitude
of Ig 12, Ia,11 andl4 1o for § = 2.51. The peak appearing
ateV, =0 for I 12 asf is changed from O tar is the non-

1. Spin-degeneracy

In the zero-bias curves shown in Figl. 4, the transmittance
curves exhibit a double peak structure related to the Andree
resonances. However, it is expected a splitting of these res
nances due to the raising of the spin degeneracy caused by the
Coulomb correlation within the QD. In Fid.] 7a, it is shown
the transmittance curves for bdihy r 11 and7’» for a finite
bias voltagel; = 0.95. We also have chosen small values
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for the coupling to the ferromagneis, = 0.1 andI'; = 0.05 020 7T T 1T T T T T
which are crucial to allow the resolution of the spin degener ¢V, =-050 1==-¢eV =048 7
acy. In this regime, it is possible to observe such a spijttin =~ e eV =0.01 R (a)_
of the peaks in which th& 4 11 curves exhibit a four peak 0.15 : i .'-I i
structure. " "

By changing the gate voltage, it is possible to change the
pattern as one can observe by comparing the curvedfoe
—0.50, eV, = 0.01 andeV, = 0.48. For negative values of
the gate voltage, the central peaks are suppressed while for
positive values the pattern is better resolved. The asynymet
with respect to the signal of the gate voltage is also a result
of the interaction within the QD. This is clearer in the zero-
bias regime in which the resonance condition is shifted by th
presence of the interaction. A similar behavior is obsefeed
the co-tunneling transmittandg , as illustrated in Fig[]7b.
Notice that thel, curves do not present the corresponding
Fano-like resonance as observed for zero-bias regimecin fa
the position of the peaks @f,5 in Fig.[db are coincident with
those ofT'4z,11 in Fig. [da. The values of the parameters to
obtain the Fano-like resonance in the co-tunneling trafsmi
tances are different from those that allows for the resofuti
of the peaks due to the spin degeneracy. In this way, it is not
possible to observe both effects with the same set of parame-
ters.

TAR,] 1

IV.  CONCLUSION

In this work, we have studied the interference effects on
F1 —(QD,S)— F» due to the coupling to a conventional su-
perconductor. By varying the angle between the two mag-

netization it is possible to obtain a very pronounced dip in ] ) o
the transmittance for = 0 when the superconductor is de- FIG. 7.. (Color Online) Trqnsmlttance curves for finite bia&)
coupled from the QD. In contrast, the interplay between spir{ r?::ﬁ;'ttance curves for direct Andreev reflectiiy, 1, (b) Co-
. - . g transmittanc&y,. By reducing the constant coupling to
imbalance and Andreev bound states gives rise to a centrgf, ferromagnetic leads, it is possible to observe thetisglibf the
peak at = 0 when the superconductor is coupled to the sys-apgreev resonances due to the raising of spin degeneraced Fi
tem. Such an effect is a result of the interference betweeparameters:; = 0.95, V» = 0, I'1 = 0.10,T's = 0.05,I's = 1.0,
the different channels of conduction through the QD. Addi-p, = 0.85, P, = 1.0, U = 0.85, § = 37 /2, kgT = 0.05. All the
tionally, the leakage of states for Andreev transport altmi  parameters are scaled by the energy gap of the supercontkaro
duces two anti-resonances in the zero-bias transmittace f
the co-tunneling of electrons between the ferromagnets.

The effects of correlations were taken within a generalized
mean-field approximation also taking into account spin-flip
correlations and proximity effect due to the coupling to the
superconductor. Such correlations are relevant sinceltye p
ical quantities must be determined in self-consistent veay f
each value of gate and bias voltages (for non-equilibridua si  restricted the calculations for large values of ferromaigne
ation) thus introducing a nontrivial dependence on thesmgu polarization reducing in this way the fluctuation in the oc-
tities. In fact, as shown in Fig§l] 3 ahHl 5, the combination ofcupation numbers. Under this condition, the approximation
these correlations breaks the symmetry in the transmitancyields results in a good agreement with other approximation
and shifts the region at which the Fano-like interferenkesa schemes. The results above can be reproduced in experiments
place. In the non-equilibrium situation, it is also possibd by using half-metal ferromagnets. Additionally, high pela
observe the signatures of such an interference in the electizations ¢~ 90%) values have been obtained in ferromagnetic
cal current as shown in Fid.] 6. The approximation schemdilms of CrO, by Soulen Jr. and co-workéfs polarization
used in this work allows us to write the electrical current invalues over 85% have been reported in ferromagnetic semi-
a Landauer-like equation. In this way, it is possible to ob-conductors based on GaMns Hence, the results above
tain analytic expressions for the transmittance for both An presented are realistic and may be implemented with the-stat
dreev and co-tunneling contributions. Additionally, wevba of-art of experiments.
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V. APPENDIX start from the expression f@™(?) (73, 75),

