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Q uantum Interference between Im purities: C reating N ovelM any-B ody States in
s-w ave Superconductors
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W e dem onstrate that quantum interference of electronic waves that are scattered by multiple
m agnetic In purities in an s-wave superconductor gives rise to novelbound states. W e predict that
by varying the inter-im purity distance or the relative angle between the in purity spins, the states’
quantum num bers, as well as their distinct frequency and spatial dependencies, can be alered.
Finally, we show that the superconductor can be driven through m uliple local crossovers In which
its spin polarization, hs, i, changes between hs,i= 0;1=2 and 1.

PACS numbers: 72.10Fk, 71.554, 74 .25.Jb

O ver the last two years, severalbeautifiil experin ents
have studied quantum interference of electronic waves
that are scattered by m ultiple in purities []:,:_2, :3,:_4]. In a
groundbreaking experin ent, M anocharan et al. -t_]:] used a
corral of m agnetic in purities on the surface of a m etal-
lic host to dem onstrate that quantum interference can
Jead to the focusing of electronic waves into a quantum
In age. M oreover, using scanning tunneling spectroscopy
(STS),Derro et al. {_2] were the rst to cbserve four res—
onance states in the localdensiy of states O O S) ofthe
onedin ensional chains in YBa,Cu30 44 x . T hese states
were Interpreted as arising from quantum interference of
electronic w aves scattered by tw o m agnetic in purities Ex].
Quantum interference e ectswere also studied in optical
quantum corralsby Chicanne et al. r_B] and between in —
purities located on quantum dotsby Holleimer et al. if;'].
Som e rst theoretical work i_é] has focused on in purity
geom etries In m etallic system s sin ilar to the one studied
by M anoharan et al. In contrast, quantum interference
In strongly correlated electron system s, such as super—
conductors (w ith the exception 0ofNbSe, Ej]), charge—and
spin-density-w ave system s, oreven sem iconductors, have
not yet been addressed. H owever, the study of interfer-
ence e ects in theses system s nvolving soin in purities
isnot only of great fuindam ental Interest, but m ight also
possess In portant applications in the eld of spin elec—
tronics ﬁ_‘:’] and quantum inform ation technology ifj].

In order to describe the properties of com plex in purity
structures such asquantum corrals, it is rst necessary to
understand interference e ects associated w ith the pres—
ence of few in purities. In this Letter we therefore con—
sider tw o in purities em bedded in a generals-w ave super—
conductor (SC).T he presence oftw o m agnetic in purities
allow s for a coupling of the bound states associated w ith
a single i puriy [_l-g], and gives rise to the em ergence
of novelm any-body states. W e show that the nature of
these novelstates, ie., their quantum num bers, can beal-
tered by varying the distance betw een the tw o in purities,

r, or the relative angle between the directions of their
Soin m om ents, . M oreover, we dem onstrate that these
changes are accom panied by local crossovers in which

the spin polarization of the superconductor changes be-
tween hs,i = 0;1=2, and 1. W e predict that the inter-
play betw een the states’ quantum num bers and the inter—
In puriy distance determm ines the distinct frequency and
spatialdependence ofthe tw o—im purity bound states. F i~
nally, we discuss the In plications of ourwork for system s
w ith a Jarger num ber of Im purities.

Starting point for our calculations is the T-m atrix for-
m alism @-(_i] which we generalized to treat the case of
N Inpurities of spin S w ith non-m agnetic and m agnetic
scattering potentials [_5, :_I!‘.] In the b]Jowg'ng, we focus
on the case N = 2, and, follow ing Ref.ﬁ;L(_)'], treat the
In purity spins as classical, static variables, correspond—
hgtothelmit (= JS=2= consttand S ! 1 . In
a fully gaped swave SC, this approxin ation is well jis-
ti ed since no K ondo-e ect occurs for su ciently sm all
coupling betw een the I purities and the delocalized elec—
trons. W ithin thisapproach, any interaction betw een the
In purdities is only in portant to the extent that it deter—
m ines the angle, , between the direction of the in pu-—
rity spins. W ithin the N am bu—fom alisn and in M atsub—
ara frequency space the electronic G reens finction in the
presence of N im purities is given by
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where the T-m atrix is obtained from the B ethe-Salpeter
equation
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FIG.1: DO S for the clkan case (solid line), a single in puriy
(dashed line), and two in purities (dotted line) for o = 300
meV (theDOS is shown at the in purity site).

