
Examples of low-dimensional systems:
semiconductor heterostructures

2D

molecular beam epitaxy (MBE)

the overlap of the 2DHG wave function and the Mn
!-doped layer [2]. Postgrowth annealing was carried out
at 300 !C for 15 min in a N2 atmosphere, which was
optimum to maximize TC in our previous report [2]. On
the other hand, in sample B, a Mn !-doped ("Mn "
0:6 ML) GaAs layer was grown at Ts " 285 !C below a
p-type Be-doped Al0:3Ga0:7As layer (Be concentration "
3:0# 1019 cm$3), as shown in Fig. 1(b). Here, holes are
supplied from the overgrown p-AlGaAs layer to the Mn
!-doped GaAs layer (ds " 0 nm), resembling a normal
(N)-HEMT. Postgrowth LT annealing was carried out at
200 !C for 112 h in a N2 atmosphere.

The structural properties of the Mn !-doped heterostruc-
tures were characterized by high-resolution transmission
electron microscopy (HRTEM). Figure 2(a) shows a cross-
sectional HRTEM lattice image of a Mn !-doped GaAs
with "Mn " 1 ML prepared under the same conditions of
sample A, in which one can see no dislocation, and a
slightly dark area with a width of %2 ML is most likely
due to strain induced contrast at the Mn !-doped sheet.
Also, Figs. 2(b) and 2(c) show cross-sectional HRTEM
lattice images of the structure of sample B, indicating
that the Al0:3Ga0:7As=GaAs interface [we see weak con-
trast in Fig. 2(b)] is atomically abrupt, and one can see no
clusters or dislocations in the whole structure. These stud-
ies suggest that pseudomorphic growth of Mn !-doped
sheets occurred maintaining the zinc-blende (ZB) type

crystal structure, which is consistent with the reflection
high energy electron diffraction patterns observed during
the MBE growth of the samples.

The anomalous Hall effect [12] has been used to study
the magnetic properties of the present quasi-two-
dimensional p-SDHS systems for which bulk magnetiza-
tion measurements are difficult. Hall measurements were
carried out on patterned Hall bars with a channel width and
a length of 50 and 200 #m, respectively. Au wire leads
were soldered to the sample with In for Ohmic contacts.
The postgrowth LT annealing and annealing for Ohmic
contacts were done at 200 !C or below, thus excluding
the possibility of ferromagnetic MnAs second phase for-
mation. Figs. 3(a)–3(e) show the Hall resistance RH as a
function of magnetic field of sample A. Here, in this
system, RH " RO-sheetB& RS-sheetM, where RO-sheet and
RS-sheet'" cRsheet( are the ordinary and anomalous Hall
coefficients, B is the applied magnetic field, M is the
magnetization of the sample, c is a constant, and Rsheet is
the sheet resistance. The second term is dominant in mag-
netic materials, thus RH ) RS-sheetM " cRsheetM. Clear
ferromagnetic hysteresis at 130, 180, 185, and 190 K
changed to a linear character at 205 K in Figs. 3(a)–3(e),
suggesting a phase transition from ferromagnetic to para-
magnetic above 190 K. The positive linear component
superimposed on the hysteresis could be due to a slowly
saturated magnetization component as is also seen in
GaMnAs, which might be attributed to the magnetic polar-
ons as discussed in Ref. [13].
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FIG. 2 (color). (a) Cross-sectional HRTEM lattice image of a
1.0 ML Mn !-doped sheet in GaAs grown under the same
conditions of sample A (Ts " 300 !C). The slightly dark area
indicated by arrows corresponds to the Mn !-doped sheet
localized within a width of 2–3 ML. (b),(c) Cross-sectional
HRTEM lattice image of the Al0:3Ga0:7As=GaAs heterostructure
with "Mn " 0:6 ML (sample B: Ts " 285 !C). (c) is an enlarged
image at the Mn !-doped layer. There is no dislocation, no
visible second phase or MnAs clusters, and the structure main-
tains the zinc-blende type crystal structure.

FIG. 3. (a)–(e) Hall resistance RH loops of the heterostructure
of Fig. 1(a) at (a) 130, (b) 180, (c) 185, (d) 190, and (e) 205 K.
(f) Temperature (T) dependent data of RH'B " 0 T(=Rsheet'/
M( at T < TC, and also of BRsheet=RH'/ $$1( at T > TC. The
linear plot is $$1*" 'T $ TC(=C+, where TC " 192 K.
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Two-band MR

At B=0:

� = �1 + �2 = en1µ1 + en2µ2

PRB 32, 2756 (1988)

Two-band MR
Quasi-2D character of electron gas:

• oscillating magnetoresistance 
• positive dR/dB at low B 
• Shubnikov-de Haas period 
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FIG. 2. (a) Magnetoresistance data from the ring in Fig. I
at several temperatures. (b) The Fourier transform of the
data in (a). The data at 0.199 and 0.698 K have been offset
for clarity of display. The markers at the top of the figure
indicate the bounds for the flux periods h/e and h/2e based
on the measured inside and outside diameters of the loop.

0
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FIG. 1. (a) Magnetoresistance of the ring measured at
T=0.01 K. (b) Fourier power spectrum in arbitrary units
containing peaks at h/e and h/2e. The inset is a photograph
of the larger ring. The inside diameter of the loop is 784
nm, and the width of the wires is 41 nm.

rings (average diameters 825 and 245 nm) and a lone
wire (length 300 nm). The samples were cooled in the
mixing chamber of a dilution refrigerator, and the
resistance was measured with a four-probe bridge
operated at 205 Hz and 200 nA (rms).
Typical magnetoresistance data from the larger-

diameter ring are displayed in Fig. 1(a). Periodic oscil-
lations are clearly visible superimposed on a more
slowly varying background. The period of the high-
frequency oscillations is AH = 0.007 59 T. This period
corresponds to the addition of the flux 4p = h/e to the
area of the hole. From the average area (one half of
the sum of the area from the inside diameter and that
from the outside diameter) measured with the STEM,
4p =0.007 80 T. The area measurement is accurate to
within = 10'/o. As a result of the large aspect ratio, we
can say unequivocally that the periodic oscillations are
not consistent with h/2e. They are certainly the
single-electron process predicted recently. 2 4 In the
Fourier power spectrum [Fig. 1(b)] of these data, two
peaks are visible at I/AH=131 and 260 T ' corre-
sponding respectively to h/e and h/2e. (Since the h/e
oscillations are not strictly sinusoidal, we cannot be
certain whether the h/2e peak is the self-interference
process or harmonic content in the 4&p oscillations. )
That the h/2e period is less significant than the h/e
period is consistent with the theory for rings which are
moderately resistive. We note that the amplitude of
the h/e oscillations at the lowest temperatures is about
0.1% of the resistance at H= 0, at least a factor of 10