. . . . . (2
In this section we provide some details used in the cal- G )(73,72)

culation of the Green'’s functions. In particular, we discus A dINe Udeh c A diyye A da)e
the approximation used to determine the Green’s function <<d~ld¢d~?>>c <<d¢fl¢ A¢>>C <<d¢Ad¢d¢>>c <<dAIAd¢JT>>C
along with the determination of the Green’s functions equa- ( fydr J;>> ( AT }>> ( Yy ar #» ( fydr AT>>

tions used to write the corresponding physical quantities p <<d¢ﬁdTﬁ>>c {{dyfard, ) ¢ﬁd¢djf>>c ((dyfardr))®
sented in the Results and Discussion section. <<d?[ﬁdid¢>>c <<Cqﬁdi ))e <<diﬁd¢d¢>>c <<d“;ﬁdi ))e

where for compactness we have used the Zubarev notation
in which ((ABC))¢ = —i/h(T.{A(r3)B(13)C(72)}). No-
A. Generalized Mean-Field Approximation tice thatng, = cﬁ,dg is the QD number operator for spin
In order to close the system of equations, we use the fol-
In deriving the Dyson’s equation given by Eq_10) it is 'OWing decoupling schenié
necessary to consider some approximation in order to close R R o
the system of equations for the QD Green's function. In  ((doy ity d,))C ~ (doy iy, ) {(dir dF,))°
fact, the Coulomb correlation at the QD gives rise to an in- S5 At Gt e At 5 N5 G e
finite set of equations. Within the Keldysh formalism, both —(doydey ) (L, b))+ (dl dosy Y ({doy )
retarded/advanced and “lesser" Green’s functions arg-dete
mined as analytic continuations of time-ordered Greenisfu

tion G (7,7) = —i/h(Tc{\ilq(r) ® \ilZ(ﬂ)}), .V\_/hereTC O ((dyy sy Aoy )¢ ~ (dy A ) (s diry))
ders the operators according to their position at the time . s e At S
contouds. The operators are written in the Heisenberg pic- —(doy dey ) ({dgs, dory ) + {d gz, dery ) {(dory dory))

ture whose dynamics is given by the full Hamiltoniain Eq. R

(D). By building the equation of motion for the QD operator,i With a similar decoupling  for ((d}, iz, do,))¢  and

is possible to determine the equation of motion@(r, 7). <<cfglﬁ51cf52>>c. In this scheme, it appears three types
After integrating the contribution from the leads, one engs of averages each one related with a specific feature of the
with the following expression: correlation within the QD. In fact, averages of the form

<cf31c§g1> represent the Coulomb correlations due to the

g ( electron-electron interaction(dal(fm} and its adjoint are
anomalous averages being different of zero due to proximity
+/d73/d74 g (11,73)20(73,72) G (74, 72) effect arising from the coupling with to the superconductor
c c It represents the amplitude of finding a superconductorexci
T 7(2) tation within the QD. Finally, averages involvir‘(@ilcia— )
+ /Cdfs g (m,)UGTms, 1) (22) L untfor spin-flip scattering within the QD. This averime
also non-zero for intermediate values of the arfgletween

whereX, carries the information about the coupling to the the magnetization vectors ¢, and £5. In this way, the elec-
leads whose analytic continuation to real time axis gives th tron within the QD can flip its spin as a result of the interplay
retarded/advanced self-energEé/a and the “lesser” seli- Petween the electronic correlation and the misalignment of

< : . . : ‘the magnetization of the ferromagnetic leads.
energyX; whose expression will be considered in next sec By substituting the decoupling approximation back into

tion. Notice that the last term is a result of the interactionGt(z) it is possible to write
within the QD where the matrikJ P

G’ (11,m2) =8"(11,72)

G'®(73,72) ~ O(12)G (73, 72) (24)
u o0 0 0 _ _ o _
U— 0O -uU 0 0 (23) in which the matrix® is written as
0 0 U O 5 5 A a 5 st
0 0 0 —U (dydy) —(dpdy)  (drd)) 0
g | M) —dldy o dldy | g
gives the strength of the interaction a@d (%) (3, 72) is a sec- <d¢d?> 0 <d?dT> —(dydy)
ond order Green’as function containing four operators ef th 0 <cﬂd¢> —<cﬂd1> —<d1d¢)

QD. The equation of motion for this Green’s function would
result in a new equation involving a third order Green’s func whose matrix elements are averages to be determined in self-
tion and so forth. In this way, it is necessary to consideresom consistent way for each value of the external parameters. In
approximation to truncate the infinite set of equations gene this work we are interested in the stationary regime in which
ated by this technique. To perform such an approximation, wéhese averages are taken as time-independent quantities.
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With the approximation above it is possible to close the sefor F; and forF; one obtains:
of equations in order to obtain the Dyson’s equation in the

time-ordered contour: Arfa2 0 Bfa 0
1 o 4/ o Bf

%5 (e) = K . (30)
G (r1,72) =87 (11,72) B({Q B(} ABfQ AOf
2 +f2

+/d7/d7’ "(11,73)20(73,74) G (74, T
c ’ c +87(71,73)B0(73, )G (7, 72) with A, andB being already defined in Eq.(14).