Here, \7r1 ;r, 15 the scattering m atrix for the im purities
lIocated at r; and ry, respectively. W ithout loss of gen—
erality, we take the spin of in purity 1 to be parallel to
the 2-axis, while that of In purity 2 is rotated from the
Z2-axis nto the zx-plane by an angle . Go k;iln) isthe
G reens function ofthe unperturbed (clean) system inm o—
mentum space, and ;, ; are the Paulim atrices In spin
and N am bu-space, respectively. U; and J; are the poten—
tial and m agnetic scattering strengths of the im purities.
W e consider a two-din ensional (2D ) electronic system
whose nom alstate dispersion isgivenby x = k?=2m
h=1),where = k}? =2m isthe chem icalpotential, and
kr = =2 istheFem iwavevector (we setthe Jattice con—
stant ag = 1). The results and conclusions presented be—
Iow arequalitatively robust against changes in the form of
x » the dim ensionality ofthe s-wave SC, or the size ofthe
m om entum —independent SC gap, ¢.Forde nitenesswe
set = 370meV andm '= 4= 15, but quantitatively
sin ilar results are cbtained orm '= o= 30.TheDOS,
N (r;!), presented below is ocbtained from a num erical
com putation oqus.@)—é'_ﬂ) with N (r;!) = A + Ay
and A (r;!)= MmCu@! +1)=
For a sihgle m agnetic Im purity in an swave SC, the

T -m atrix possesses poles at frequencies ! r(éf) , re ecting
the presence of two bound states. T he spectroscopic ev—
idence for these bound states are two peaks in theDO S,
as shown in Fjg.:_il:, where we present the DO S cbtained
from E qs.@)—é'_ﬂ) at the in purity site; for com parison, we
also plot the DO S of the clean system . These resuls
are In general agreem ent w ith those of ST S experin ents
I_l-Z_i], which provides further support for the validity of
the T-m atrix approach. A ssum ing for de niteness that
the in purity spin Sk2 and J > 0,we nd that the bound
state at ! es < 0 (1.2L > 0), which we denoted by P;#i
(h;"i), isparticle-like tholelke) with soin along the z—
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FIG .2: (@) Spatialdependence ofpeak (1) and (2) (seeFig..L::)
in the DO S along the R-axis R = (r;0)) for two m agnetic
in purities located at r = 0 and r = 2 wih parallel spins.
Inset: Spatialdependence oftheDO S at ! = 0. ) Sam e
as (a) but with in purities located at r= 0 and r= 4.

direction (+ z-direction).

W e next considertw om agnetic in puritiesw ith paralkel
soins, U; = 0and J; = J. For r= 1 , the two sets
of bound states given by Jp;#;ii and H;";il @ = 1;2)
are degenerate. However, for r < 1 , the probability
that an electron scattered by one ofthe in purities is also
scattered by the second one isnon-zero. H ence, quantum
Interference ofelectronicw avesthat are scattered by both
In purities leads to the form ation of novel even and odd
(or bonding and antibonding) states, P;#ic,o = (Pi#
;11 P;#;21)= 2, and sin ilarly ©r the hole-lke states.
This picture is con m ed by the num erically com puted
DOS shown in Fig.i} frtwo in purities ocated at r; =
(0;0) and r, = (2;0), and ( = 300 meV (the DOS
shown isthat on one ofthe In purity sites). A s expected,
the DO S exhibits four m id-gap peaks w ith peak (1); )
corresponding to the particlke-like states P; #ie,, and peak
(3); (4) to the hole-like states }1;"ie;6 -

To determ ine which peaks In the DO S correspond to
the even and odd states, we plot In Fjg.-'_ja the spatial
dependence of the particlelke states (1) and (2) along
the R axiswith R = (r;0) (the location of the in puri-
tiesat r= 0 and r = 2 are indicated by arrow s). Since
the DO S of the odd states vanishes by sym m etry at the
m dpoint between the two In purities, ie.,,at r= 1, peak
(2) and (1) correspond to the odd and even particle-lke
states, respectively. N ote that their spatialdependence is
rem arkably di erent: while the odd state exhibits oscilla—
tions wellbeyond the tw o in purity region, the even state
isprim arily con ned to the region betw een the two In pu-
rities. This qualitative di erence is associated w ith the
kr r)-oscillations of the p;#;ii-states. Shoe kp = =2
and r = 2, the wave-functions of p;#;11 and Pp;#;21
are shifted by a phase = kr r= outside the two-
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FIG.3: !.es forthe even (solid line) and odd state (dotted

line) as a function of r for parallel in purity spoins and @)
0= 300mevV; ) o= 400meVv;and () o= 600mev.