larger than the oscillations observed in normal-metal
cylinders and networks of loops. s'p "
Figure 2(a) contains resistance data for three tem-

peratures over a larger range of magnetic field.
Surprisingly, the oscillations persist to rather higher
magnetic field [H ) 8 T (our largest available field) or
over 1000 periods] than expected from estimates
which assumed that the phase difference between the
inside edge of the ring and the outside edge should
completely destroy the periodic effects. The argument
that the flux in the metal should destroy the oscilla-
tions relies on the simple assumption that the wire
consists of parallel but noninteracting conduction
paths. If instead the electron path in the wire is suffi-
ciently erratic to "cover" the whole area of the wire,
then no phase difference exists between the inside di-
ameter and the outside diameter. '
Figure 2(b) contains the Fourier spectra of the data

in Fig. 2(a). Again, the fundamental h/e period ap-
pears as the large peak at I/b, H=131 T ', and near
I/AH=260 T ' there is a small feature in the spec-
trum. There is also a peak near 5 T ' which is the
average field scale of the aperiodic fluctuations. '4 The
detailed structure of the h/e peak in the power spec-
trum is probably the results of mixing of the field
scales corresponding to the area of the hole in the ring
and the area of the arms of the ring. ts (The simple
difference between inside and outside area implies a
splitting of more than 20 T ', whereas the observed
splitting in the peak structure has never been more
than 7 T '.) A simple extension of the multichannel
Landauer formula for a ring with flux piercing the
arms implies that the Arharonov-Bohm oscillations
will be modulated by an aperiodic function. ' Roughly
speaking, the field scale in which the aperiodic func-
tion fluctuates is that for the addition of another flux
quantum to the arms of the ring. The field scale of the
modulating function mixes with the Aharonov-Bohm
period to give structure to the peak. As seen in Fig.
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Aharonov-Bohm effect in a metallic ring

PRL 54, 2696 (1985)
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for clarity of display. The markers at the top of the figure
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1/AH [ 1/T ]

200 300

FIG. 1. (a) Magnetoresistance of the ring measured at
T=0.01 K. (b) Fourier power spectrum in arbitrary units
containing peaks at h/e and h/2e. The inset is a photograph
of the larger ring. The inside diameter of the loop is 784
nm, and the width of the wires is 41 nm.

rings (average diameters 825 and 245 nm) and a lone
wire (length 300 nm). The samples were cooled in the
mixing chamber of a dilution refrigerator, and the
resistance was measured with a four-probe bridge
operated at 205 Hz and 200 nA (rms).
Typical magnetoresistance data from the larger-

diameter ring are displayed in Fig. 1(a). Periodic oscil-
lations are clearly visible superimposed on a more
slowly varying background. The period of the high-
frequency oscillations is AH = 0.007 59 T. This period
corresponds to the addition of the flux 4p = h/e to the
area of the hole. From the average area (one half of
the sum of the area from the inside diameter and that
from the outside diameter) measured with the STEM,
4p =0.007 80 T. The area measurement is accurate to
within = 10'/o. As a result of the large aspect ratio, we
can say unequivocally that the periodic oscillations are
not consistent with h/2e. They are certainly the
single-electron process predicted recently. 2 4 In the
Fourier power spectrum [Fig. 1(b)] of these data, two
peaks are visible at I/AH=131 and 260 T ' corre-
sponding respectively to h/e and h/2e. (Since the h/e
oscillations are not strictly sinusoidal, we cannot be
certain whether the h/2e peak is the self-interference
process or harmonic content in the 4&p oscillations. )
That the h/2e period is less significant than the h/e
period is consistent with the theory for rings which are
moderately resistive. We note that the amplitude of
the h/e oscillations at the lowest temperatures is about
0.1% of the resistance at H= 0, at least a factor of 10

larger than the oscillations observed in normal-metal
cylinders and networks of loops. s'p "
Figure 2(a) contains resistance data for three tem-

peratures over a larger range of magnetic field.
Surprisingly, the oscillations persist to rather higher
magnetic field [H ) 8 T (our largest available field) or
over 1000 periods] than expected from estimates
which assumed that the phase difference between the
inside edge of the ring and the outside edge should
completely destroy the periodic effects. The argument
that the flux in the metal should destroy the oscilla-
tions relies on the simple assumption that the wire
consists of parallel but noninteracting conduction
paths. If instead the electron path in the wire is suffi-
ciently erratic to "cover" the whole area of the wire,
then no phase difference exists between the inside di-
ameter and the outside diameter. '
Figure 2(b) contains the Fourier spectra of the data

in Fig. 2(a). Again, the fundamental h/e period ap-
pears as the large peak at I/b, H=131 T ', and near
I/AH=260 T ' there is a small feature in the spec-
trum. There is also a peak near 5 T ' which is the
average field scale of the aperiodic fluctuations. '4 The
detailed structure of the h/e peak in the power spec-
trum is probably the results of mixing of the field
scales corresponding to the area of the hole in the ring
and the area of the arms of the ring. ts (The simple
difference between inside and outside area implies a
splitting of more than 20 T ', whereas the observed
splitting in the peak structure has never been more
than 7 T '.) A simple extension of the multichannel
Landauer formula for a ring with flux piercing the
arms implies that the Arharonov-Bohm oscillations
will be modulated by an aperiodic function. ' Roughly
speaking, the field scale in which the aperiodic func-
tion fluctuates is that for the addition of another flux
quantum to the arms of the ring. The field scale of the
modulating function mixes with the Aharonov-Bohm
period to give structure to the peak. As seen in Fig.
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povrch vzorku. Napra:ování (Leybold), kde argonové ionty údery do slitiny AuGe vy-
rá>ejí atomy a ty se v:esm6rov6 :í9í ke vzorku. P9i této metod6 je rychlost atom; v6t:í,
pronikají tedy hloub6ji do materiálu a pokr=vají i mírn6 zakryté prostory (nevytvá9ejí
„stíny@). Titanová vrtsva se i v tomto p9ípad6 pouze pa9í.
P9esto>e sou5et v=:ek jednotliv=ch pater sandwiche by m6l b=t 100 nm, na Dektaku

se zm69ila v=:ka reliéfu 73 nm (pa9ení) a 160 nm (prá:ení). P9esto>e se metody sna>í
b=t obdobné, srovnatelné se nezdají b=t. Pro to hovo9í i srovnání morfologie na obrázku
ní>e. Povrch legendárních kontakt; od pana Melichara vykazovaly charakter podobn=
spí:e sou5asnému Leyboldu.

Obrázek 3: Srovnání morfologie ohmick+ch kontakt*. Zleva: napra)ované,
napa(ované, pan Melichar, pan Melichar. Rozdílnost metod je zjevná.
Autor obrázk*: Z. V+born+.

