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We study graphene ferromagnet/superconductor/ferromagnet (F/S/F) nanostructures via a micro-
scopic self-consistent Dirac Bogoliubov—de Gennes formalism. We show that as a result of proximity
effects, experimentally accessible spin switching phenomena can occur as one tunes the Fermi level wy of
the F regions or varies the angle 6 between exchange field orientations. Superconductivity can then be
switched on and off by varying either 8 or ur (a spin-controlled superconducting graphene switch). The
induced equal-spin triplet correlations in S can be controlled by tuning u g, effectively making a graphene

based two-dimensional spin-triplet valve.
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Introduction.—The continual development of graphene
has sparked vast research efforts linked to emerging nano-
technologies that span numerous scientific disciplines.
With its 2D hexagonal lattice structure and linear energy
dispersion at low energies, graphene possesses many desir-
able properties [1-3] such as extremely high electrical
conductivity, tensile strength, and thermal conductivity.
Graphene has played a prominent part in recent significant
advances involving transistors, solar cells, and tunable THz
electromagnetic radiation detection [4]. Although gra-
phene is intrinsically a gapless semiconductor, it can
become superconducting (SC) as well as acquire ferromag-
netic (FM) properties through doping or defects [3,5].
Thus, with the existing capability to create hybrid structures
involving FM and SC graphene, researchers are now seek-
ing breakthroughs involving graphene-based low tempera-
ture spintronic devices. The effectiveness of a graphene spin
valve or switch involving both ferromagnet (F)) and super-
conductor (S) elements in contact is based on proximity
effects which dictate the behavior of both the singlet and
triplet pairing correlations in each region [6-11]. In gra-
phene, as opposed to most conventional materials, the
Fermi level can be tuned via a gate potential. This leads to
many practical SC device applications, e.g., the supercur-
rent in a nonmagnetic Josephson junction can be reversed
by tuning the gate voltage [9].

In this Letter, we demonstrate that pairing correlations in
F/S/F graphene structures can be experimentally modu-
lated in a controllable way by changing either the relative
magnetization direction or by manipulating the Fermi level
pmrp of the F layers, leading to new possibilities for
graphene-based devices. We show that by tuning wp
(which can be done, e.g., by applying an external electric
field), a new type of spin switching can occur where the
system transitions between a resistive normal state and a
SC one. This spin switching is closely linked to the
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magnitude of the exchange interaction in the F layers: in
FM graphene, the exchange field, 4, shifts the Dirac points
for spin-up and spin-down quasiparticles by an amount —/
and +h, respectively. This shift can create an effective
barrier for the electrons and holes, and its existence relates
to spin dependent Klein tunneling [2,3]. We find also that
similar transitions between the resistive and SC states can
be realized by variation the relative angle between the field
orientations of the two F regions. In the graphene F/S/F
system studied, equal-spin triplets can arise and be utilized
as an effective triplet spin transistor: for certain exchange
field configurations, the amount of equal-spin pairs in the
superconductor can be controlled by the Fermi levels in the
ferromagnets.

Method.—To study these phenomena, we have developed
a microscopic self-consistent Dirac Bogoliubov—de Gennes
(DBAG) approach to characterize graphene-based systems
involving s-wave superconductors and ferromagnets with
general exchange field orientations and tunable Fermi levels.
We also computed the critical temperature of a F/S/F
nanostructure from the linearized [12] self consistency equa-
tion. The confinement of the massless Dirac fermions along
the x direction in Fig. 1 requires boundary conditions com-
patible with the DBAG equations. As in the famously diffi-
cult infinite potential well problem in relativistic quantum
mechanics [13], the vanishing of the wave function at the
outer boundaries of a quasi-1D “box” becomes problematic
and alternate approaches are needed to avoid manifestations
of the Klein paradox [2]. Several approaches are possible.
The one we take here (analogous to methods used in the
study of the ““bag model”) incorporates in the Hamiltonian
terms corresponding to fictitious additional layers in the
outer regions beyond the studied system [13,14].

