arXiv:1602.06214v2 [cond-mat.mtrl-sci] 4 Apr 2016

Magnetic effects in sulfur-decorated graphene

Choongyu Hwang,^{1,2∗} Shane A. Cybart,^{1,3} S. J. Shin,^{1,4} Sooran Kim,^{5,6} Kyoo Kim,^{5,7} T. G.

Rappoport,^8 S. M. Wu,^{1,3} C. Jozwiak,^{1,9} A. V. Fedorov,^9 S. -K. Mo,^9 D.-H. Lee,^{1,3} B. I. Min,^5 E. E. Haller,^{1,4} R. C. Dynes,^{1,3,10} A. H. Castro Neto^{11} & Alessandra Lanzara^{1,3∗} 1Materials Sciences Division, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, California 94720, USA, 2Department of Physics, Pusan National University, Busan 46241, Republic of Korea, 3Department of Physics, University of California, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA, 4Department of Materials Science and Engineering, University of California, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA, 5Department of Physics, Pohang University of Science and Technology, Pohang 37673, Republic of Korea, 6c CCMR, Pohang University of Science and Technology, Pohang 37673, Republic of Korea, 7MPPC CPM, Pohang University of Science and Technology, Pohang 37673, Republic of Korea, 8Instituto de Física, Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro, Caixa Postal 68528, 219410972 Rio de Janeiro RJ, Brazil, 9Advanced Light Source, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA, 10Department of Physics, University of California, San Diego, CA 92093, USA, 11Centre for Advanced 2D Materials, National University of Singapore, Singapore 117542, and 12Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to A.L. (email: ALanzara@lbl.gov) and C.H. (email:ckhwang@pusan.ac.kr).

The interaction between two different materials can present novel phenomena that are quite different from the physical properties observed when each material stands alone. Strong electronic correlations, such as magnetism and superconductivity, can be produced as the result of enhanced Coulomb interactions between electrons. Two-dimensional materials are powerful candidates to search for the novel phenomena because of the easiness of arranging them and modifying their properties accordingly. In this work, we report magnetic effects of graphene, a prototypical non-magnetic two-dimensional semi-metal, in the proximity with sulfur, a diamagnetic insulator. In contrast to the well-defined metallic behaviour of clean graphene, an energy gap develops at the Fermi energy for the graphene/sulfur compound with decreasing temperature. This is accompanied by a steep increase of the resistance, a sign change of the slope in the magneto-resistance between high and low fields, and magnetic hysteresis. A possible origin of the observed electronic and magnetic responses is discussed in terms of the onset of low-temperature magnetic ordering. These results provide intriguing insights on the search for novel quantum phases in graphene-based compounds.

Due to the two-dimensional nature and Dirac fermionic behaviour of charge carriers, the electronic and magnetic properties of graphene can be easily modified, making it one of the most appealing materials for a variety of disparate applications [1–4]. Such easiness to access novel regimes has shifted the focus in the graphene research from graphene itself to the modification of graphene, providing an exciting and versatile platform for realization of novel phenomena and device functionality [5]. One of such efforts is to induce magnetic effects in graphene. Indeed a growing number of studies ranges from theoretical predictions on the intrinsic ferromagnetism or spin ordering [6–12] to experimental probes of defect/impurityinduced local magnetic moments [13–20]. However, these magnetic moments are induced by the change of local crystal structure, e. g. , carbon vacancies and deformations from sp^2 to sp^3-type crystal structure, and hence, they have been identified as spin-1/2 paramagnets [21]. On the other hand, magnetic ordering can be realized in graphene when decorated with sulfur. Upon doping with sulfur, stacked graphene layers, i. e. , graphite, exhibit ferromagnetism, which has been claimed to coexist with superconductivity [22, 23] .

