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Pure spin current in graphene N S structures
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W e dem onstrate theoretically the possibility ofproducing a pure spin current in graphene by

� ltering the charge from a spin-polarized electric current.To achieve thise� ect,which isbased on

therecently predicted property ofspecularAndreev re ection in graphene,weproposetwo possible

device structurescontaining norm al-superconductor(NS)junctions.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Therecentexperim entalrealization ofconducting two

dim ensional m onolayers of graphite [1, 2, 3, 4], also

known asgraphene,o� erstheprom isefornew electronic

devices.O neconceivableuseforgrapheneisin spintron-

ics [5],where the lack ofnuclear spin interaction (12C

has no nuclear spin) could o� er the ability to m aintain

spin coherenceoverlargerdistancesthan in conventional

sem iconductors. Forprogresstowardsthisgoal,itises-

sentialto have sim ple and reliable m eans to transport

spin in graphene.

W e addressthis issue by proposing a prescription for

producing a purespin currentin ballisticbulk graphene.

Spin currents have already been predicted to arise in

graphene due to spin-orbit coupling [6]and the Q uan-

tum HallE� ect[7]. In both cases,the spin currentsare

due to counter-propagating edge statesofopposite spin.

O urproposalm akesuseoftherecently predicted specu-

larity [8]ofAndreev re ection [9]in grapheneto produce

a pure spin current in bulk. This is accom plished us-

ing structures containing norm al-superconducting (NS)

boundaries, which � lter the charge out of a current

of spin-polarized quasiparticles, leaving behind a pure

spin current. To be speci� c, we consider two device

paradigm s:1)a V-junction geom etry with opening angle

appropriately tuned,2)a channelwith a superconductor

atoneboundary and a norm aledgeattheother.An ad-

vantageofsuch devicesisthe largenum beroftransm it-

ting channelsin thebulk,o� ering thepossibility ofrapid

spin accum ulation.Also,ourproposaldoesnotrequirea

m agnetic� eld,nordoesitrely on the spin-orbitgap.In

the present case,however,it is crucialto � rst generate

aspin-polarized electriccurrent,which could conceivably

bedonebycontactingthesystem toaferrom agneticlead,

ashasbeen donewith carbon nanotubes[10].

O ur description ofproxim ity e� ects in graphene fol-

lows that ofRef.[8]. Later publications,Refs.[11,12],

used thisapproach to discusstheAndreev spectrum and

Josephson e� ectin NS (SNS)structuresin graphene.A

very recent paper [13]m akes explicit use ofthe specu-

larity ofAndreev re ection in graphene by considering

the neutralexcitationspropagating along a narrow SNS

channel.Theseauthorsproposeadevicethatissim ilarto
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FIG .1: V-junction with NS interface. Polarized electrons

areinjected through thelowerarm and thesam epolarization

istransferred to the upperarm by the electron-hole beam .

theoneconsidered below in Sec.IV,butsuggestinvesti-

gating thetherm oelectrice� ectto observethechargeless

excitations. In contrast,we analyze the spin transport.

O ur approach also lends itselfto an analysis ofthe de-

viationsfrom perfectcharge� ltering in a channel,which

is done in Sec.V. Finally,an elegant m ethod to pro-

duce pure spin currents in conventionalsem iconductors

wassuggested in Ref.[14],where the spatialseparation

ofelectron and hole trajectories is caused by tunneling

through a superconductor.

II. A N D R EEV R EFLEC T IO N IN G R A P H EN E

The electron wave function in graphene is described

by a two com ponent(pseudo-)spinor . Itsspin-up and

spin-down com ponents correspond to the quantum m e-

chanicalam plitudesof� nding the particle on one ofthe

twosublatticesofthehoneycom b lattice.Thelow energy

physics ofgraphene is governed by two so-called Dirac

points in the spectrum ,located atthe two inequivalent

corners ~K ;~K 0 of the Brillouin zone. The spinor wave

function for low energy excitations in (lightly-doped)

graphene decom poses into a sum oftwo waves oscillat-

ing with di� erent wave vectors  = ei
~K ~r�+ + ei

~K 0~r�� .