Za>íhání je provád6no v pícce a typické hodnoty jsou 450�C po 2 minuty.
Na tyto ohmické kontakty (tedy kontaktu kov-polovi5, kde nedochází k vytvo9ení

bariéry p9i pr;chodu nosi5; z jednoho materiálu do druhého, tzv. Shottkyho bariéry)
je posléze nanesena dostate5n6 velká plocha :icího kovu (nej5ast6ji zlata), na n6j> lze
p9ipevnit ultrazvukovou fixací st9íbrn= vodi5. V p9ípad6 vyu>ití zlata je t9eba plochu
nejprve pokr=t titanem, kter= zvy:uje adhezi Au.

Obrázek 4: P(íklad kontaktování na zlaté )icí desky. Autor obrázk*: Z. V+born+.
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Obrázek 20: Teplotní pr*b'h vzork* E081#1 a D101#8. Jeho charakter
je dobrou indicií správné funk&nosti vzorku a nakontaktování 2DEGu.

polohách ( 1n25.813 k�, n = 4, 6, 8, . . .), SdHO pom4ry minim le<í v ideálních pozicích.
Z jejich polohy byla ur3ena koncentrace nosi39 nSdHO ⇥ 2.5 � 1011 cm�2. Z Hallovy
sm4rnice potom koncentrace nHall ⇥ 2.4� 1011 cm�2 a s ohledem na rozm4ry hallbaru
(l=1000 µm, d=100 µm) mobilita nosi39 µ ⇥ 1.1 cm2/Vs. V8e odpovídá údaj9m z doby
r9stu waferu.
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Obrázek 21: Magnetotransport pro vzorky E081#1 a D101#8.

Zatímco p7ede8l; vzorek fungoval skv4le, D101#8 se skute3n4 choval nekulturn4 –
signál byl zna3n4 za8um4n;, pravd4podobn4 vlivem neideálního okontaktování (ostré
úzké struktury se objevily poté, co jsem rychle pro8el kolem vodi39. . . ). Oscila3ní cha-
rakter sice dob7e viditeln; je, nicmén4 Hall9v odpor má p7ibli<n4 t7ikrát men8í sm4rnici,
ne< bylo o3ekáváno, zcela neprochází nulou a nevykazuje <ádná plata. Z SdH oscilací
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Plain 2DEG

Courtesy of L. Nádvorník (MFF/FZU AV)

AMR: crystalline and non-crystalline components

∆ρL/ρav =

CI cos 2φ + CI ,C cos(2φ + 4θ) +

+CC cos(4φ + 4θ) + CU cos(2φ + 2θ)

de Ranieri et al., NJP ’08

∆ρT/ρav =

CI sin 2φ − CI ,C sin(2φ + 4θ)

I

M

[1 0]1

[110]
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Wunderlich et al., PRB ’07

Rushforth et al., PRB ’08

Anizotropní magnetorezistence

m"$ení na tenk!ch
vrstvách (Ga,Mn)As

získan!ch MBE (epitaxí
z molekulov!ch svazk%)

out-of-plane B

Hall bar geometry

Integer Quantum
Hall Effect (IQHE)
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trolled between 10–40 Å in radius, and 10% size
distributions.3,22 The nanocrystal surface is passivated by or-
ganic ligands. For the tunneling measurements we link the
nanocrystals to a gold film via hexane dithiol molecules,23 as
shown schematically in the upper inset of Fig. 1!a".
Scanning tunneling microscopy !STM" data were ob-

tained using a homebuilt cryogenic STM. The scan head and
sample area are evacuated just before introducing helium ex-
change gas and inserting the STM to the liquid helium bath.
All data presented here were acquired at 4.2 K. In a typical
experiment, a topographic image of an isolated InAs QD was
taken, from which its size was determined.8 Then, the STM
tip was positioned above the QD, forming a double barrier
tunnel junction !DBTJ" configuration,11,12 as depicted in Fig.
1!a". Tunneling I-V or dI/dV versus V characteristics were
acquired while disabling the scanning and feedback controls.
These data were acquired with the tip retracted from the QD
to a distance where the bias predominantly drops on the
tip-QD junction, forming a highly asymmetric DBTJ. In
these conditions, CB !VB" states appear at positive !nega-
tive" sample bias, and the real QD level separations can be
extracted directly from the peak spacings.8,24

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The I-V curve in Fig. 1!a" was acquired on an InAs QD,
22 Å in radius. This curve, typical of others, shows a region

of suppressed tunneling current around zero bias, followed
by a series of steps at both negative and positive bias. In Fig.
1!b" we present the corresponding dI/dV versus V , tunnel-
ing conductance spectrum, which is proportional to the tun-
neling density-of-states.25 A series of discrete peaks is
clearly observed, where the separations are determined by
both the single-electron charging energy and the discrete
level spacings in the QD. Also presented in the figure is a fit
to the orthodox model for single-electron tunneling, which
will be discussed below.
In Fig. 2, we plot a set of tunneling-conductance spectra

acquired on InAs QDs of radii ranging from 35–10 Å. In
Ref. 8, we discussed the detailed assignment of the observed
peaks, and extracted spectroscopic information from these
data. Briefly, on the positive bias side, immediately follow-
ing current onset, we always observed a doublet that we
assign to tunneling through the twofold spin degenerate 1Se
CB state. Then, a larger spacing is observed followed by a
higher multiplet, of up to six peaks, that we attribute to the
CB 1Pe state. The negative bias side shows a more complex
structure, reflecting the complicated QD VB level spectrum,3
but in each spectra one can identify two peaks with a larger
separation, from which the spacing between the ground and
first excited VB levels was extracted.

FIG. 1. Tunneling spectroscopy of a single InAs nanocrystal, 22
Å in radius (T!4.2 K). !a" Measured I-V curve !solid line" and the
simulated one !dotted line". The DBTJ configuration and the
equivalent circuit are shown schematically in the insets. !b" Simu-
lated !bottom trace" and experimental tunneling conductance
spectra.