In this work, we have combined two different but complementary probes such as angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) to study the evolution of the graphene band structure upon sulfur introduction and magneto-transport to explore the electro-magnetic properties of the graphene/sulfur (G/S) system. Figure 1A shows the procedure adopted to prepare the G/S samples. First, graphene samples are grown epitaxially on ndoped 6H-SiC(0001) and undoped 4H-SiC(000¯1) surfaces by silicon sublimation method, as detailed elsewhere [24– 26]. The graphene sample and a piece of sulfur are then sealed in a glass ampule, with a vacuum of 10^{−6} Torr. The ampule is annealed at 230^∘C in a furnace for 60 hours, while the pressure inside the ampule increased by vapourized sulfur was ∼360 Torr. The presence of sulfur in the samples is confirmed by the observation of: a) sulfur 2p core electrons in the photoemission spectra and b) Auger electrons corresponding to the sulfur LMM transition in the Auger electron spectroscopy (AES) spectra [27]. The concentration of sulfur is determined by AES and the value of sulfur/carbon ratio is 1/9.

Changes in the electronic structure are monitored by ARPES experiments. Figures 1B and 1C show ARPES intensity maps as a function of energy and momentum for as-grown graphene (G) and G/S samples. Data are taken at 10 K, near the Brillouin zone corner K, along the black line shown in the inset. In line with previous reports [28–

FIG. 1. Sample preparation process and energy spectra near EF. (A) An SiC substrate is annealed at 1400^∘C in ultrahigh vacuum (UHV) to grow graphene, followed by another annealing process with a piece of sulfur in a sealed glass ampule at 230^∘C. (B-C) ARPES intensity maps of the as-grown sample (G: panel (B)) and the graphene/sulfur compound (G/S: panel (C)), both of them measured at 10 K. The inset in panel (B) is the Fermi surface of the G sample where the black line is the direction that the energy-momentum dispersion of both samples has been taken. (D) Angle-integrated intensity of the energy spectra for the G (blue curve) and G/S (red curve) samples shown in panels (B) and (C), respectively. The inset shows full width at half maximum (FWHM) of the momentum distribution curves (MDCs) near the Dirac energy for G (blue circles) and G/S (red circles) samples. Both spectra show that the minimum corresponding to ED shifts towards EF upon sulfur introduction.

30], the Dirac energy, E_D, of the G sample lies ∼0.35 eV below the Fermi energy, E_F, due to the formation of a Schottky barrier [31]. Two most obvious effects resulting from the introduction of sulfur are: a) broadening of the ARPES spectra; and b) small shift of E_D towards E_F. The former suggests that sulfur introduces disorder and the latter indicates charge transfer between sulfur and the graphene layer. More specifically, E_D is estimated by the minimum of the integrated ARPES intensity (Fig. 1D), a quantity proportional to the one-dimensional density of states, or the full width at half maximum (FWHM) of the momentum distribution curves (MDCs, momentum spectra at constant energy shown in the inset of Fig. 1D) that shifts towards E_F by 67±6 meV with introduction of sulfur. This signifies a decrease of the carrier concentration by 17 % from 0.90 × 10^{13} cm^{−2} to 0.75 × 10^{13} cm^{−2}.

A closer look at the energy distribution curves (EDCs, energy spectra at constant momentum k_F indicated by the vertical blue lines in Figs. 1B and 1C) reveals a surprising depletion of states at E_F (Fig. 2A). This is a typical signature of energy gap opening at E_F. The temperature dependence of the EDCs for the G/S sample is shown in Fig. 2B. As the temperature T is lowered, a clear depletion of states at E_F or a shift of the leading

FIG. 2. Energy gap at EF of G/S. (A) Energy distribution curves (EDCs) taken at 10 K for G (blue curve) and G/S (red curve) samples. (B) EDCs taken at several temperatures for G/S. The leading edge shifts away from EF with decreasing temperature. The leading edge gap Δ (roughly half the energy gap) is determined by the position of the leading edge with respect to EF. (C) EDCs taken at several temperatures for G. The leading edge stays at the same energy within the fitting error (∼±0.6 meV). (D) Temperature dependence of Δ for three different samples: S1 and S2 (G/S on an SiC(0001) substrate), and C1 (G/S on an SiC(000¯1) substrate).

