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W hen two fully polarized ferrom agnetic (F)wireswith opposite polarizationsm ake con-

tact with a spin-singlet superconductor, a potential-induced current in wire 1 induces

a non-localcurrent ofequalm agnitude and sign in wire 2. The m agnitude ofthis cur-

rent has been studied in the tunneling lim itand found to decay exponentially with the

distance between the contact. In this paper we propose a new structure in which this

novelnon-locale�ectisincreased by ordersofm agnitude. W e study the spin-dependent

electronic transport of a di�usive nanojunction and dem onstrate that when a norm al

di�usive region isplaced between the F leadsand superconductor,the non-localinitially

increases with the separation between the F leads,achieving a m axim um and decays as

a power law with increasing separation.

Experim entalstudiesofelectronic transportpropertiesofnanostructurescon-

taining both ferrom agnets (F) and superconductors (S) 1;2;3;4;5;6;7;8;9;10;11. reveal

novelfeatures,not present in norm al-m etal/superconductor(N/S) junctions,due

to the suppression ofelectron-holecorrelationsin the ferrom agnet.W hen spin-ip

processesareabsent,furthere�ectsarepredicted,including the suppression ofthe

conventionalgiantm agnetoresistanceratio in di�usivem agneticm ultilayers 12 and

the appearance ofnon-localcurrents when two fully polarized ferrom agnetic (F)

wireswith opposite polarizationsm ake contactwith a spin-singletsuperconductor
13;14.Thelattere�ecthasbeen highlighted,becauseofinterestin thepossibility of

generating entangled pairsofelectronsata superconductor(S)interface 15;16;17.A

recentstudy ofsuch a junction in the tunneling lim itpredictsthatthe m agnitude

ofthe non-localcurrentwilldecrease exponentially with the distance between the

F contacts.Itisthereforeofinterestto ask how the m agnitude ofthisnovele�ect

can be enhanced.

In thispaperweproposea hybrid nanostructurein which thenon-localcurrent

is enhanced by ordersofm agnitude com pared with the geom etry ofref. 13. The

proposed structureissketched in �gure1 and com prisestwo clean F wires,each of

width M f,separated by a distanceM ,in contactwith a di�usive,norm alm etallic

region ofarea A = L:(2M f + M ),which in turn m akescontactwith a spin-singlet

superconductor.

In the linear response lim it, the current-voltage relation ofa such a hybrid

structure connected by non-superconducting wires to norm alreservoirs was �rst

presented in ref18. IfI1;I2 are the currentsleaving reservoirs1 and 2,and v1;v2
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theirrespectivevoltages,then atzero tem perature 18

I1 = [2e2=h][(N � R0 + R a)(v1 � v)+ (T0a � T
0

0
)(v2 � v)] (1a)

and

I2 = [2e2=h][(Ta � T0)(v1 � v)+ (N � R
0

0
+ R

0

a)(v2 � v)]; (1b)

where v is the condensate potential. In this expression R 0 is the coe�cient for

an electron from reservoir 1 to be reected as an electron back into reservoir 1,

while T0 isthe coe�cientforan electron from reservoir1 to be transm itted asan

electron into reservoir2.R a isthecoe�cientforan electron from reservoir1 to be

Andreev reected asa holeinto wire1 and Ta isthecoe�cientforan electron from

reservoir1 to be transm itted asa holeinto wire2.Finally R 0

0
; T 0

0
; R 0

a; T
0

a arethe

corresponding coe�cientsforelectronsoriginating from reservoir2.Allcoe�cients

areevaluated atthe Ferm ienergy and areobtained by sum m ing overthe elem ents

ofsub-m atricesofthe quantum m echanicalscattering m atrix S.Asa consequence

ofunitarity ofS,they satisfy N = R 0 + R a + Ta + T0 = R 0

0
+ R 0

a + T 0

a + T 0

0
,where

N isthe num berofopen scattering channelsin the wires.

Asdiscussedinref19,equations(1)areaconvenientstartingpointfordescribing

a wide variety oftransportphenom ena in hybrid superconducting nanostructures.

For exam ple iflead 2 is em ployed as a voltage probe,with I2 set to zero,then

equation (1b)yields

(v2 � v)=(v1 � v)= (N � R
0

0
+ R

0

a)=(T0 � Ta): (2)

In the absence ofAndreev processes,this ratio is positive. However ifAndreev

transm ission dom inatesnorm altransm ission,the ratio can be negative,leading to

novelnegative4-probeconductancesin hybrid superconducting structures20.The

appearanceofnon-localcurrentsissim ilarly obtained from equations(1)by setting

v2 � v = 0,which yields

I1 = [2e2=h][N � R0 + R a](v1 � v)= [2e2=h][2R a + T0 + Ta](v1 � v) (3)

and

I2 = [2e2=h][Ta � T0](v1 � v): (4)

W hen allAndreev processesareabsent,thisyieldsthe expected resultI2 = � I1 =

� (2e2=h)T0(v1 � v),whereaswhen Andreev reection and norm altransm ission are

com pletely suppressed,I2 = + I1 = (2e2=h)Ta(v1� v).Thelatteroccurswhen theF

wiresarecom pletely spin polarized and thepolarization in wire1 istheoppositeof

thatin wire2.M oregenerally I1 and I2 willhaveoppositesignswheneverAndreev

transm ission dom inatesnorm altransm ission.Asnoted in ref20,thiscan occureven

ifthe currentcarrying wiresarenotferrom agnetic.