FIG. 2. Size evolution of the tunneling dI/dV vs V characteris-
tics of single InAs QDs displaced vertically for clarity. The position
of the centers of the zero current gap showed nonsystematic varia-
tions with respect to the zero bias, of the order of 0.2 eV, probably
due to variations of local offset potentials. For clarity of presenta-
tion, we offset the spectra along the V direction to center them at
zero bias. Representative nanocrystal radii are denoted. All spectra
were acquired at T!4.2 K.
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Tunable Coulomb blockade in nanostructured graphene
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We report on Coulomb blockade and Coulomb diamond measurements on an etched, tunable
single-layer graphene quantum dot. The device consisting of a graphene island connected via two
narrow graphene constrictions is fully tunable by three lateral graphene gates. Coulomb blockade
resonances are observed and from Coulomb diamond measurements, a charging energy of
#3.5 meV is extracted. For increasing temperatures, we detect a peak broadening and a
transmission increase of the nanostructured graphene barriers. © 2008 American Institute of
Physics. $DOI: 10.1063/1.2827188%

Graphene is a promising material1,2 to investigate meso-
scopic phenomena in two dimensions !2D". Unique elec-
tronic properties, such as massless carriers, electron-hole
symmetry near the charge neutrality point, and weak spin-
orbit coupling3 makes graphene interesting for high mobility
electronics,4,5 for tracing quantum electrodynamics in 2D
solids, and for the realization of spin qubits.6 Whereas diffu-
sive transport in graphene and the anomalous quantum Hall
effect have been investigated intensively,7,8 graphene quan-
tum dots are still in their infancy from an experimental point
of view.1,9 This is mainly due to difficulties in creating tun-
able quantum dots in graphene because of the absence of an
energy gap. Also, phenomena related to Klein tunneling
make it hard to confine carriers laterally using electrostatic
potentials.10,11 Here, we report on Coulomb blockade and
Coulomb diamond measurements on an etched graphene
quantum dot tunable by graphene side gates.12

The nanodevice, schematically shown in Fig. 1!a", has
been fabricated from graphene, which has been extracted
from the bulk graphite by mechanical exfoliation onto
300 nm SiO2 on n-Si substrate as described in Ref. 13. Ra-
man imaging14 is applied to verify the single-layer character
of the investigated devices.15–17 90 nm polymethyl methacry-
late !PMMA" is then spun onto the samples and electron-
beam !e-beam" lithography is used to pattern the etch mask
for the graphene devices. Reactive ion etching !RIE" based
on an Ar /O2 !9:1" plasma is introduced to etch away unpro-
tected graphene. A scanning force microscope !SFM" image
of the etched graphene structure after removing the residual
PMMA is shown in Fig. 1!b". Finally, the graphene device is
contacted by e-beam patterned 2 nm Ti and 50 nm Au elec-
trodes, as shown in Fig. 1!c". A Raman spectrum recorded on
the final device taken at the location of the graphene island is
plotted in Fig. 1!e". It is an unambiguous fingerprint of
single-layer graphene with a linewidth of the 2D line of ap-
proximately 33 cm−1.15–17 The elevated background origi-
nates from the nearby metal electrodes and the significant D
line is due to the edges within the area of the laser spot size
of #400 nm. In addition to Raman spectroscopy, the SFM
step height of #0.5 nm, as shown in Fig. 1!d", proves also
the single-layer character of the graphene flake and shows
that the RIE etching does not attack the SiO2.

The fabricated device consists of two #50 nm narrow
graphene constrictions connecting source !S" and drain !D"
electrodes to a graphene island with an area A#0.06 !m2.
The two graphene side gates !SG1 and SG2" and the
graphene plunger gate !PG" patterned next to the island are
used to electrostatically tune the two barriers and the island,
respectively. For the assignment of the gate electrodes see
Fig. 1!a". All three graphene side gates have been patterned
closer than 100 nm to the active graphene regions, as shown
in Figs. 1!b" and 1!c". An additional back gate !BG" is used
to adjust the overall Fermi energy.

Transport measurements have been performed in a vari-
able temperature He cryostat at a base temperature of
#1.7 K. Before the cool down, the sample has been baked in
vacuum at 135 °C for 12 h. We have measured the two-
terminal conductance through the dot by applying a small
!symmetric" dc or ac bias voltage Vbias, and measuring the
current through the dot with a resolution better than 20 fA.
At high bias !e.g., Vbias=100 mV, not shown", the !back"

a"Author to whom correspondence should be addressed. Electronic mail:
stampfer@phys.ethz.ch.

FIG. 1. !Color online" Nanostructured graphene quantum dot device. !a"
Schematic illustration of the tunable graphene quantum dot. !b" Scanning
force microscope !SFM" image of the investigated graphene device after
RIE etching and !c" after contacting the graphene structure. The minimum
feature size is approximately 50 nm. The dashed lines indicate the outline of
the graphene areas. !d" shows a SFM cross section along a path x $marked in
!b"% averaged over #40 nm perpendicular to the path proving the selective
etch process. !e" Confocal Raman spectra recorded on the final device at the
graphene island with a spot size of approximately 400 nm, clearly proving
the single-layer character of the investigated device. For more information
on the D, G, and 2D !also called D*" line please refer to Ref. 17.
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gate characteristics clearly reveal the charge neutrality point
of the graphene material. Such measurements are used to
adjust the range of the back gate voltage. In the following,
we kept the back gate fixed close to the overall charge neu-
trality point at VBG=−6 V, where the transport can be
pinched off by the two side gates VSG1 and VSG2. At small
bias !Vbias!200 "V", transport is dominated !i" by the two
narrow junctions, where strong transmission modulations
and gap effects appear, and !ii" by Coulomb blockade due to
the charging of the graphene island. Both effects can be seen
in Fig. 2, where the source-drain current is plotted as a func-
tion of the two barrier gate voltages VSG1 and VSG2 for con-
stant Vbias=200 "V. The large scale horizontal and vertical
current modulations can be attributed to either one or the
other narrow graphene constriction, being tuned !almost" in-
dependently from each other. On top, we observe Coulomb
resonances which are associated with charging of the
graphene island and, thus, tuned by both side gate potentials
VSG1 and VSG2 !diagonal lines".

By sweeping VSG1 and VSG2 to a regime where the back-
ground current is significantly suppressed !see white point in
Fig. 2", the plunger gate VPG can be used to trace Coulomb
resonances, as shown in Fig. 3!a". In this configuration of
gate voltages, the peak positions were stable in more than ten
consecutive plunger gate sweeps. Among the regions where
the transport is completely pinched off by the narrow con-
strictions, large scale conductance modulations in the barri-
ers are observed. Nearby and on top of these large features,
clear Coulomb peaks are measured #see e.g., Fig. 3!b", which
is a close-up of Fig. 3!a"$. The period of the Coulomb oscil-
lations measured over 18 consecutive peaks is #V̄pp
%18.2 mV, as shown in Fig. 3!c". There are no systematic
peak spacing fluctuations and the observed deviations might
be influenced by the underlying transmission modulation in
both narrow constrictions. However, the distribution of the
nearest-neighbor spacing of the Coulomb oscillations is sig-
nificantly larger than expected for purely metallic single-
electron transistors.18