The “lesser” Green’s function in Nambu space is given by:
+/dT3 gT(Tl,Tg)@(Tg)GT(Tg,TQ). (26) P 9 y

c

, 7
By analytic continuation of Eq.[(26) the relevant Green’s G=(1.1) = i
functions were determined. The assumption of stationatg st NG 4 S UNG NG g
allows us to work with Fourier transform of these Green’s <d4(t) ;(t/)) <C{¢(t)d4(t/)> <d¢(t)dT(t % X OAT ,
functions. <d4(t)d}(t ) (d, ()] (")) 0 (dr(t)d) (¢'))
(@did () 0 «Qwuw>%m@w»
0 (dy (1)l (t)) (d]()dL(t") (dr(t)dL ()

B. Self-Consistent Equations

and the averages we are looking for in Eg.](25) are obtained
The approximation we have used leads to the calculatioby settingt = ¢’ in G<(t,t') and performing the Fourier trans-
of the averages appearing in EE](25). In order to determinérm. In this case, for instance, the average of any two epera
these average values, we use the Keldysh equation obtainqgi(s@ajm may be written as

by analytic continuation of Eq[(26). We have
G=(e) =G"(e)Z5 (e)G"(e) (27)
where

%5 (e) =27 () + 33 (6) + 25 (e)

(dadg) = =

2

[ G5t ldads) ) ae

with Gjﬁ being a matrix element of the Keldysh equation
[Eq. (Z1)]. Other matrix elements &< correspond to av-
erages of(JLcZg> and (JLCZ;E). Notice that thei factor was

such that each self-energy is determined by using th&anceled by the one appearing in the Fourier transform. All
fluctuation-dissipation theorem since the leads are censidnalrix elements appearing in Ed._125) may be identified by

ered to be in equilibrium. Thus, it is valid to wrilg~ =
F;(X¢ —X7) where we have defined the Fermi matrix,

Ji 000
oy |0 fi 00 L
Fi(e) = 00 f 0] i1=1,2,s (28)
00 0 f;
with f; = f(e —eV;) being the electron Fermi function and
fi = f(e+¢€V;) is the corresponding hole Fermi distribution.

Once the superconductor is grounded, tifep= f(¢) which
implies thatF s is diagonal. Considering that¢ = [X7]' one
can write:

1 —AJe 0 0
5(e)=if(e)lso(e) _%/E (1) (1) A(}E

0 0 A 1
whereg(e) = Re[p(e)] which is the conventional BCS density

of states being different of zero only for] > A.
The contribution from the ferromagnets are given by:

Al 0 0 0
<y_:| 0 ATy 0O 0
21 (5) =1 0 0 fll—‘li B 0 (29)
0 0 0  filp

comparing with the “lesser” Green'’s function matrix.

1Y, A. Izyumov, Y. N. Proshin, and M. G. Khusainov, Physicspekhi 45,
109 (2002).

2A. 1. Buzdin,/Rev. Mod. Physz7, 935 (2005).

3S. de Franceschi, L. Kouwenhoven, C. Schénenberger, andémdatfer,
Nature Nanotectb (2010).

4A. Buzdin, L. Bulaevskii, and S. Panyukov, JETP Lett86s178 (1982).

5J. S. Jiang, D. Davidogi D. H. Reich, and C. L. Chien,
Phys. Rev. Lett74, 314 (1995).

6M. Eschrig, Physics Toda§4, 43 (2011).

7]. Zuti€, J. Fabian, and S. Das Sarina, Rev. Mod. Pi§s323 (2004).

8A. F. Andreev, Sov. Phys. JETB, 1228 (1964).

9C. J. W. Beenakker, cond-mat/9909293v2 (1999).

10G. Deutscher and D. Feinberg, Appl. Phys. L&, 487 (2000).

113, Bardeen, L. N. Cooper, and J. R. Schrieffer, Phys. R 162 (1957).

12G. E. Blonder, M. Tinkham, and T. M. Klapwijk,
Phys. Rev. B5, 4515 (1982).

137, Brinkman and A. A. GoluboV, Phys. Rev. B, 214512 (2006).

14C. J. Lambert, Journal of Physics-Condensed M&t€é579 (1991).

15C. W. J. Beenakker, Rev. Mod. Phy, 1337 (2008).

16G. Deutschel, Rev. Mod. Phyaz, 109 (2005).