The sm ooth envelope functions �� satisfy the two-

dim ensionalDiracequation [15]described by theHam il-
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tonian

H � = c(�xpx � �ypy)+ U (x); (1)

wherecistheFerm ivelocityand ~p = � i~~r .In regionsof

constantU thisequation de� nesa conicalenergy band,

or valley,"� U = � cjpj. The Paulim atrices �x;y per-

m ute electronsbetween two triangularsublatticesofthe

honeycom b lattice.Thetwo signsin Eq.(1)(+ )and (� )

correspond to the two valleys ~K and ~K 0.

W econsidera graphenesheetin thex� y plane,with

the region x < 0 covered by a conventionalsupercon-

ductor (Fig. 1). Following Ref. [8]we assum e that in

thiscon� guration a pairpotential� (x)= �0� (� x)can

be induced [16]in the graphene sheet by the proxim ity

e� ect,accom panied by a su� ciently strong shift in the

scalar potentialU (x) = � U0� (� x),so that U0 � � 0.

There ection attheNS interface(x = 0)isdescribed by

aseparatefour-dim ensionalDirac-Bogoliubov-deG ennes

equation [8]foreach valley

�
H � � EF � (x)

� (x) E F � H�

� �
u

v

�

= "

�
u

v

�

; (2)

where the two spinors u and v represent the electron

and hole com ponents ofthe �� wavefunctions for H � ,

respectively.

In addition to carryingpseudo-spin,electron-hole,and

valleyindices,thequasiparticlewavefunction should also

describethe usualspin.Since for"< � 0 no spin can be

injected into thesuperconductor,thespin oftheincident

electron istransferred to the re ected particle.

For severaldecades it was considered a basic feature

of Andreev re ection [9]that the hole produced upon

electron-hole conversion retraces the incident electron’s

trajectory. Even in the traditionalm aterials,however,

thisrepetition oftrajectoriesisexactonly forzero exci-

tation energy "in Eq.(2).At� niteexcitation energy the

two trajectories do not quite coincide,leading to inter-

estinge� ectsin sem iclassicaldynam ics[17]and thespec-

trum [18]ofAndreev billiards.In graphene,theAndreev

re ection described by Eq.(2) has the standard form

only if" � E F . Because ofthe possibility to tune the

Ferm ienergy close to the Dirac point,one m ay reach in

graphenetheregim e"� E F ,sothatan incidentelectron

in the conduction band produces an Andreev re ected

holein thevalenceband (oppositesideoftheconein the

Dirac excitation spectrum ). Thisvalence band hole has

the sam e velocity along the NS interface asthe incident

electron,and consequently isspecularly re ected [8].For

vanishing Ferm ienergy,both theelectron and holecom -

ponents ofthe re ected wave follow precisely the sam e

trajectory.W e now restrictourselvesto thism ostinter-

esting caseofE F = 0.

The transform ation ofa quantum superposition ofin-

cident electron and hole into the corresponding super-

position of outgoing waves upon Andreev re ection is

described by a 2� 2 re ection m atrix,RA ,

�
u

v

�

out

= R A

�
u

v

�

in

=

�
r rA
rA r

� �
u

v

�

in

: (3)

W ith the notation � = arctanjpy=pxj," = c

q

p2x + p2y,

and � =
p
� 2

0
� "2 onehas[19]

r=
� i"sin�

"+ i� cos�
; rA =

� 0 cos�

"+ i� cos�
: (4)

III. N S IN T ER FA C E IN V -JU N C T IO N

G EO M ET R Y

Characteristic of specular Andreev re ection in

graphene is the spatial separation of incident and re-

 ected electron-hole beam s. The sim plest device that

m akesuse ofthis property isa V-junction,asshown in

Fig.1.Supposeonecaninjectaspin-polarizedcollim ated

m onoenergeticbeam ofelectronsthrough onearm ofthe

junction.[M onoenergeticbeam sm ay potentially bepro-

duced by resonanttransportthrough a graphene quan-

tum dot(Q D)[20],aswasdoneforsem iconductorQ D’s

e.g.in Ref.[21].]Theinjected electron willbeeithernor-

m ally or Andreev re ected at the NS interface and the

created quasiparticlewillescapethrough thesecond arm .