Coulomb diamond measurements,19 i.e., measurements
of the differential conductance !Gdiff" as function of symmet-
ric bias voltage Vbias and plunger gate voltage VPG, are shown
in Fig. 4. The elevated background at the left and right sides
is due to barrier dependent conductance modulations, as
shown in Fig. 3!b". Please note that within the swept plunger
gate voltage range, no charge rearrangements have been ob-

served. From the extent of the diamonds in bias direction, we
estimate the charging energy of the graphene dot to be EC
%3.5 meV. This charging energy corresponds to a capaci-
tance of the dot C=e2 /EC%45.8 aF. The lever arm of the
plunger gate is $PG=CPG /C%0.19. The electrostatic cou-
pling of all other lateral gates was determined19 to be CSG1
%3.9 aF, CSG2%5.9 aF, and CPG%8.7 aF. The extracted
back gate capacitance CBG%18 aF is slightly higher than the
purely geometrical parallel plate capacitance of the graphene
island C=%0%A /d%7.4 aF. This is not surprising since &A
%d, where A is the area of the graphene island and d is the
gate oxide thickness. A screened Hartree approximation can
easily account for a factor 2.20

FIG. 2. Source-drain current as a function of the two barrier gate voltages
VSG1 and VSG2 for constant bias Vbias=200 "V. The dashed lines indicate
transmission modulations and oscillations attributed to the graphene con-
strictions !horizontal and vertical lines" and to the island !diagonal line".
Measurements are preformed at VBG=−6 V and VPG=0 V.

FIG. 3. Source-drain current through the graphene nanostructure as function
of the plunger gate voltage VPG. !a" Clear Coulomb resonances are observed
on top and next to the large scale conductance modulations. !b" shows a
marked close-up of !a", and in !c" the peak spacing is plotted for 18
consecutive peaks. Measurements are preformed in the dot configuration:
VBG=−6 V, VSG1=25 mV, and VSG2=−510 mV.

FIG. 4. !Color online" Coulomb diamonds in differential conductance Gdiff,
represented in a logarithmic color scale plot !dark regions represent low
conductance". A dc bias Vbias with a small ac modulation !50 "V" is applied
symmetrically across the dot, and the current through the dot is measured.
Differential conductance has been directly measured by a lock-in amplifier.
The charging energy is estimated to be %3.6 meV from this measurements.
Measurements are preformed in the dot configuration: VBG=−6 V,
VSG1=25 mV, and VSG2=−510 mV.
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Surface spin flip probability of mesoscopic Ag wires
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Spin relaxation in mesoscopic Ag wires in the di⇥usive transport regime is studied via nonlocal
spin valve and Hanle e⇥ect measurements performed on permalloy/Ag lateral spin valves. The ratio
between momentum and spin relaxation times is not constant at low temperatures. This can be
explained with the Elliott-Yafet spin relaxation mechanism by considering the momentum surface
relaxation time as being temperature dependent. We present a model to separately determine spin
flip probabilities for phonon, impurity and surface scattering and find that the spin flip probability
is highest for surface scattering.

PACS numbers: 73.23.-b, 75.40.Gb, 85.75.-d

Understanding how confinement influences physical
properties is crucial for advancing nanotechnology [1].
Numerous studies have shown that when one or more
dimensions of a structure become comparable to a char-
acteristic length scale of a physical process in question
(e.g., a mean free path for electron transport) even clas-
sical boundary or surface e�ects can give rise to dramat-
ically di�erent behavior than that expected for the same
bulk material. Examples include magnetoresistance in
semiconductor nanostructures (negative vs. positive in
the bulk) [2] or thermal conductivities in Si nanowires
(orders of magnitude reduction compared to bulk Si) [3].
In contrast, confinement e�ects are less evident in metal-
lic transport due to inherently short mean free paths but
often manifest themselves in optical properties [4]. An
important question to be addressed in spintronics [5]
is how does the size of a spin conductor or the surface
conditions a�ect the transport of spin currents? Due to
the relatively long spin di�usion length compared to the
mean free path, confinement e�ects can be more pro-
nounced in spin transport, even in metallic structures.
So far, experiments performed with metallic lateral spin
valve (LSV) structures [6, 7], where pure spin currents in
a non-magnetic normal metal (N) are generated by dif-
fusion of the non-equilibrium spin accumulation injected
from a ferromagnet (F)[8], have focused mostly on deter-
mining spin di�usion lengths ls and spin injection e⌅cien-
cies for various combinations of F/N materials, without
quantifying contributions of di�erent scattering mecha-
nisms to the spin relaxation. In particular, to what ex-
tent does confinement a�ect the spin relaxation time �s

[9]? In this Letter we present a model, based on the
Elliott-Yafet (EY) mechanism of spin relaxation [10, 11],
to separately quantify spin flip probabilities for phonon,
impurity and surface scattering in mesoscopic metal wires
in the di�usive transport regime. By studying spin trans-
port in permalloy (Py)/Ag LSVs we find that the spin
flip probability is highest for electron scattering from the
Ag surface. Our model can also explain recent experi-
mental results on temperature T [12] as well as thickness

FIG. 1: (Color online) (a) An SEM image of a Py/Ag LSV
device adapted to show the nonlocal measurement configura-
tion. Also shown are the directions of H⇥ and H� applied in
NLSV and Hanle e⇥ect measurements, respectively. (b) Rnl

vs. H⇥ at 20 K. Corresponding M orientations of the Py elec-
trodes are shown as blue arrows, while the total �Rs signal
is highlighted in red. (c) T dependencies of �Rs and �.

dependence of ls in mesoscopic Cu wires [13].
The Py/Ag LSV devices were fabricated on a SiN

(100 nm)/Si substrate by e-beam lithography and shadow
mask e-beam evaporation. A scanning electron micro-
scope (SEM) image of a central region of the device is
shown in Fig. 1(a). The two Py electrodes Py1 and Py2
were both 25 nm thick and had widths of 130 and 80 nm
respectively, while the bridging Ag wire was 260 nm wide
and d = 80 nm thick. The center to center distance L
between Py electrodes was 705 nm. Nonlocal spin valve
(NLSV) and Hanle e�ect measurements were performed

Non-local spin valve

Original idea probably 
by Johnson & Silsbee,
PRL 55, 1790 (1985)

causes the densities (or electrochemical potentials) of the spin-up
and spin-down electrons in the Al strip to become unequal (Fig. 1c).
This unbalance is transported to the Co2 detector electrode by
diffusion, and can therefore be detected. Owing to the spin-
dependent tunnel barrier resistances, the Co2 electrode detects a
weighted average of the two spin densities, which causes the
detected output voltage V to be proportional to P2.