The inclusion of magnetism into the DBAG Hamiltonian
yields the following 16 X 16 Hamiltonian where *-signs
refer to the graphene valleys, K(+) and K'(—) [8-11]:
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FIG. 1 (color online). F/S/F geometry investigated. The mag-
netic structure is described by exchange fields h 1, and h g in the left
and right magnets, respectively. Their orientation is given by
angles 6, and ¢ g: I;L,R =hy g(cosOy g,sinfy gsiney g,
sinf; grcose; z). The Fermi level in the F regions can be tuned
via the gate electrodes (G.E.). The system is infinite in the x-y
plane. x is normal to the interfaces.
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where [ is the 8 X 8 identity matrix, w the chemical
potential, and 7 the time reversal operator. The 1 X 16
wave function is W, = (¥, W, ¥, W) with
Wi = (g o g0 3 g ko Uiy g o Uy p ) a0d W = (U7 s
U s ko Unak Unpk)» With €, being the Dirac fermions
eigenenergies. The labels A and B denote the two sublat-
tices that arise from the honeycomb lattice structure. The
chemical potential takes the value wy in the two magnets
and ug in the superconductor. The time-reversal operator
in our chosen basis is givenby 7 = [0, ® 0, ® (—io)]C,
where C is the complex conjugation operator. H * is written
succinctly as H = =vp(o,p,* o,p,) +viM(x)o . Here,
o; are the 2 X 2 Pauli matrices acting in sublattice space, o
the 4 X 4 identity matrix, and v is the Fermi velocity in
graphene. We have introduced, to avoid the previously
mentiond Klein paradox [2,13] problems, a mass term
M(x) [11] which vanishes in the F/S/F region studied
and is effectively infinite in two computationally added
outer regions adjacent to the F portions [14]. The exchange
fields, h L k- in the left (L) and right (R) F electrodes can be
of different magnitude and have different orientation angles
(see Fig. 1). We will present results here only for the case
where ¢, = /2, 6 =0, and equal magnitudes,
h L= h R = h.

The coupling of electrons in a given valley with the
hole excitations in the other one is accomplished through
the s-wave pair potential A(x) [11], and is determined
self-consistently by  A(x)=g/2¥, B(”L, N vi; apt

ui,, A th“ N B—)tanh(en /2T), where A represents the sublattice

index (A or B), B the valley index (K or K'), and T the
system temperature. The coupling parameter, g, is a con-
stant finite only in the superconductor region. The sum
is restricted to those quantum states with positive energies
below a “Debye’” energy cutoff, . With the quantization
axis aligned along the z direction, the triplet amplitudes,

fozand f,canbewrittenas fo = 1/23,,(fi = f1)4,(1)
and  f1.=1/2%,(f1+ G0, where  £,()=
cos(e,r) —isin(e,f)tanh(e, /2T), and we define f77 =
Salud ) kv gt ul, v sl [15]. For structures such
as ours where the direction of the exchange fields varies
with position, it is more insightful to align the quantization
axis with the local field vector. This helps distinguish
the long-range nature of the equal-spin triplet correlations
(f) from the damped oscillatory behavior of the opposite-
spin triplets (fy). This is achieved by performing the
appropriate spin rotations [14]. For the orientations
considered here, the rotated amplitudes are fé'R =
1/23 {eos8 p(f + fil) + i(f}l = fiD}(1) and fi" =
1/23, {sin; (£ + ) + i(f] = f}4, (1), where one
sets @ = 0, on the left side and 6 = O for the right side.
The singlet pair amplitude is of course invariant under
these rotations. When the exchange fields lie along one
of the coordinate axes, the singlet pair amplitude depends
only on whether the relative exchange field orientations are
parallel, antiparallel, or perpendicular to each other [14].
The self-consistent methods used are extensions of those
previously published [12] but now the matrix dimensions
involved are doubled by inclusion of the spin degree of
freedom.