Therangesof rwih hs,i= 1=2 are indicated by arrows. (d)

Local spin polarizations, s, (r), along the R-axis, or = 0.

n purity region (r > 2 in Fig.da) and their spatial os-
cillations are consequently out-ofphase. Thus, p;#;11
and P;#;21i Interfere destructively for Pp;#i., and only
weak spatial oscillations are observabl in the DO S for
r > 2. In contrast, Pp;#i, shows constructive interfer—
ence of p;#;11 1= 1;2) and its gpatial oscillations are
enhanced for r > 2. By changing the inter-im purity dis—
tanceto r= 4 ,wih = 2 ,the interference pattem
betw een the even and odd states is exchanged, and ; #ie
(Pp;#i) now exhibits strong Weak) oscillations beyond
the two in purity region, r > 4, as shown In Fjg.:_Zb.

In Fi. -3 we present the bound state energies of the
states P; #ie;0 asa function of ror = 0 (the frequen—
clesofthe h;"ic,,—statesare cbtained via ! yes ! ! res) -
The amplitude of the oscillations in !,es decays as

r %2e ™ inddmensionsbutshce > w= o 20,
the exponentialdecay isbarely perceivable in F jg.:_ﬂ .The
oscillations’ spatialperiod, 1=kr , directly re ectsthat of
the (kr r)-oscillations In the wave-fiinctions of P; #1e;0, In
contrast, to the (Rkr r)-oscillations ofthe DO S. For cer—

tain r, the splitting between the even and odd states

vanishes and the two sets ofbound states are decoupled.
T his decoupling arises whenever the bound state wave-
functions of one in purity possess a node at the position
ofthe other in puriy. T he sam e type of oscillations w ere
cbtained in Ref.fl] for the case ofNbSe; .

At amall r, the bound state energy of p;#1i. crosses
zero, and the state becom es holelike, h;#i. (@t the
sam e tim g, the state h;"i transform s into p;"i). W e

nd that this zero-crossing of ! o5 is accom panied by a
crossover in the soin-polarization of the superconducting
system which at T = 0 is given by
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This crossover is sin ilar to the one predicted to occur
w hen the scattering strength, (, ofa singlem agnetic in —
purity in an s-wave SC exceedsa criticalvalue, . I_l-il},:_f;%]
(for the band param eters chosen, we obtain 460
m eV ). At this point, the iIn purity breaks a C ooperpair
and form s a bound state w ith one of its electrons. Specif-
ically, for Sk2 and J > 0, the spin polarization changes
from hs,i= 0 for < ,tohs,i= 1=2for > .Sin-
ilarly, or o > =2, the system undergoes a crossover
at re,and for r< r . one electron of the broken-up
C ooperpair form s a single bound state w ith both in pu—
rities. For r! 0, theDO S reduces to that ofa shglk

m agnetic In purity w ith scattering strength 2 . A ccord—
ngly, P;"i, moves tow ards the particle-hole continuum

and vanishes for r 0. Finally, a com parison ofF ig. 25_:
and Fjg.:?.a show s that, as expected, the spatially m ore
con ned bound state possesses a larger ! o5 than the
spatially m ore extended one.

As o approaches . from below, the number of
crossovers Increases, as shown in Fig. :_310 for o =
400m eV 087 . Due to the oscillatory behavior of
! res, thebound state energy ofthe #-state crosses zero for
severalvalieof r..A saresul, the spin-polarization os-
cillates between hs,i= 0 and 1=2 and the electronic sys-
tem can be tuned through m ultiple crossoversby varying

r. The same tuning could also be achieved by keep—
Ing r constant and altering k ¢ through changes in the
doping level using recently developed eld-e ect transis-
tor geom etries [14].