17s. Gustavsson, R. Leturcq, M. Studer, I. Shorubalko, T. KinEnsslin,
D. Driscoll, and A. Gossard, Surface Science Rep®4fsl91 (2009).

187 Chen, B. Wang, D. Y. Xing, and J. Wang,
Applied Physics Letter85, 2553 (2004).
9. Cao, Y. Shi, X. Song, S. Zhou, and H. Chen,

Phys. Rev. B0, 235341 (2004).
20] -F. Feng and S.-J. Xiorlg, Phys. Rev6 B 045316 (2003).
21y, Zhu, Q.-f. Sun, and T.-h. Lin, Phys. Rev.d@, 024516 (2001).
22F Dolcini and L. Del’Annal Phys. Rev. B8, 024518 (2008).
2%Physics Letters /872, 6773 (2008).
243, P. Morten, A. Brataas, and W. BelZig, Phys. Rev4B214510 (2006).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.77.935
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.74.314
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.76.323
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.106.162
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.25.4515
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.74.214512
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.1337
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.77.109
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.1793335
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.70.235341
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.67.045316
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.65.024516
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.78.024518
http://dx.doi.org/DOI: 10.1016/j.physleta.2008.09.037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.74.214510

13

25C. Benjamin| Phys. Rev. B4, 180503 (2006). 40J -F. Feng, X.-S. Wu, and S.-S. Jiang, Journal of Appliedsiis@9, 08
26R. Mélin and S. Peysson, Phys. Rev6® 174515 (2003). (2006).
2’F.  Giazotto, F. Taddei, F. Beltram, and R. Fazio, K. P. Wéjcik and I. Weymann, Phys. Rev.88, 165303 (2014).
Phys. Rev. Lett97, 087001 (2006). 42|, Weymann and P. Trocha, Phys. Rev8® 115305 (2014).
28G. Deutscher, Journal of Superconductivi; 43 (2002). 437.Y. Zeng, B. Li, and F. Claro, Phys. Rev.@, 115319 (2003).
29R. Mélin,/Phys. Rev. B2, 054503 (2005). 447.Zeng, B. Li, and F. Claro, The European Physical JournaCBndensed
30C. Benjamin and R. Citr0, Phys. Rev.72, 085340 (2005). Matter and Complex Systen3, 401 (2003).
31| Bai, Z.-Z. Zhang, L. Jiang, and F.-R. Tang, Physica E: Laimensional 45p, Fazekad, ecture notes on Electron Correlations and Magnetightorld
Systems and Nanostructuré® 446 (2010). Scientific, Singapore, 1999).
32 Bai, R. Zhang, and C.-L. Duan, Physica B: Condensed Maf8r4875  “6J. Rammer and H. Smith, Rev. Mod. Ph§8, 323 (1986).
(2010). 47E. C. Siqueira and G. G. Cabrera, Phys. Re81B094526 (2010).
33The European Physical JournaBB, 35 (2013), 10.1140/epjb/e2012-30569-¢8E. C. Siqueira and G. G. Cabrera,
34H. Haug and A. P. Jauh@®uantum Kinetics in Transport and Optics of  [Journal of Applied Physic$11, 113905 (2012).
SemiconductoréSpringer, Berlin, 1996). 49A. Calle, M. Pacheco, and P. Orellana, Physics LetteB3A 1474 (2013).
35G. Michatek, B. R. Butka, T. Donteski, and K. I. Wysokiski, 50R. J. Soulen Jr., J. M. Byers, M. S. Osofsky, B. Nadgorny, Thésse, S. F.
Phys. Rev. B38, 155425 (2013). Cheng, P. R. Broussard, C. T. Tanaka, J. Nowak, J. S. MoodeBarry,
36K. Bocian and W. Rudzinski, The European Physical Journg®,Bt39 (2013), 10ahtiAD/BhjDYeC0Eg; Bri€6<E2, 85 (1998).
37J.-L. Li and Y.-X. Li, Journal of Physics: Condensed Ma@6y 465202. 513, G. Braden, J. S. Parker, P. Xiong, S. H. Chun, and N. Samarth
%8z, Chen, J. Wang, B. Wang, and D. Xing, [Phys.Rev. Left91, 056602 (2003).
Physics Letters /834, 436 (2005). 52D. N. Zubarev, Soviet Physics Uspek}i320.
39Y. Zhu, Q.-f. Sun, and T. H. Lin, Phys. Rev.@, 024516 (2001). 533. Franssorfon-Equilibrium Nano-Physics: A Many-Body Approakchc-

ture Notes in Physics (Springer, 2010).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.74.180503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.68.174515
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.087001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.72.054503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.72.085340
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjb/e2012-30569-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.88.155425
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjb/e2013-40486-3
http://dx.doi.org/ http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physleta.2004.11.049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.65.024516
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.165303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.115305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.68.115319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.58.323
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.094526
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4723000
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.056602