In the absence ofa norm alregion in front ofthe superconductor (ie L = 0)

and in the presence oftunneljunctionsatthe F-S interfaces,the analysisofref13

predictsthatboth I1 and I2 decay asexp� (2L=��),where� isthesuperconducting

coherence length. To analyze thisstructure for�nite L we solve the Bogoliubov -

de G ennes equation on a square tight binding lattice and com pute the scattering

m atrix using an exactrecursiveG reen’sfunction technique.
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W estartby de�ning a tight-binding latticeofsiteswith thegeom etry of�gure

1. Each site is labeled by a lattice vector~land possesses particle (hole) degrees

offreedom  �(~l)(��(~l)),with spin � = � 1.Ferrom agnetism isincorporated via a

Stonerm odel,with an exchangesplitting h0(~l)on site~l.In thepresenceoflocals-

wavepairing described by a superconducting orderparam eter�(~l),theBogoliubov

equation takesthe form

E  
�(~l)= [�(~l)� �h0(~l)] 

�(~l)�
X

~�

 
�(~l+ ~�)+ ��(~l)��� (~l) (5)

E �
�(~l)= � [�(~l)� �h0(~l)]�

�(~l)+
X

~�

�
�(~l+ ~�)� ���(~l) �� (~l); (6)

where~l+ ~� sum soverthe nearestneighborsof~l.

If~lbelongs to the norm aldi�usive region of�gure 1,�(~l) is chosen to be a

random num ber,uniform ly distributed over the interval�0 � W =2 to �0 + W =2,

whereasin the clean F and S regions�i = �0.In the S region,the orderparam eter

issetto a constant,�(~l)= � 0,while in allotherregions,�(~l)= 0.If~lislocated

in one ofthe clean ferrom agnetic leads,then Stonersplitting ish0(~l)= hj,where

j= 1;2labelsthelead containingsite~l.Foraligned m om entsh1 = h2 = �M and for

anti-alignedm om ents,h1 = � h2 = �M .If~lisnotlocated in oneoftheferrom agnetic

leadsthen h0(~l)= 0.Thenearestneighborhopping elem ent �xestheenergy scale

(ie the band-width),whereas �0 determ ines the band-�lling. In what follows,to

m odelthe experim entally-relevantregim e of� 0 � Ferm i energy(= 4 � �0) and

M f > Ferm i wavelength,weset = 1,�0 = 0:2,�M = 3:8,M f = 10 and � 0 = 0:1.

By num erically solving theBogoliubov -deG ennesequation fora given energy

E ,the scattering m atrix S can be com puted fora given realization ofthe disorder

and averagevaluesofm easurablequantitiesobtained ensem bleaveragingthequan-

tity ofinterest.Foragiven valueofdisorderW ,theelasticm ean freepath �elofthe

norm alregion isobtained by from a separatecalculation ofthe ensem ble-averaged

dcconductivity ofa rectangularnorm albar,connected to norm alreservoirs.�el is

then obtained by com paring the resultwith the Drude form ula. In what follows,

the lattice constantissetto unity and W chosen such that�el= 10.

ForE = 0,�gures2 and 3 show the dependence on L and M ofthe ensem ble-

averaged Andreev transm ission coe�cient in the presence ofnon-m agnetic wires,

while �gures 4 and 5 show the corresponding quantities in the presence offully

spin-polarized wires with opposite m agnetizations. For sm allL (eg L = 1) and

�nite M ,�gures3 and 5 show thatTa is exponentially sm all,as predicted by 13.

HoweverasL isincreased to a �nite value,Ta showsa dram aticenhancem ent.

Although thisstructure isdi�cultto describe analytically,the qualitative be-

haviourofTa isclearand can beunderstood in term sofa sim pleresistorm odel,in

which Ta isproportionalto theconductanceofelectronsfrom lead 1 travelling �rst

to the N-S interface and then to lead 2. Considerforexam ple �gure 2,which for

M 6= 0 showstheexpected exponentialsuppression ofTa atL = 0.Forsm allL,Ta
increaseslinearly with L. The slope ofthislinearregim e isindependentofM for

sm allM < �el,reecting the ballistic natureofthe N region in thislim it,whereas
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fortheoppositelim itofM > �el,theslopedecreaseswith increasing M ,reecting

the di�usive behaviourofthe N region. In the di�usive regim e,forM < < L,this

leadsusto expectthe Ta isproportionalto L=(M + 2M f),whereasforL < < M

itisproportionalto (M + 2M f)=L,which suggeststhatthe m axim um value ofTa
occurswhen L � M + 2M f. Figure 4 showsthatsam e qualitative behaviouralso

persistsin the presenceofferrom agneticleads.

In conclusion,wehaveshown thatin contrastwith thetunneling regim e,where

Ta is exponentially sm all,the non-localcurrentcan be dram atically enhanced by

including a norm alregion between theF leadsand superconductor.In thiscasethe

non-localcurrentno longerdecaysm onotonically with M orL,butinstead exhibits

a m axim um corresponding to a squarenorm alregion with L � M + 2M f.
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Figure 1: The hybrid nanostucture analysed.
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Figure 2: For norm alleads (ie when �M = 0) this �gure shows Andreev transm ission against

length L for di�erentcontactseparations M .
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Figure 3: For norm alleads, this �gure shows Andreev transm ission against contact separation

M for di�erentlengths L.
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Figure 4: For ferrom agnetic leads (ie �M = 3:8) with anit-aligned m agnetiszations, this �gure

shows Andreev transm ission length L for di�erentcontactseparations M .
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Figure 5: For ferrom agnetic leads (ie �M = 3:8) with anit-aligned m agnetizations, this �gure

shows Andreev transm ission againstcontactseparation M for di�erentlengths L.
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