For ¢ ¢ the superconductor exhibits a di erent
crossover in which its soin polarization changes from
hs,i= 1 to hs,i = 1=2. For r = 1 , each impuriy
breaks one cooper pair and the spin polarization of the
superconducting system is hs,i = 1. As r decreases,
one ofthe bound state energies crosses zero at least once,
asshown In Fjg.:jcwherewepresent ! res TOrthe #-states
and o= 600meV > ..Accordingly, hs,1 changes from
ltol=2.Sihcefor r! 0,theoddbound state vanishes
by sym m etry, the soin polarization reacheshs,i= 1=2 for
any value of c-
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FIG .4: !,es asa function of the angle,
tion of the m purity spins for r= 1 and

, between the direc—
0= 400mev.

Changes in hs, 1 are also re in the spatially re—
soked spin polarization, s, (©) = © d! @11 As),
which due to the lim ited frequency integration is experi-
m entally m ore easily accessible. In Fjg.:é’d, weplts, (r)
along R = (r;0) for two Impurities located at r = 0
and r = 2 and hs,i = 0;1=2; and 1, corresponding to

o = 300;400 and 800 m &V, respectively. For hs,i= 0,
the soin polarization near the im purities is negative, as
expected for Sk2 and J > 0. Forhs,i= 1=2, both In -
purities form a single bound state with an electron in
the j #i,-state (see Figs.3b). Thus, s, (r) is substan—
tially increased at the in purity sites, but rem ains prac—
tically unchanged at r= 1. In contrast, forhs,i= 1, the
electron from the second broken C ooperpair pining the
tw o—in purity bound state is in the j#i.-state, and con—
sequently, s, (r) Increases prim arily around r= 1. Note,
that for two In purities separated by r = 4, the st
electron to pin the two-in purity bound state is In the
j #i.—state, whik the second one is in the j #i,-state,
w ith corresponding changes in s, (r).

T he superconducting system can also be tuned through
a crossover by changing the angle, , between the two
In purity spins, as shown in Fig. -4 where we plot !,
for all four bound states as a function of (the in pu—

we choose o = 400 mev > =2 we have hs 1= 1=2
for = 0, corresponding to the vertical dashed line in
Fjg.-'_IJ.b. As Increases from zero, the frequencies of the
even bound statesm ove towards ! = 0 which they cross
zero at 027 . Sinulaneously the spin polarization
changes from hs,i = 1=2 to hs,i = 0. The frequency
separation between the even and odd states of a given
spin direction decreases w ith increasing and vanishes
at = . Thisisexpected since for antiparallel in purity
soins ( = ), the bound states for inpurity 1 (p;#;11
and h;";1i) and Inpurity 2 (p;";2iand h;#;21) possess
di erent quantum num bers; thus they cannot be coupled
and rem ain degenerate. H ow ever, since the bound states
of one in purity are sub fcted to the repulsive potential
of the second in purity, their resonance frequencies are
larger than those of a single in purity w ih the same

(indicated by the arrow s on the right). This repulsion
leadsto the disappearance ofallbound statesfor r ! 0.

F inally, a non—zero U transfers spectralw eight between
the particle- and hole-lke states and Increases ., but
does not a ect our above conclisions. M oreover, a self-
consistent approach that allows for a gap suppression
near the m agnetic in purity does not change the quali-
tative features of the DO S discussed above [11], in agree—
m ent w ith experim ent [_l-gi]

T he results presented above suggest that a supercon—
ducting system with N inpurities forwhich o> N
can be tuned through muliple crossovers w ith soin po-—
larizations ranging from hs,i= 0 to N =2, depending on

o, the Inter-im purity distances, and the angles between
the soin m om ents. W ork is currently under way to study
these crossovers in m ore com plex in purity geom etries,
such as quantum corrals, as well as the extensions to
other host m aterials, such as unconventionalSC , charge-
density-w ave system s, or sem Fconductors {_1-5]

In summ ary, we show that quantum interference of
electronic w aves scattered by two m agnetic in purities in
an s-wave SC gives rise to novelbound states. W e predict
that by varying the inter-im purity distance or the angle
between the inm purity soins, the states’ quantum num —
bers can be altered, and the SC can be driven through
multiple Jocal crossovers in which is spin polarization
changes between hs,i= 0;1=2 and 1.

W e would lke to thank A .Balatsky, JC.Davis, A .
de Lozanne, M .Randeria and A . Yazdani for stin ulating
discussions.
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