edge toward higher binding energy is observed. This is clearly in striking contrast to the G sample (Fig. 2C), where, as previously reported [32], no gap is observed when measured below 45 K. The magnitude of the energy gap is determined by the leading edge of the EDCs with respect to E_F through the standard procedure [33] of fitting the first derivative of each energy spectrum with a Gaussian function. The temperature dependence of the gap is summarized in Fig. 2D. The gap develops below a transition temperature T_c ∼ 30 ± 10 K with a maximum shift of 4.1 ± 0.6 meV at 10 K and appears to be independent from the substrate. The different T -dependence of G/S from G excludes the possibility of thermal smearing as the origin of the depletion of states at E_F. Several mechanism can be accounted for the gap opening from superstructures [34–36] and charge- or spin-density wave [37] to magnetic ordering [38] and superconductivity [39]. The lack of replica (shadow) bands corresponding to the additional periodicities, however, makes the formation of the former two less likely scenarios. Indeed, considering the sulfur/carbon ratio present in our G/S sample, one would expect the gap opening at a momentum of 0.3∼0.4 Å^{−1}, which is far away from 0.05 Å^{−1}

FIG. 3. Transport properties of G/S. (A) The R versus T curves of G (blue curve) and G/S (red curve) samples. (B) The ln(R) versus T^{−1/2} curve of the G/S sample. The blackdashed line is a R = Cexp(T0/T )^{1/2} fit, where T0 = 2.49 K and C is an arbitrary constant. The inset shows the ln(R) versus T^{−1/2} curve of the G sample, for comparison.

where the energy gap is observed (Fig. 1C). Magnetism and superconductivity are certainly appealing scenarios also in view of the report of coexisting ferromagnetism and superconductivity in sulfur-doped graphite [22].

To gain better insight on the origin of the gap opening, we have performed magneto-transport measurements (Figs. 3 and 4). In each case, the introduction of sulfur strongly modifies the response of the G sample. Especially, the resistance R of G/S gradually deviates and sharply increases with respect to the one of the G sample with lowering T (Fig. 3A). Figure 3B displays a ln(R) versus T^{−1/2} curve for the same data [40]. The linear T -dependence observed at low temperatures is typical of disordered systems in the variable range hopping regime (VRH) [40–42], consistent with an increase in the disorder of the G/S sample as discussed in Fig. 1C. This is qualitatively different from that of G (inset of Fig. 3B), where the linearity is not well defined due to the curvature in the whole T range.

In Fig. 4, we show the low-temperature magnetoresistance (R versus external magnetic field H) for both samples. The most striking difference is the behaviour of the magneto-resistance at low fields, where its complete reversal is observed upon sulfur introduction. This reversal can be explained with a transition from a weak antilocalization regime to a weak localization regime as previously reported for pure graphene [43, 44]. For this case, intervalley scattering is turned on, thus causing an increase in R near zero field. While the magnetoresistance of the G sample (Fig. 4A) is positive (increasing R upon increasing H) over the whole field range, the magneto-resistance of the G/S sample (Fig. 4B) shows a crossover at ∼5 T from positive at high fields to negative (decreasing R upon increasing H) at low fields, similar to the case of weak localizations. We note, however, that the crossover field is three orders of magnitude higher than the previous results for weak localizations, where the strength of localization is suppressed very quickly in the presence of magnetic field [43]. Instead, the neg-

FIG. 4. Magnetic hysteresis of G/S. (A) Magneto-resistance at 2 K of the G sample, with increasing (blue curve) and decreasing (dark blue curve) magnetic field, H. R0 is the maximum resistance (91 Ω) at H=10 T. (B) Magneto-resistance at 2 K for the G/S sample, with increasing (red curve) and decreasing (dark red curve) H. R0 is the maximum resistance (6.05 kΩ) near H=0 T. (C) The magnetoresistance of G near H=0 T denoted by gray-shaded area in panel (A). The hysteretic effect with a coercive field of 0.003 T (blue-dashed lines) is observed. (D) The magnetoresistance of G/S near H=0 T denoted by gray-shaded area in panel (B), showing magnetic hysteresis with two coercive fields of 0.12 T (greendashed lines) and 0.02 T (blue-dashed lines).

ative magneto-resistance at low fields is reminiscent of fluorinated graphene [45], identified as a spin-1/2 paramagnet [21].