Sinceno spin can penetratethrough thesuperconductor,

allthepolarization oftheinjected beam istransferred to

the second arm . O n the otherhand,the averagecharge

of the quasiparticles re ected towards the second arm

depends on the excitation energy. O ne obtains zero re-

 ected totalchargeby setting jrj= jrA j.Thisconstrains

the incidentparticleenergy to be

"= � 0 cot�: (5)

Alternatively,one m ay considerthe injection ofa col-

lim ated beam ofelectrons with allpossible energies in

the range 0 < " < eV . For Dirac particles and a � xed

angularspread ofthe beam ,cancellation ofthere ected

chargerequires

Z eV

0

jrj2"d"=

Z eV

0

jrA j
2
"d": (6)

O ne m ay think here about electrons leaving the bi-

ased (eV )graphenehalf-planethrough a narrow slitand

then both angle-and width-collim ated by a second slit.

Substitution ofEq.(4)into Eq.(6)leadstothetranscen-

dentalequation

ln

"

1+

�
eV

� 0

tan�

� 2
#

=
1

2

�
eV

� 0

tan�

� 2

; (7)

with the solution

eV = 1:59 � 0 cot�: (8)
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Experim ental realization of pure spin current in a

graphene V-junction is lim ited by the requirem ent ofa

collim ated electron beam .Thisdi� culty isavoided auto-

m aticallyin thesetup proposed below,wherethe� ltering

ofchargecurrenttakesplacebecauseofm ultipleAndreev

re ectionsin a NS channel.

IV . C H A R G E FILT ER IN G IN A LO N G N S

C H A N N EL

W e considera norm algraphene strip ofwidth W and

length L � W ,which is form ed by covering the region

x < 0 of a graphene half-plane � 1 < x < W with

a superconductor (see Fig.2). Spin-polarized electrons

are injected aty = 0. W e restrictourdiscussion to the

geom etric optics lim it,� � W ,where the transm ission

through the channelm ay be considered in term s ofin-

dividualparticle trajectories. Here � = 2�~c=eV is the

deBrogliewavelengthforDiracelectronswith energyeV .

In addition we considerthe low-voltagelim iteV � � 0,

since in thislim itthe norm alre ection atthe NS inter-

faceissuppressed (seeEq.(4))

jr=rA j
2 � (eV=�0)

2 � 1; (9)

and we m ay assum e a perfect electron-hole (hole-

electron)conversion by Andreev re ection.

Thenum beroftransm itting channelsN (")fortheen-

ergy "isdeterm ined by thewidth ofthestrip W and the

rangeofvariation oftransversem om entum jpxj< "=c,

N (")= 2
"W

c~�
: (10)

Here the � rstfactorof2 accountsforthe two valleysin

graphene. W e do not add another 2 for spin,since we

assum einjection ofpolarized current.[In thelim itgiven

in Eq.(9),the possible inter-valley m ixing upon charge-

and spin-preservingre ection atthenorm aledge,seee.g.

Refs.[22,23],is notim portantfor ourcalculation.] As

usual,each open channeladds G 0 = e2=h to the di� er-

entialconductance.

The totalcurrentinjected into the strip is[24]

I =

Z V

0

N (eV
0
)G 0dV

0
=
e2

h

eV 2W

c~�
= 2

e3V 2W

ch2
: (11)

Associated with each incom ingelectron isacertain quasi-

particle trajectory in the channelasdepicted in Fig. 2.

In thelow-voltagelim it,Eq.(9),theoutgoing particleis

an electron ifthenum berofre ectionsfrom theNS inter-

faceiseven,and aholeifthenum berofre ectionsisodd.