Results.— As stated above, we assume that the exchange
fields have the same magnitude, % (see Fig. 1), and lie in
the plane of the graphene (¢, = 90° and ¢z = 0°).
Thus, the exchange field orientation is described by the
angle 6; = 6 which can be manipulated by the transfer of
spin angular momentum from injected electrons or by an
external magnetic field. All spatial quantities are scaled by
the Fermi wave vector, kpg = tg/vps. We take dp and dg
to be the same and (in scaled units) to equal the dimen-
sionless SC coherence length: kp&y = 100, where &) =
vps/Ay. Thus, in the figures, the S region lies in the range
200-300 when spatially dependent quantities are shown. In
the results that follow, A4 is normalized by wg and we
consider the ratio fiy = wp/ug when describing the rela-
tive Fermi levels.

Figure 2 displays the gate voltage switching effect. The
critical temperature, 7, (computed by generalizing the
methods of Ref. [12] and normalized to its value in a pure
S sample), of the system is plotted in Fig. 2(a) as a function
of Fermi level shift for various values of the exchange field.
The results in this panel correspond to a perpendicular (8 =
90°) configuration. As can be seen, T, is nonmonotonic: it is
largest when iy is near —h/ug. At larger values of fip, T,
decreases sharply: for T = T, increases in ji r at constant 8
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FIG. 2 (color online). (a): Critical temperature 7. (normalized
by its bulk value T.y) vs the magnet doping parameter i for
various values of h/ug with 6 =90° (orthogonal exchange
fields). In (b), the singlet pair amplitude at 7/T., = 0.29 is
shown as a function of position, for an exchange field i/ ug=
0.2, and with 6 = 180° (antiparallel exchange fields). Results for
several fip are shown.

and h/ug switch the system from SC to normal. When
| gl > h, superconductivity becomes less dependent on
the exchange field as evidenced by the coalescing of the
curves for larger negative values of fip: the proximity
effects diminish due to the extreme mismatch in Fermi
levels, resulting in greater isolation of the three regions.
T., in turn, is weakly dependent on both 4 and . This
behavior is also found for large positive fi; (not shown). For
moderate fir, the self-consistent proximity effects become
even more important as the pair-breaking ferromagnet
regions strongly reduce the SC correlations, resulting in
the observed decline in T, towards zero. This nontrivial
behavior is further influenced by the shifting of the Dirac
points by the exchange field, causing a corresponding shift
in the peaks of each of the four curves in Fig. 2(a). These
features are absent in standard metals, which lack tunable
Fermi surfaces. The degree to which superconductivity can
be tuned via i depends on the magnetic configuration of
the system. We show in Fig. 2(b), the antiparallel field
configuration, & = 180°. There, the spatial profile of the
self-consistent singlet pair amplitude (normalized to its
value in a pure S sample) is shown at several values of
fAr,at T/T., = 0.29. Just as for the T results in Fig. 2(a),
we find nonmonotonic behavior in fp: for gy < —h/ug,
the singlet correlations are enhanced in the S region as the
Fermi level shift increases. However if iy is increased
beyond about —h/ug, SC correlations rapidly decrease
and vanish as i reaches 0.5. Thus, by tuning the relative
Fermi level of the F regions (e.g., by an electric field), the
system will switch from a SC state to normal one (or vice
versa) depending on the field configuration.

In Fig. 3, we exhibit the switching of superconductivity
with orientation angle 6. Figure 3(a) displays the normal-
ized T, vs 0 at gy = 0.5, for several values of A. For all
four exchange fields shown, 7T, increases monotonically as
6 goes from the parallel (§ = 0°) to the antiparallel (8 =
180°) configuration. Increasing the exchange field results
in greater pair-breaking and thus, an overall reduction in
T.. The curves are not related by a simple shift or factor,
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FIG. 3 (color online). (a): Critical temperature vs the relative
field angle 6 at several exchange fields, h/ug. The doping
parameter g is fixed at fp=0.5. In (b), we show the
singlet pair amplitude normalized to its bulk value for different
field orientations, 6 (see legend). T is set at T/T¢, = 0.12, and
fr=0.5.

reflecting the nontrivial self-consistent nature of the solu-
tions. T, can be increased if one of the F layers is hole
doped while the other is electron doped, but its sensitivity
to 6 is much less. The greatest difference between the 7.
values of parallel and antiparallel states occurs here for
intermediate & = 0.2 ug. We also see from Fig. 3(a) that
when 6 = 180° and h = 0.2 ug, T./T.o = 0.28, which is
consistent with Fig. 2(b), where at T/T., = 0.29, and
fr = 0.5, the system is slightly above 7.