The magneto-resistance near H=0 T reveals another surprising phenomena of G/S, magnetic hysteresis with coercive fields of 0.12 T and 0.02 T (defined to be half the distance between the two peaks denoted by green and blue dashed lines in Fig. 4D). On the other hand, the G sample measured under the same condition (Fig. 4C) shows one order of magnitude smaller hysteretic effect with a coercive field of 0.003 T, likely induced by a remnant field of the superconducting magnet used for the measurements. Hysteresis in the magneto-resistance normally indicates the formation of magnetic domains or the existence of a magnetic granular system. The domains or grains change polarity above a given coercive field, creating a remanence in the signal. In the case of the G/S sample, the observed hysteresis persists in high fields up to 5 T, suggesting very large magnetic anisotropy and/or saturation fields. The observed magnetic hysteresis in the disordered system (broad ARPES spectrum in Fig. 1C along with the R ∼ exp^{1/T 1/2} behaviour in Fig. 3B) requires that magnetic moments are correlated with electronic states of graphene in the presence of sulfur.

FIG. 5. Magnetization of an intercalated sulfur atom. (A) The top view of the crystal structure of G/S (the SiC substrate is not shown for simplicity). The dotted lines denote the unit cell of G/S compared to the unit cell of graphene. (B) The spin density of G/S. The red and blue iso-surfaces are for spin up and down, respectively.

One of the plausible origins of the observed magnetic moments is magnetized sulfur atoms. Our first principles calculations for G/S (Fig. 5A) suggest that a nonmagnetic sulfur atom, after being trapped in between graphene and the buffer layer (a carbidic layer in between graphene and the SiC substrate whose crystal structure is the same as graphene, but π bands are absent due to the interactions with the substrate) exhibits spin-polarized states via the interaction with the buffer layer (see the spin density map in Fig. 5B, where the red and blue isosurfaces correspond to spin up and down, respectively) exhibiting a magnetic moment of 0.63 μB. This can result in indirect exchange interactions analogous to the Ruderman-Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida interactions in metals driving the spin-dependent VRH [46, 47]. Within this picture, spin-dependent hopping between neighbouring sublattices costs an energy J leading to the opening of a gap in the electronic spectra below a certain temperature [38, 47] similar to the double-exchange mechanism in manganites, i. e. , magnetism induced by adatoms with a concentration of n_a can open a charge gap Δ = 2n_aJ that is equal to 2 × (leading edge gap), where J is the strength of exchange interactions [48]. Indeed, we obtain T_c = (4.8 ± 1.6)J^2/t (with T_c ∼ 30 K = 2.6 meV and the nearest neighbour hoping parameter t = 3.1 eV [49]), when Δ = 0.2J = 8.2 meV (at 10 K from the results in Fig. 2 with n_a ≈ 10 % consistent with C:S=9:1 that we have determined by Auger electron spectra). This result is similar to T_c ≈ J^2/t what the doubleexchange mechanism expects [50]. Such spin-dependent VRH and energy gap opening are exactly demonstrated in the temperature-dependence of magneto transport signals (Figs. 3 and 4) and energy spectra (Figs. 2B and 2D).

It is interesting to note that similar behaviour has been observed at the interface between LaAlO_3 and SrTiO_3 [51, 52]. This interface is a quasi-two-dimensional metallic layer that presents ferromagnetic order and large negative magneto-resistance [51]. In this case, electronic charge separation has been suggested as the main ingredient for the appearance of the novel behaviour [52]. At the G/S sample, it is clear that sulfur removes electrons from the graphene layer (Fig. 1D). This similarity suggests that depending on the nature of the charge transfer between sulfur and carbon, nanoscale inhomogeneities are created, leading to nanoscopic droplets with different electronic and magnetic properties, similar to the LaAlO_3/SrTiO_3 interfaces [52–54]. However, we should stress the stark contrast between these layered oxides and G/S: G/S is metallic not insulating, and hence electronic screening should be more efficient [55], Coulomb interactions weaker, and therefore the observed behaviour is even more surprising.

In conclusion, we have revealed an unusual response to temperature and magnetic field from a material that consists of non-magnetic and light elements such as carbon and sulfur. The results here presented place graphene/sulfur as another appealing system where magnetic ordering can be realized in graphene and carbonbased materials in general, and suggest the appealing possibility to realize novel phenomena such as ferromagnetic quantum Hall effect [56] for graphene-based spintronic devices operated not only by temperature and doping, but also by magnetic field.