Thecrucialpointisthatfora long channelthecontribu-

tionstothetotalcurrentofthesetwokindsoftrajectories

e� ectively equilibrate,so that the totalcharge transfer

vanishes after averaging over initialangles. W hile the

chargecurrentupon such equilibration escapesto thesu-

perconductor,the spin current continues to  ow along

1

S
3

2F

y

x

e

h

e

α α

h

eh

FIG .2: NS-strip. Charge current injected from contact 1

escapes to the superconductor3,leaving behind a pure spin

current owing towardselectrode 2.

-1

-0.5
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 Q
/e

 

 c|px|/ ε 

FIG .3: The average charge per quasiparticle after passing

through the strip (length L,width W ,L=W = 10)asa func-

tion oftransverse m om entum px. Very close to jpxj= "=c

the function Q (px) could not be shown because ofthe fast

oscillations.

the strip. For a 100% polarized injected beam the rate

ofspin transferissim ply found as

dS

dt
=
~

2

I

e
: (12)

V . SO U R C ES O F IN C O M P LET E C H A R G E

FILT ER IN G

Fora channelof� nitelength thenum bers(weights)of

trajectorieswith even and odd num bers ofAndreev re-

 ectionsdo notquite coincide,leading to a � nite charge

current. In this section we � rst determ ine the fraction

ofcharge per quasiparticle hQ i rem aining in the beam

afterpassagethrough theNS channel,dueto thispurely

geom etricale� ect. Since the norm alboundary actsasa

perfectm irror,wem ay e� ectively considerastrip ofdou-

bled width,0 < x < 2W ,having NS-interfaceson both

sides. The  uxesofelectronsinjected into this doubled

strip with px < 0 and px > 0 are physically equiva-
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lent.The chargeperquasiparticlewith incidentangle �

changeslinearly along the channelfrom � e aty = 0 to

+ e at

y = y0 = 2W tan�: (13)

Aty = y0 allelectronsinjected atangle� areconverted

to holes. Aty0 < y < 2y0 the holesare converted back

to electrons. Charge here changes back (linearly) from

+ e to � e,and so on.

Figure 3 shows the average charge per quasiparticle

forelectronsinjected ata � xed angle� atvariousinitial

positions,0< x < 2W ,asa function ofpxc="= cos� for

L = 10W .Thesegm entsofthefunction Q (px)aregiven

by (n = 0;1;2;:::)

Q (px)= e(� 1)
n

"
L

W

cjpxj
p
"2 � (cpx)

2
� (2n + 1)

#

: (14)

Averaging (integrating)furtheroverpx and introducing

a new variable� = cpx=
p
"2 � (cpx)

2,we� nd thecharge

fraction hQ iperquasiparticle rem aining in the beam to

be

hQ i=
e

2

Z
1

� 1

F

�
L

W
�

�
d�

(1+ �2)3=2
: (15)

Here we have introduced the sawtooth function F (x +

4)� F (x)and F (x)= jxj� 1 forjxj< 2.K eeping only

the� rstharm onicin theFouriertransform ofF (x)in the

integralin Eq.(15)gives

hQ i� �
4e

�

r
L

W
exp

�

�
L�

2W

�

: (16)

Rem arkably,the correctionsto chargeneutrality are ex-

ponentially sm allin the lim it L � W . Since this in-

com plete cancellation of charge is of geom etric origin,

Eq.(16)doesnotdepend on the voltagebiaseV .

Anothersourceofincom pletecharge�lteringin theNS

channelisthecoexistenceofAndreev and norm alre ec-

tion for� nite quasiparticle energies(" � eV � �0). To

� nd thechargetransferin thiscaseweadd to there ec-

tion m atrix,Eq.(3),a partdescribing particle propaga-

tion in graphenebetween Andreev re ections

R = R 0R A : (17)

Theform ofR 0 issensitiveto thedetailsofquasiparticle

re ection atthe norm alside ofthe strip. Depending on

them icroscopicstructureofthegrapheneedge,re ection

from itm ayorm aynotintroducetransitionsbetween the

two valleys ~K ;~K 0.Here weconsideronly the lattercase

asan exam ple.Thisalsom eansthatR 0 isa2� 2diagonal

m atrix.