Figure 2a shows a typical output signal V/I as a function of an in-
plane magnetic field B, directed parallel to the long axes of Co1 and
Co2, taken at room temperature and 4.2 K. The measurements are
performed by standard a.c. lock-in techniques, using a current
I ¼ 100 mA. Sweeping the magnetic field from negative to positive,
a sign reversal of the output signal is observed, when the magnetiza-

tion of Co1 flips at 19mT (room temperature) and 45mT (4.2 K),
and the device switches from a parallel to antiparallel configuration.
When the magnetization of Co2 flips at 25mT (room temperature)
and 55mT (4.2 K), the magnetizations are parallel again, but now
point in the opposite direction. The fact that the output signal
switches symmetrically around zero indicates that this experiment is
sensitive to the spin degree of freedom only.
We have calculated the expected magnitude of the output signal

V/I as a function of the Co electrode spacing L by solving the spin
coupled diffusion equations for the spin-up and spin-down elec-
trons in the Al strip13–15. Taking into account the fact that the tunnel
barrier resistances are much larger than the resistance of the Al strip
over a spin flip length, we obtain:

V

I
¼ ^

1

2
P2 lsf

jAlA
expð#L=lsf Þ ð1Þ

where lsf ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
Dtsf

p
is the spin flip length, A the cross-sectional area,

D the diffusion constant, and t sf the spin flip time of the Al strip.
The positive (negative) sign corresponds to a parallel (antiparallel)
magnetization configuration of the Co electrodes.
Figure 2b shows the measured spin dependent resistance DR ¼

DV=I as a function of L, where DV is the output voltage difference
between parallel and antiparallel configuration. By fitting the data
to equation (1), we find P ¼ 0:11^ 0:02 at both 4.2 K and room
temperature, lsf ¼ 650^ 100 nm at 4.2 K and lsf ¼ 350^ 50 nm
at room temperature. The diffusion constant D is calculated using
the Einstein relation jAl ¼ e2NAlD, where e is the electron charge
andNAl ¼ 2:4 £ 1022 states per eV per cm3 is the density of states of
Al at the Fermi energy16. Using D ¼ 4:3 £ 1023 m2 s21 at 4.2 K and
D ¼ 2:7 £ 1023 m2 s21 at room temperature, we obtain tsf ¼
100 ps at 4.2 K and tsf ¼ 45 ps at room temperature. These values
are in good agreement with those reported in the literature3,17–20.
Having determined the parameters P, l sfandD, we are now ready

to study spin precession of the electron spin during its diffusion
time t between Co1 and Co2. In an applied field B’, perpendicular
to the substrate plane, the injected electron spins in the Al strip
precess around an axis parallel to B’. This alters the spin direction
by an angleJ ¼ qLt, whereqL ¼ gmBB’= !h is the Larmor frequency,
g is the g-factor of the electron (,2 for Al), mBis the Bohr magneton
and !h is Planck’s constant divided by 2p. Because the Co2 elec-
trode detects the projection of the spin direction J onto its own
magnetization direction (0 or p), the contribution of an electron to

Figure 3 Modulation of the output signal V/I due to spin precession as a function of a
perpendicular magnetic field B’, for L ¼ 650 nm, L ¼ 1,100 nm and L ¼ 1; 350 nm.

The solid squares represent data taken at T ¼ 4:2 K, whereas the solid lines represent
the best fits based on equations (2) and (3). The arrows indicate the relative magnetization

configuration (parallel/antiparallel) of the Co electrodes. P, spin polarization; D, diffusion

constant.

Figure 4 Modulation of the output signal V/I as a function of a perpendicular magnetic
field B’ up to 3 T, for L ¼ 1; 100 nm. The solid squares/circles represent data taken at
T ¼ 4:2 K, whereas the solid lines represent the best fit based on equations (2) and (3).

The arrows indicate the relative magnetization configuration (parallel/antiparallel) of the

Co electrodes.
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Hanle measurements:
Here from Nature 416, 713 (2002)

the output voltage V is proportional to ^cos(J). However, in an
(infinite) diffusive conductor the diffusion time t from Co1 to Co2
has a broad distribution PðtÞ ¼ ½1=

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
4pDt

p
% exp½2L2=ð4Dt%, where

P(t) is proportional to the number of electrons that, once injected at
the Co1 electrode (x ¼ 0), arrive at the Co2 electrode (x ¼ L) after a
diffusion time t. The output voltage V at the Co2 detector electrode
as a function of B’ is calculated by summing all contributions of the
electron spins over all diffusion times t. We obtain:

VðB’Þ ¼ ^I
P2

e2NAlA

ð1

0
PðtÞ cosðqLtÞ expð&t=tsf Þdt ð2Þ

The exponential factor in equation (2) describes the effect of the
spin flip scattering. For qL ¼ 0, equation (2) reduces to equation
(1). We note that equation (2) can be evaluated analytically, and we
have verified that it yields the same result as obtained by Johnson
and Silsbee, who explicitly solved the Bloch equations with the
appropriate boundary conditions21,22.
At large B’, the magnetization direction of the Co electrodes is

tilted out of the substrate plane with an angle c. When we include
this effect we calculate:

VðB’;cÞ ¼ VðB’Þ cos2ðcÞ þ jVðB’ ¼ 0Þj sin2ðcÞ ð3Þ
Equation (3) shows that with increasing c (from zero), the

precession signal is reduced and a positive background output
signal appears. For c ¼ 0 equation (3) reduces to equation (2). In
the limit that c ¼ p=2, the magnetization of the Co electrodes is
perpendicular to the substrate plane and parallel to B’. No preces-
sion now occurs, and the full output signal jVðB’ ¼ 0Þj is recov-
ered. The angle c has been determined independently as a function
of B’ by measuring the anisotropic magnetoresistance of the Co
electrodes23.
In Fig. 3 we plot the measured output signal V/I at 4.2 K, as a

function of B’ for L ¼ 650 nm, L ¼ 1,100 nm and L ¼ 1,350 nm.
Before the measurement an in-plane magnetic field B directed
parallel to the long axes of Co electrodes is used to prepare the
magnetization configuration of the Co electrodes. For a parallel
(antiparallel) configuration we observe an initial positive (negative)
signal, which drops in amplitude as B’ is increased from zero field.
This is called the Hanle effect in ref. 3. The two curves cross where
the average angle of precession is about 908 and the output signal is
close to zero. As B’ is increased beyond this field, we observe that
the output signal changes sign and reaches a minimum (maximum)
when the average angle of precession is about 1808, thereby
effectively converting the injected spin-up population into a spin-
down and vice versa. We have fitted the data with equations (2)
and (3), as shown in Fig. 3. We find for all measured samples that
the best-fit parameters P, l sf and D are very close to those
independently obtained from the length dependence measurements
(Fig. 2).
As already visible in Fig. 3, for B . 200mT an asymmetry is