If T is just above the minimum in the 7, vs 6 curves,
superconductivity can be switched on by increasing 6. The
angular dependence of 7, found here is consistent with
recent experimental and theoretical observed trends in 3D
metallic F/S/F trilayers [16]. Figure 3(b) demonstrates the
spatial dependence of the zero temperature self-consistent
singlet pair amplitude for a representative set of field ori-
entations. The behavior of this amplitude in the F regions
reflects the characteristic damped oscillations arising from
the spin splitting effects of the magnetism. As 6 decreases,
superconductivity declines dramatically showing again that
by controlling the field orientation, it can be switched on or
off. Thus, Figs. 2 and 3 describe a graphene-based F/S/F
nanostructure with normal to SC switching induced by
variation of either relative field orientation or of the Fermi
level of the F regions. If we consider opposite Fermi level
shifts in the FM regions, i.e., Lz = — tpg, we find that the
observed switching phenomena disappear [14].

We now proceed to discuss the induced triplet pairs,
which generate appreciable spin-valve effects in these
junctions. Since the triplet amplitudes are odd in time,
we must consider finite relative time differences, ¢, in the
triplet correlation functions. We scale ¢ by the “Debye”
energy, wp, and choose wpt = 4.0 as a representative
value to discuss the behavior of the triplet amplitudes.
We focus on moderately magnetic materials and set
h/ug = 0.2. The most interesting triplet amplitudes are
those with nonzero spin projection on the quantization
axis. Figure 4 illustrates the spatial dependence of these
spin-triplet correlations in S. In Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), we plot,
respectively, the real and imaginary parts of the equal-spin
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FIG. 4 (color online). Triplet spin valve effect. In panels
(a) and (b), respectively, we plot the real and imaginary parts
of the equal-spin triplet correlations, fi, in the S region. The
curves in each of the panels represents a different doping level
fip in the F regions: by tuning fip, the degree of equal-spin
correlations in the superconductor can be controlled. The two
relative exchange field orientations studied correspond to when
the internal exchange fields are parallel (¢ = 0°) or perpendicu-
lar (6 = 90°).

triplet amplitude f; in the S region for several values of
fr. Both parallel, # = 0°, and perpendicular, § = 90°,
relative exchange field orientations are included. These
plots show that the equal-spin triplets more readily popu-
late S when both magnets are in the parallel state (8 = 0°).
For a given 0, the scale of the triplet correlations in S is
then governed by the tunable Fermi shift in the F regions.
We have found that on the other hand, in the F regions, the
triplet amplitudes with zero spin projection (on the local
quantization axis), f,, are spatially characterized by the
usual damped oscillatory behavior, similar to that of the
ordinary singlet amplitudes.

The contrast between the spatial behavior of f; and f| in
the F and S regions is best seen by comparing Figs. 4 and 5.
In Fig. 5, panels (a) and (b) display, respectively, the
imaginary part of f| in F and the real part of f; in S, for
several values of 0 at fig = —0.2. Figure 5(a) shows that
f1 is long ranged in F and, when the relative exchange
fields are noncollinear, it pervades the entire magnet
region. One also sees, in Fig. 5(b), that the opposite-spin
triplets are small and short ranged in the S region, also
vanishing at § = 0° and 180°. In contrast, panels (a) and
(b) in Fig. 4 illustrate nonvanishing equal-spin correlations
in S at the same value of fig. Thus, the graphene-based
F/S/F nanostructure can be utilized as a triplet spin valve.
To achieve this equal-spin triplet spin valve effect, at least
one of the ferromagnets should have a component of its
magnetization out-of-plane. More important, the triplet
spin switching aspect of the system can be experimentally
achieved by modulating either the relative field orientation
or the Fermi level [16]. This tuning is unavailable in
ordinary materials.