In the case ofdecoupled valleys the boundary condi-

tionsm ayonlyhavetheform (seeRef.[25]forthegeneral

situation)

(a 1 + b 2)jx= W = 0 ; a;b= const (18)

where 1 and  2 aretheup and down com ponentsofei-

therthe particle(u),orhole (v)wavefunction.Particle

num berconservation im posescertain restrictionson the

allowed valuesofa and b.Below we considertwo exam -

ples of such boundary conditions, dem onstrating both

existence and absence ofcorrections to charge � ltering

due to � nite voltage.

1. The � rst option is a=b = � i (for the edge along

the y axis). This boundary is realized if the particle

con� nem entisachieved by addingaterm with largem ass

�zM c2 to the Dirac equation (1) at x > W [26, 27].

Straightforward calculation forsuch a boundary gives

R 0 = ie
ipx W =~

diag(1;� 1);(R0R A )
2 / I: (19)

The particle-holesuperposition produced upon Andreev

re ection of an electron returns to the pure electron

state after the second re ection from the superconduc-

tor. The expectation value ofthe quasiparticle charge

along a given trajectory according to Eq.(19) switches

from � e to (jrA j
2 � jrj2)e and back aftereach re ection

from the NS-interface.[The averagechargeofthe beam

with initialangle � now changeslinearly between these

twovalues,notbetween � eand easin Eqs.(14,15).]Av-

eraging over angles and energy using the exact Eq.(4)

gives the charge per quasiparticle transm itted through

the graphenechannelforeV � � 0 as

hQ i= �
�

3

eV

� 0

e: (20)

W enotethataccordingtoEq.(4)thecondition jr=rA j�

1 is violated for grazing trajectories, having � � � �

"=� 0 (4). The sm allstatisticalweight ofthese grazing

trajectoriesisthe sourceofthe sm allvalue ofhQ i.

The result Eq.(20) was found in the lim it L � W .

However,furtherincreaseofthechannellength doesnot

lead here to charge relaxation,in contrastwith the ge-

om etric correction,Eq.(16). The possibility for � nite

chargecurrent,Eq.(20),to  ow withoutleaking along a

(arbitrarily)long NS-interfaceisvery counterintuitive.

2.Thesecond possibility consistentwith particlecon-

servation Eq.(18)isa� b= 0(i.e.eithera = 0,orb= 0).

Boundary conditionsofthistypedescribethebulk enve-

lope functions in graphene with a zigzag edge [7]. Re-

 ection from thenorm aledgeisnow described by a pure

phase m atrix R 0 / diag(1;1). Therefore the productof

n re ectionsreducesto

(R)
n / (R A )

n / Icosn� + i�x sinn�; (21)

where cot� = � "tan�=�0 and the m atrix �x inter-

changes particles and holes. Eq.(21) leads to a uni-

form (to exponentialaccuracy, as in Eq.(16)) m ixing

ofparticlesand holesafterm any re ectionsatthechan-

nelboundariesforany valueof�,i.e.atany "< � 0.In

contrastto the previousexam ple,the charge perquasi-

particle transm itted through the graphene channelfor

L > > W iszero even at� nite valuesof"=�0.
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V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

In sum m ary, we have proposed two basic device

concepts for conversion of polarized electric current

into pure spin current in ballistic bulk graphene. The

second device, where the � ltering of charge originates

sim ply from the equilibration ofthe num ber oftrajec-

tories experiencing an even or odd num ber ofAndreev

re ections,seem s especially prom ising. W e expect this

idea to be easily generalized beyond ballistic transport

and for di� erent geom etries. W e stress that neither

proposal requires a 100% polarization of the incident

beam , although the spin transfer rate will of course

depend on the initialpolarization.
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