Methods Experiments: High-resolution ARPES experiments were performed at beamlines 10.0.1 and 12.0.1 of the Advanced Light Source at Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory using 50 eV photons, with energy and momentum resolutions of 9 meV and 0.01 Å^{−1}, respectively. The magneto-transport properties were measured in a Van-der-Pauw geometry for the G/S and G samples using a custom-built cryogenic vacuum probe equipped with a 10 T superconducting magnet.

Calculations: Ab initio total energy calculations were performed with a plane-wave basis set [57] using the Vienna Ab-initio Simulation Package (VASP) [58– 60] . The exchange-correlation of electrons was treated within the generalized gradient approximation (GGA) as implemented by Perdew-Berke-Enzelhof [61]. The crystal structure is simulated by using the supercell slab approach with vacuum region which separates the two surfaces (top and bottom surfaces). The bottom one is passivated by hydrogens to remove the lone pair of the SiC substrate. The k point sampling is (9×9×1). The structural optimisation and spin-polarized calculation were performed.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

CH, CJ, AL acknowledge financial support from the National Science Foundation grant number DMR-

1410660. CH acknowledges also partial financial support from the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF) grant funded by the Korea government (MSIP) (No. 2015R1C1A1A01053065), the Research Fund Program of Research Institute for Basic Sciences, Pusan National University, Korea, 2013, Project No. RIBS-PNU- 2013-311, and Max Planck Korea/POSTECH Research Initiative of the National Research Foundation (NRF) funded by the Ministry of Science, ICT and Future Planning under Project No. NRF-2011-0031558. AHCN acknowledges the National Research Foundation, Prime Minister Office, Singapore, under its Medium Sized Centre Programme and CRP award ?Novel 2D materials with tailored properties: Beyond graphene? (R-144-000-295- 281). Work at the ALS is supported by DOE BES under Contract No. DE-AC02-05CH11231.

[1] Novoselov, K. S. et al., Two-dimensional gas of massless Dirac fermions in graphene Nature 438, 197 (2005).

[2] Zhang, Y. et al., Experimental observation of quantum Hall effect and Berry’s phase in graphene. Nature 438, 201-204 (2005).

[3] Geim, A. K. & Novoselv, K. S. The rise of graphene. Nat.

Mater. 6, 183-191 (2007).

[4] Yazyev, O. V. Emergence of magnetism in graphene materials and nanostructures. Rep. Prog. Phys. 73, 056501 (2010).

[5] Ferrari, A. C. et al. Science and technology roadmap for graphene, related two-dimensional crystals, and hybrid systems. Nanoscale 7, 4598-4810 (2015).

[6] Fujita, M., Wakabayashi, K., Nakada, K. & Kusakabe, K. Peculiar Localized State at Zigzag Graphite Edge. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 65, 1920-1923 (1996).

[7] Peres, N. M. R., Guinea, F. and Castro Neto, A. H., Coulomb Interactions and Ferromagnetism in Pure and Doped Graphene. Phys. Rev. B. 72, 174406 (2005).

[8] Vozmediano, M. A. H., López-Sancho, M. P., Stauber, T. & Guinea, F. Local defects and ferromagnetism in graphene layers. Phys. Rev. B 72, 155121 (2005).

[9] Son, Y. -W., Cohen, M. L. & Louie, S. G. Half-metallic graphene nanoribbons. Nature 444, 347-349 (2007).

[10] Brey, L., Fertig, H. A. & Das Sarma, S. Diluted Graphene Antiferromagnet. Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 116802 (2007).

[11] Ezawa, M. Metallic graphene nanodisks: Electronic and magnetic properties. Phys. Rev. B 76, 245415 (2007).

[12] Wang, W. L., Meng, S. & Kaxiras, E. Graphene Nano Flakes with Large Spin. Nano Lett. 8, 241-245 (2008).

[13] Wang, Y. et al. Room-Temperature Ferromagnetism of Graphene. Nano Lett. 9, 220-224 (2009).