Conclusions.—We have shown that F/S/F graphene
nanostructures can exhibit very rich and experimentally
accessible spin switching phenomena: For particular val-
ues of the relative field orientation of the two F regions, the
induced equal-spin triplet correlations in the S region can
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FIG. 5 (color online). The imaginary part of f; in F [panel (a)]
and the real part of f;, in S [panel (b)] are plotted for multiple
values of # and fiy = —0.2. (The corresponding imaginary and
real parts vanish). The long range nature of f; in F is seen in
panel (a) while the obvious contrast between the long- and short-
ranged nature of the equal- and opposite-spin triplets (f; and f)
in S is seen by comparing panel (b) with Fig. 4.

be experimentally modulated in a controllable fashion by
manipulating the Fermi level. This is, in turn, suggestive of
a carbon-based spin-triplet transistor. Variations in relative
field orientations or Fermi levels of the F regions allow the
superconductivity to be switched on and off, thus produc-
ing a spin-controlled SC graphene switch. The results
presented here are particular to the Dirac-like band struc-
ture in graphene, where, based on the magnetic configura-
tion, the Fermi level can be shifted in a controllable fashion
(by doping or electric fields). They are also dependent upon
the intrinsic 2D geometry, where the confining boundaries
result in “relativistic” quantum interference effects not
present in ordinary 3D metals. With recent experimental
advances, including gate-tunable SC graphene hybrids
[17], this work should stimulate future experiments involv-
ing graphene-based spin-switch devices. One possibility
could involve magnetoresistance measurements for a sam-
ple configuration similar to that in Fig. 1, where the gate
electrodes control the local Fermi level. The predicted
spin-switch signatures should also be revealed in transport
experiments via SC electrodes [18].

K. H. is supported in part by IARPA and a grant of HPC
resources from the DOD HPCMP. O.T. V. thanks IARPA
for Grant No. N66001-12-1-2023. M. A. thanks J. Linder
and T. Yokoyama for valuable discussions.

*klaus.halterman @navy.mil
Totvalls@umn.edu
Also at Minnesota Supercomputer Institute, University of
Minnesota, Minneapolis, Minnesota 55455, USA.
*phymalidoust@ gmail.com
Also at Department of Physics, Faculty of Sciences,
University of Isfahan, Hezar Jerib Avenue, Isfahan
81746-73441, Iran.

[1] K.S. Novoselov, A.K. Geim, S. V. Morozov, D. Jiang, Y.
Zhang, S.V. Dubonos, 1. V. Grigorieva, and A. A. Firsov,
Science 306, 666 (2004); Y. Zhang, Y.-W. Tan, H.L.
Stormer, and P. Kim, Nature (London) 438, 201 (2005);

046602-4


http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1102896
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature04235

PRL 111, 046602 (2013)

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS

week ending
26 JULY 2013

(2]
(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]

(8]

Y. W. Tan, Y. Zhang, H. L. Stormer, and P. Kim, Eur. Phys.
J. Special Topics 148, 15 (2007); C.-H. Park, L. Yang,
Y.-W. Son, M. L. Cohen, and S.G. Louie, Nat. Phys. 4,
213 (2008).

M. 1. Katsnelson, Eur. Phys. J. B 51, 157 (2006).

Y.-W. Son, M. L. Cohen, and S. G. Louie, Nature (London)
444, 347 (2006); N. Tombros, C. Jozsa, M. Popinciuc,
H.T. Jonkman, and B.J. van Wees, Nature (London) 448,
571 (2007).

L. Vicarelli, M. S. Vitiello, D. Coquillat, A. Lombardo,
A.C. Ferrari, W. Knap, M. Polini, V. Pellegrini, and A.
Tredicucci, Nat. Mater. 11, 865 (2012).