observed between the parallel and antiparallel curves. This is due to
the fact that magnetization of the Co electrodes does not remain in
the substrate plane. In Fig. 4 we plot the measured output signal V/I
at T ¼ 4:2K for L¼1,100 nm up to B’ ¼ 3 T, together with the
calculated curve, using P, l sf and D as obtained from the best fit
in Fig. 3. The data are in close agreement with equation (3), and
show a suppression of the precessional motion of the electron spin.
The full magnitude of the output signal is recovered at large B’,
when c ¼ p=2 and no precession takes place. Preliminary results
show that precession effects similar to those shown in Fig. 3 can also
be obtained at room temperature.
We believe that the system we report here, with its unique

sensitivity to the spin degree of freedom, will make possible detailed
studies of a variety of spin-dependent transport phenomena. A
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Electrochemical techniques for depositing metal films and coat-
ings1 have a long history2–5. Such techniques essentially fall into
two categories, with different advantages and disadvantages. The
first, and oldest, makes use of spontaneous redox reactions to
deposit ametal from solution, and can be used on both insulating
and metallic substrates. But the deposition conditions of these
processes are difficult to control in situ, in part because of the
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Spin relaxation in mesoscopic Ag wires in the di⇥usive transport regime is studied via nonlocal
spin valve and Hanle e⇥ect measurements performed on permalloy/Ag lateral spin valves. The ratio
between momentum and spin relaxation times is not constant at low temperatures. This can be
explained with the Elliott-Yafet spin relaxation mechanism by considering the momentum surface
relaxation time as being temperature dependent. We present a model to separately determine spin
flip probabilities for phonon, impurity and surface scattering and find that the spin flip probability
is highest for surface scattering.

PACS numbers: 73.23.-b, 75.40.Gb, 85.75.-d

Understanding how confinement influences physical
properties is crucial for advancing nanotechnology [1].
Numerous studies have shown that when one or more
dimensions of a structure become comparable to a char-
acteristic length scale of a physical process in question
(e.g., a mean free path for electron transport) even clas-
sical boundary or surface e�ects can give rise to dramat-
ically di�erent behavior than that expected for the same
bulk material. Examples include magnetoresistance in
semiconductor nanostructures (negative vs. positive in
the bulk) [2] or thermal conductivities in Si nanowires
(orders of magnitude reduction compared to bulk Si) [3].
In contrast, confinement e�ects are less evident in metal-
lic transport due to inherently short mean free paths but
often manifest themselves in optical properties [4]. An
important question to be addressed in spintronics [5]
is how does the size of a spin conductor or the surface
conditions a�ect the transport of spin currents? Due to
the relatively long spin di�usion length compared to the
mean free path, confinement e�ects can be more pro-
nounced in spin transport, even in metallic structures.
So far, experiments performed with metallic lateral spin
valve (LSV) structures [6, 7], where pure spin currents in
a non-magnetic normal metal (N) are generated by dif-
fusion of the non-equilibrium spin accumulation injected
from a ferromagnet (F)[8], have focused mostly on deter-
mining spin di�usion lengths ls and spin injection e⌅cien-
cies for various combinations of F/N materials, without
quantifying contributions of di�erent scattering mecha-
nisms to the spin relaxation. In particular, to what ex-
tent does confinement a�ect the spin relaxation time �s

[9]? In this Letter we present a model, based on the
Elliott-Yafet (EY) mechanism of spin relaxation [10, 11],
to separately quantify spin flip probabilities for phonon,
impurity and surface scattering in mesoscopic metal wires
in the di�usive transport regime. By studying spin trans-
port in permalloy (Py)/Ag LSVs we find that the spin
flip probability is highest for electron scattering from the
Ag surface. Our model can also explain recent experi-
mental results on temperature T [12] as well as thickness

FIG. 1: (Color online) (a) An SEM image of a Py/Ag LSV
device adapted to show the nonlocal measurement configura-
tion. Also shown are the directions of H⇥ and H� applied in
NLSV and Hanle e⇥ect measurements, respectively. (b) Rnl

vs. H⇥ at 20 K. Corresponding M orientations of the Py elec-
trodes are shown as blue arrows, while the total �Rs signal
is highlighted in red. (c) T dependencies of �Rs and �.

dependence of ls in mesoscopic Cu wires [13].
The Py/Ag LSV devices were fabricated on a SiN

(100 nm)/Si substrate by e-beam lithography and shadow
mask e-beam evaporation. A scanning electron micro-
scope (SEM) image of a central region of the device is
shown in Fig. 1(a). The two Py electrodes Py1 and Py2
were both 25 nm thick and had widths of 130 and 80 nm
respectively, while the bridging Ag wire was 260 nm wide
and d = 80 nm thick. The center to center distance L
between Py electrodes was 705 nm. Nonlocal spin valve
(NLSV) and Hanle e�ect measurements were performed

Non-local spin valve

Original idea probably 
by Johnson & Silsbee,
PRL 55, 1790 (1985)

causes the densities (or electrochemical potentials) of the spin-up
and spin-down electrons in the Al strip to become unequal (Fig. 1c).
This unbalance is transported to the Co2 detector electrode by
diffusion, and can therefore be detected. Owing to the spin-
dependent tunnel barrier resistances, the Co2 electrode detects a
weighted average of the two spin densities, which causes the
detected output voltage V to be proportional to P2.

Figure 2a shows a typical output signal V/I as a function of an in-
plane magnetic field B, directed parallel to the long axes of Co1 and
Co2, taken at room temperature and 4.2 K. The measurements are
performed by standard a.c. lock-in techniques, using a current
I ¼ 100 mA. Sweeping the magnetic field from negative to positive,
a sign reversal of the output signal is observed, when the magnetiza-

tion of Co1 flips at 19mT (room temperature) and 45mT (4.2 K),
and the device switches from a parallel to antiparallel configuration.
When the magnetization of Co2 flips at 25mT (room temperature)
and 55mT (4.2 K), the magnetizations are parallel again, but now
point in the opposite direction. The fact that the output signal
switches symmetrically around zero indicates that this experiment is
sensitive to the spin degree of freedom only.
We have calculated the expected magnitude of the output signal

V/I as a function of the Co electrode spacing L by solving the spin
coupled diffusion equations for the spin-up and spin-down elec-
trons in the Al strip13–15. Taking into account the fact that the tunnel
barrier resistances are much larger than the resistance of the Al strip
over a spin flip length, we obtain:

V

I
¼ ^

1

2
P2 lsf

jAlA
expð#L=lsf Þ ð1Þ

where lsf ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
Dtsf

p
is the spin flip length, A the cross-sectional area,

D the diffusion constant, and t sf the spin flip time of the Al strip.
The positive (negative) sign corresponds to a parallel (antiparallel)
magnetization configuration of the Co electrodes.
Figure 2b shows the measured spin dependent resistance DR ¼