[14] Xie, L. et al. Room temperature ferromagnetism in partially hydrogenated epitaxial graphene. Appl. Phys. Lett. 98, 193113 (2011).

[15] Esquinazi, P. et al. Ferromagnetism in oriented graphite samples. Phys. Rev. B 66, 024429 (2002).

[16] Esquinazi, P. et al. Induced Magnetic Ordering by Proton Irradiation in Graphite. Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 227201 (2003).

[17] Ohldag, H. et al. π-Electron Ferromagnetism in Metal- Free Carbon Probed by Soft X-Ray Dichroism. Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 187204 (2007).

[18] Barzola-Quiquia, J. et al. Enhancement of the ferromagnetic order of graphite after sulphuric acid treatment. Appl. Phys. Lett. 98, 192511 (2011).

[19] Makarova, T. L. et al. Magnetic carbon. Nature 413, 716- 718 (2001).

[20] Narymbetov, B. et al. Origin of ferromagnetism exchange interactions in a fullerene-organic compound. Nature 407, 883-885 (2000).

[21] Nair, R. R. et al. Spin-half paramagnetism in graphene induced by point defects. Nat. Phys. 8, 199 (2012).

[22] Ricardo da Silva, R., Torres., J. H. S. & Kopelevich, Y. Indication of Superconductivity at 35 K in Graphite- Sulfur Composites. Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 147001 (2001).

[23] Moehlecke S., Kopelevich, Y. & Maple, M. B. Interaction between superconducting and ferromagnetic order parameters in graphite-sulfur composites. Phys. Rev. B 69, 134519 (2004).

[24] Forbeaux, I., Themlin, J. -M. & Debever, J. -M. Heteroepitaxial graphite on 6H-SiC(0001): Interface formation through conduction-band electronic structure. Phys. Rev. B 58, 16396 (1998).

[25] de Heer, W. A. et al., Large area and structured epitaxial graphene produced by confinement controlled sublimation of silicon carbide. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 108, 16900-16905 (2011).

[26] Yu, X. Z. et al., New synthesis method for the growth of epitaxial graphene. J. Electron Spectrosc. Relax. Phenom. 184, 100-106 (2011).

[27] Gallon, T. E. & Matthew, J. A. D. Auger electron spectroscopy and its application to surface studies. Rev. Phys. Tech. 3, 31-64 (1972).

[28] Rollings, E. et al. Synthesis and characterization of atomically thin graphite films on a silicon carbide substrate. J. Phys. Chem. Solids 67, 2172-2177 (2006).

[29] Ohta, T. et al. Interlayer Interaction and Electronic Screening in Multilayer Graphene Investigated with Angle-Resolved Photoemission Spectroscopy. Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 206802 (2007).

[30] Zhou, S. Y. et al. Substrate-induced bandgap opening in epitaxial graphene. Nat. Mat. 6, 770-775 (2007).

[31] Seyller, Th., Emtsev, K. V., Speck, F., Gao, K. -Y. & Ley, L. Schottky barrier between 6H-SiC and graphite: Implications for metal/SiC contact formation. Appl. Phys. Lett. 88, 242103 (2006).

[32] Lounis, S. D. et al. Resonant photoluminescent charging of epitaxial graphene. Appl. Phys. Lett. 96, 151913 (2010).

[33] Rickert, K. A. et al. X-ray photoemission determination of the Schottky barrier height of metal contacts to n-GaN and p-GaN. J. Appl. Phys. 92, 6671-6678 (2002).

[34] Pletikosić, I. et al. Dirac Cones and Minigaps for Graphene on Ir(111). Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 056808 (2009).

[35] Park, C. -H., Yang, L., Son, Y. -W., Cohen, M. L. & Louie, S. G. Anisotropic behaviours of massless Dirac fermions in graphene under periodic potentials. Nat. Phys. 4, 213-217 (2008).

[36] Park. C. -H., Yang, L., Son, Y. -W., Cohen, M. L. & Louie, S. G. New generation of Massless Dirac Fermions in Graphene under External Periodic Potentials. Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 126804 (2008).

[37] Grüner, G. Density Waves in Solids. (Addison-Wesley, Reading, 1994).