C. Berger et al., Science 312, 1191 (2006); J.S. Bunch,
Y. Yaish, M. Brink, K. Bolotin, and P. L. McEuen, Nano
Lett. 5, 287 (2005); J.S. Bunch, S.S. Verbridge, J.S.
Alden, A.M. van der Zande, J.M. Parpia, H.G.
Craighead, and P.L. McEuen, Nano Lett.8, 2458 (2008).
B. Soodchomshom, I. Tang, and R. Hoonsawat, Physica
(Amsterdam) 468C, 1006 (2008); J. Linder, M. Zareyan,
and A. Sudbo, Phys. Rev. B 80, 014513 (2009); M. Salehi,
M. Alidoust, Y. Rahnavard, and G. Rashedi, J. Appl. Phys.
107, 123916 (2010).

J. Linder, A. M. Black-Schaffer, and A. Sudbo, Phys. Rev.
B 82, 041409(R) (2010).

Y. Asano, T. Yoshida, Y. Tanaka, and A. A. Golubov, Phys.
Rev. B 78, 014514 (2008); Y. Hsu and G.Y. Guo, Phys.
Rev. B 81, 045412 (2010); J. Wang, L. Zhang, and K. S.
Chan, Phys. Rev. B 83, 125425 (2011).

(91

[10]

(11]

[12]
[13]
[14]
[15]
[16]
[17]

[18]

046602-5

Q. Liang, Y. Yu, Q. Wang, and J. Dong, Phys. Rev. Lett.
101, 187002 (2008); A.G. Moghaddam and M. Zareyan,
Phys. Rev. B 78, 115413 (2008).

D. Greenbaum, S. Das, G. Schwiete, and P. G. Silvestrov,
Phys. Rev. B 75, 195437 (2007); Q. Zhang, D. Fu, B. Wang, R.
Zhang, and D. Y. Xing, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 047005 (2008);
W. Han, K. M. McCreary, Y. Li, J.J.1. Wong, A.G. Swartz,
and R. K. Kawakami, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 167202 (2010).
J. Tworzydlo, B. Trauzettel, M. Titov, A. Rycerz, and
C. W.J. Beenakker, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 246802 (2006);
C. W.]. Beenakker, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 067007 (2006);
Rev. Mod. Phys.80, 1337 (2008); A.F. Morpurgo and F.
Guinea, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 196804 (2006).

K. Halterman, O.T. Valls, and M. Alidoust, Phys. Rev. B
84, 064509 (2011).

M. V. Berry and R.J. Mondragon, Proc. R. Soc. A 412, 53
(1987); P. Alberto, C. Fiolhais, and V.M. S. Gil, Eur. J.
Phys. 17, 19 (1996).

K. Halterman, O. T. Valls, and M. Alidoust (to be published).
K. Halterman, P.H. Barsic, and O.T. Valls, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 99, 127002 (2007).

J. Zhu, 1.N. Krivorotov, K. Halterman, and O.T. Valls,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 207002 (2010).

B. M. Kessler, C. O. Girit, A. Zettl, and V. Bouchiat, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 104, 047001 (2010).

H. B. Heersche, P. Jarillo-Herrero, J. B. Oostinga, L. M. K.
Vandersypen, and A.F. Morpurgo, Nature (London) 446,
56 (2007).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjst/e2007-00221-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjst/e2007-00221-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys890
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys890
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjb/e2006-00203-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature05180
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature05180
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature06037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature06037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat3417
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1125925
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl048111%2B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl048111%2B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl801457b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physc.2008.04.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physc.2008.04.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.80.014513
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3452364
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3452364
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.041409
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.041409
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.78.014514
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.78.014514
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.045412
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.045412
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.125425
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.187002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.187002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.78.115413
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.75.195437
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.047005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.167202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.246802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.067007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.1337
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.196804
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.064509
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.064509
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1987.0080
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1987.0080
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0143-0807/17/1/004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0143-0807/17/1/004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.127002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.127002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.207002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.047001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.047001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature05555
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature05555