DV=I as a function of L, where DV is the output voltage difference
between parallel and antiparallel configuration. By fitting the data
to equation (1), we find P ¼ 0:11^ 0:02 at both 4.2 K and room
temperature, lsf ¼ 650^ 100 nm at 4.2 K and lsf ¼ 350^ 50 nm
at room temperature. The diffusion constant D is calculated using
the Einstein relation jAl ¼ e2NAlD, where e is the electron charge
andNAl ¼ 2:4 £ 1022 states per eV per cm3 is the density of states of
Al at the Fermi energy16. Using D ¼ 4:3 £ 1023 m2 s21 at 4.2 K and
D ¼ 2:7 £ 1023 m2 s21 at room temperature, we obtain tsf ¼
100 ps at 4.2 K and tsf ¼ 45 ps at room temperature. These values
are in good agreement with those reported in the literature3,17–20.
Having determined the parameters P, l sfandD, we are now ready

to study spin precession of the electron spin during its diffusion
time t between Co1 and Co2. In an applied field B’, perpendicular
to the substrate plane, the injected electron spins in the Al strip
precess around an axis parallel to B’. This alters the spin direction
by an angleJ ¼ qLt, whereqL ¼ gmBB’= !h is the Larmor frequency,
g is the g-factor of the electron (,2 for Al), mBis the Bohr magneton
and !h is Planck’s constant divided by 2p. Because the Co2 elec-
trode detects the projection of the spin direction J onto its own
magnetization direction (0 or p), the contribution of an electron to

Figure 3 Modulation of the output signal V/I due to spin precession as a function of a
perpendicular magnetic field B’, for L ¼ 650 nm, L ¼ 1,100 nm and L ¼ 1; 350 nm.

The solid squares represent data taken at T ¼ 4:2 K, whereas the solid lines represent
the best fits based on equations (2) and (3). The arrows indicate the relative magnetization

configuration (parallel/antiparallel) of the Co electrodes. P, spin polarization; D, diffusion

constant.

Figure 4 Modulation of the output signal V/I as a function of a perpendicular magnetic
field B’ up to 3 T, for L ¼ 1; 100 nm. The solid squares/circles represent data taken at
T ¼ 4:2 K, whereas the solid lines represent the best fit based on equations (2) and (3).

The arrows indicate the relative magnetization configuration (parallel/antiparallel) of the

Co electrodes.
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Hanle measurements:
Here from Nature 416, 713 (2002)

the output voltage V is proportional to ^cos(J). However, in an
(infinite) diffusive conductor the diffusion time t from Co1 to Co2
has a broad distribution PðtÞ ¼ ½1=

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
4pDt

p
% exp½2L2=ð4Dt%, where

P(t) is proportional to the number of electrons that, once injected at
the Co1 electrode (x ¼ 0), arrive at the Co2 electrode (x ¼ L) after a
diffusion time t. The output voltage V at the Co2 detector electrode
as a function of B’ is calculated by summing all contributions of the
electron spins over all diffusion times t. We obtain:

VðB’Þ ¼ ^I
P2

e2NAlA

ð1

0
PðtÞ cosðqLtÞ expð&t=tsf Þdt ð2Þ

The exponential factor in equation (2) describes the effect of the
spin flip scattering. For qL ¼ 0, equation (2) reduces to equation
(1). We note that equation (2) can be evaluated analytically, and we
have verified that it yields the same result as obtained by Johnson
and Silsbee, who explicitly solved the Bloch equations with the
appropriate boundary conditions21,22.
At large B’, the magnetization direction of the Co electrodes is

tilted out of the substrate plane with an angle c. When we include
this effect we calculate:

VðB’;cÞ ¼ VðB’Þ cos2ðcÞ þ jVðB’ ¼ 0Þj sin2ðcÞ ð3Þ
Equation (3) shows that with increasing c (from zero), the

precession signal is reduced and a positive background output
signal appears. For c ¼ 0 equation (3) reduces to equation (2). In
the limit that c ¼ p=2, the magnetization of the Co electrodes is
perpendicular to the substrate plane and parallel to B’. No preces-
sion now occurs, and the full output signal jVðB’ ¼ 0Þj is recov-
ered. The angle c has been determined independently as a function
of B’ by measuring the anisotropic magnetoresistance of the Co
electrodes23.
In Fig. 3 we plot the measured output signal V/I at 4.2 K, as a

function of B’ for L ¼ 650 nm, L ¼ 1,100 nm and L ¼ 1,350 nm.
Before the measurement an in-plane magnetic field B directed
parallel to the long axes of Co electrodes is used to prepare the
magnetization configuration of the Co electrodes. For a parallel
(antiparallel) configuration we observe an initial positive (negative)
signal, which drops in amplitude as B’ is increased from zero field.
This is called the Hanle effect in ref. 3. The two curves cross where
the average angle of precession is about 908 and the output signal is
close to zero. As B’ is increased beyond this field, we observe that
the output signal changes sign and reaches a minimum (maximum)
when the average angle of precession is about 1808, thereby
effectively converting the injected spin-up population into a spin-
down and vice versa. We have fitted the data with equations (2)
and (3), as shown in Fig. 3. We find for all measured samples that
the best-fit parameters P, l sf and D are very close to those
independently obtained from the length dependence measurements
(Fig. 2).
As already visible in Fig. 3, for B . 200mT an asymmetry is

observed between the parallel and antiparallel curves. This is due to
the fact that magnetization of the Co electrodes does not remain in
the substrate plane. In Fig. 4 we plot the measured output signal V/I
at T ¼ 4:2K for L¼1,100 nm up to B’ ¼ 3 T, together with the
calculated curve, using P, l sf and D as obtained from the best fit
in Fig. 3. The data are in close agreement with equation (3), and
show a suppression of the precessional motion of the electron spin.
The full magnitude of the output signal is recovered at large B’,
when c ¼ p=2 and no precession takes place. Preliminary results
show that precession effects similar to those shown in Fig. 3 can also
be obtained at room temperature.
We believe that the system we report here, with its unique

sensitivity to the spin degree of freedom, will make possible detailed
studies of a variety of spin-dependent transport phenomena. A
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Electrochemical techniques for depositing metal films and coat-
ings1 have a long history2–5. Such techniques essentially fall into
two categories, with different advantages and disadvantages. The
first, and oldest, makes use of spontaneous redox reactions to
deposit ametal from solution, and can be used on both insulating
and metallic substrates. But the deposition conditions of these
processes are difficult to control in situ, in part because of the
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P (t) =
1p
4⇡Dt

exp[�L2/4Dt] ⌦L = gµBB/~ = eB/m · g/2

Room temperature
operation possible
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