[38] Rappoport, T. G., Godoy, M., Uchoa, B., R dos Santos, R. & Castro Neto, A. H. Magnetic exchange mechanism for electronic gap opening in graphene. EPL 96, 27010 (2011).

[39] Rose-Innes, A. C. &Rhoderick, E. H. Introduction to Superconductivity (Pergamon Press, 1978).

[40] Butko, V. Yu., DiTusa, J. F. & Adams, P. W. Coulomb Gap: How a Metal Film Becomes an Insulator. Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 1543 (2000).

[41] Joung, D. & Khondaker, S. I. Efros-Shklovskii variablerange hopping in reduced graphene oxide sheets of varying carbon sp^2 fraction. Phys. Rev. B. 86, 235423 (2012).

[42] Chuang, C. et al. Experimental evidence for Efros- Shklovskii variable range hopping in hydrogenated graphene Solid State Commun. 152, 905-908 (2012).

[43] Wu, X. et al. Weak Antilocalization in Epitaxial Graphene: Evidence for Chiral Electrons. Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 136801 (2007).

[44] Tikhonenko, F. V. et al. Weak Localization in Graphene Flakes. Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 056802 (2008).

[45] Hong, X., Cheng, S. -H., Herding, C. & Zhu, J.

Colossal negative magnetoresistance in dilute fluorinated graphene. Phys. Rev. B 83, 085410 (2011).

[46] Foygel, M., Morris, R. D. & Petukhov, A. G. Variablerange hopping of spin polarons: Magnetoresistance in a modified Mott regime. Phys. Rev. B 67, 134205 (2003).

[47] Rappoport, T. G., Uchoa, B. & Castro Neto, A. H. Magnetism and magnetotransport in disordered graphene. Phys. Rev. B 80, 245408 (2009).

[48] Daghofer, M., Zheng, Z. & Moreo, A. Spin-polarized semiconductor induced by magnetic impurities in grpahene Phys. Rev. B 82, 121405(R) (2010).

[49] Grüneis, A. et al. Tight-binding description of the quasiparticle dispersion of graphite and few layer graphene Phys. Rev. B 78, 205424 (2008).

[50] Dagotto, E., Hotta, T. & Moreo, A. Colossal magnetoresistant materials: the key role of phase separation. Phys. Rep. 344, 1-153 (2001).

[51] Brinkman, A. et al. Magnetic effects at the interface between non-magnetic oxides. Nat. Mater. 6, 493-496 (2007).

[52] Ariando et al. Electronic phase separation at the LaAlO3/SrTiO3 interface. Nat. Commun. 2, 188 (2011).

[53] Bert J. A. et al. Direct imaging of the coexistence of ferromagnetism and superconductivity at the LaAlO3/SrTiO3 interface. Nat. Phys. 7, 767-771 (2011).

[54] Kalisky, B. et al. Critical thickness for ferromagnetism in LaAlO3/SrTiO3 heterostructures. Nat. Commun. 3, 922 (2011).

[55] Castro Neto, A.H., Guinea, F., Peres, N.M.R., Novoselov, K. & Geim, A. K. The electronic properties of graphene. Rev. Mod. Phys. 81, 109 (2009).

[56] Brey, L., Fertig, H. A., Côté, R. & MacDonald, A.

H. Skyrme Crystal in a Two-Dimensional Electron Gas. Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 2562-2565 (1995).

[57] Cohen, M. L. Pseudopotentials and total energy calculations. Phys. Scr. T1, 5 (1982).

[58] Kresse, G. and Hafner, J. Ab initio molecular dynamics for liquid metals.Phys. Rev. B 47, 558 (1993).

[59] Kresse, G. and Furthmüller, J. Efficiency of ab-initio total energy calculations for metals and semiconductors using a plane-wave basis set. Computational Materials Science 6, 15 (1996).

[60] Kresse, G. and Furthmüller, J. Efficient iterative schemes for ab initio total-energy calculations using a plane-wave basis set. Phys. Rev. B 54, 11169 (1996).

[61] Perdew, J. P., Burke, K. & Ernzerhof, M. Generalized Gradient Approximation Made Simple. Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 3865 (1996); 78, 1396(E) (1997).