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Upstream modes and antidots poison graphene quantum
Hall effect
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The quantum Hall effect is the seminal ex-
ample of topological protection, as charge car-
riers are transmitted through one-dimensional
edge channels where backscattering is prohibited.
Graphene has made its marks as an exceptional
platform to reveal new facets of this remarkable
property. However, in conventional Hall bar ge-
ometries, topological protection of graphene edge
channels is found regrettably less robust than
in high mobility semi-conductors. Here, we ex-
plore graphene quantum Hall regime at the local
scale, using a scanning gate microscope. We re-
veal the detrimental influence of antidots along
the graphene edges, mediating backscattering to-
wards upstream edge channels, hence triggering
topological breakdown. Combined with simula-
tions, our experimental results provide further in-
sights into graphene quantum Hall channels vul-
nerability. In turn, this may ease future develop-
ments towards precise manipulation of topolog-
ically protected edge channels hosted in various
types of two-dimensional crystals.

Quantum Hall edge channels (QHECSs), formed as Lan-
dau levels (LLs) cross the Fermi energy near the borders
of two-dimensional electronic systems (2DESs), are al-
most ideal one-dimensional systems, where quasiparticle
scattering is topologically prohibited [1]. Substantial ad-
vances in the manipulation of QHECs in semiconductor-
based 2DESs lead to envision new approaches in quan-
tum computing [2-7] and open the way towards electron
quantum optics [8]. These breakthroughs require a ro-
bust topological protection of QHECs.

Graphene, characterized by the massless nature of its

charge carriers, offers even more promising perspectives
in terms of QHECs manipulation, thanks to its rich spec-
trum of relativistic quantum Hall phenomena [9]. In
that framework, different strategies relying on QHEC
propagation along p-n junctions have already been im-
plemented in this material [10-14]. However, the con-
finement of charge carriers at graphene borders appears
much more difficult to control than in semiconductor-
based 2DES, seriously impairing the topological protec-
tion of its QHECs. The explanation lies in different
fundamental reasons, including the complex electrostatic
screening of the back-gate potential related to the pres-
ence of fringing fields in most device layouts investigated
up to now [15,16], and the difficulty to control defects at
the borders of etched graphene [17-20]. The best proof of
these detrimental influences is that some fractional quan-
tum Hall signatures visible in extremely clean geometries
were only observed in the case of edgeless device layouts
such as the Corbino geometry [21,22].

Recently, local probe measurements [23,24], combined
with theory [15], led to a revision of the QHECSs pic-
ture at graphene device edges. Instead of a single type
of QHECs propagating along the border in clockwise or
anticlockwise fashion as in semiconductor-based 2DES,
the new proposed picture involves coexisting downstream
and upstream QHECs separated by few-hundred-nm
wide incompressible (i.e. insulating) strips. Topologogi-
cal breakdown of graphene QHECs would therefore orig-
inate from the coupling between up- and downstream
QHECs. This coupling has been revealed by Marguerite
et al. through scanning probe measurements [24]: on one
side, inelastic scattering were identified as a source of
thermal dissipation along up- and downstream QHECs,
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Figure 1: Imaging the topological protection break-down. a, Schematic of the experimental setup. The biased tip
can locally change the charge carriers density when applying the voltage Vi, and is moved at a distance d¢;, ~ 70 nm above
the graphene plane. The global (bulk) charge carrier density in graphene is tuned by the back gate voltage Viq. A magnetic
field B is applied perpendicularly to the graphene plane. b, Longitudinal resistance R, as a function of V4, at B = 10 T,
measured in sample G1. c-e SGM maps of R;, as a function of tip position. The scanning area is sketched by the orange
rectangle in a, located ~500 nm away from the constriction. The data are recorded with V;y = —13V - arrow in b - and

Viip = +3V (c), 0V (d) and —6V (e).

with no incidence on transport, and on the other side,
elastic tunneling was found to cause the coupling between
these channels. However, the exact tunneling mecha-
nism, and in particular a clear connection between scan-
ning probe images and macroscopic transport properties,
are still lacking.

Results

Scanning gate microscopy in the quantum Hall
regime. Here, we use scanning gate microscopy (SGM)
to build a full microscopic picture of QHECSs topological
protection breakdown in graphene. For this purpose, we
studied two devices (G1 and G2), consisting in 250 nm-
wide encapsulated graphene constrictions as presented
in Fig. la. Figure 1b displays the longitudinal resis-
tance R, as a function of back gate voltage Vg, show-
ing fingerprints of the QH regime in graphene: R, van-
ishes (orange-shaded boxes in Fig. 1b) around the filling
factors v = 44(n + 1/2), while it is maximal around
v = +4n (the n-th LL is aligned with the Fermi energy
- see supplementary section S1).

In this work, we focus on the transition between the
latter two regimes, where R,,, while close to zero, ex-
hibits fluctuations (see supplementary Fig. S6a), signa-

tures of QH topological protection breakdown. Similar
fluctuations have been evidenced in transport through
constrictions defined in high mobility semiconductor-
based 2DEG [25-28]. They have been ascribed to
backscattering between QHECs propagating at opposite
device edges, occurring through resonant tunneling via
an antidot localized state. This mechanism is particu-
larly effective when the antidot is located in the vicinity
of the constriction where QHECs are brought in close
proximity.

The antidots locations in real space can be pinpointed
thanks to SGM measurements. In SGM, local control
over the potential landscape is achieved by electrically
polarizing a sharp metallic tip moving in a plane parallel
to the device surface. Recording simultaneously R, as a
function of tip position yields SGM maps. In the case of
resonant tunneling between QHECs, a moving potential
perturbation changes the resonance conditions, turning
on and off QHECs backscattering. This yields circular
features in SGM resistance maps, centered around the
active antidot [28].

In contrast with observations in semiconductor-based
2DEGs, centers of concentric SGM fringes are also lo-
cated away from the constriction region of our graphene
device. SGM images displayed in Figs. lc-e were ob-
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Figure 2: Artist’ view of QHECs at graphene edge. a,
The two lowest LLs arising due to the perpendicular magnetic
field (green arrow) are represented as blue semi-transparent
surfaces. Because of electrostatics at the graphene edge (on
the right side), they are bent and the n = 1 LL crosses twice
the Fermi energy Er (red plane) yielding two downstream
QHEC:S (in red) and to an upstream QHEC (in blue). An an-
tidot is located between the counterpropagating QHECs and
pins a QHEC island. b,c, Line profile across the QHEC is-
land (blue dotted line in A) for the n = 1 LL (electron charge
carriers). Discrete energy levels are represented in black. The
tip-induced potential @y;p(x+ip) (gray line) tunes discrete en-
ergy levels positions with respect to E'r when varying the tip
position x+;p. When Er lies between two discrete energy lev-
els, transport is not allowed via the QHEC island (b) whereas
when a discrete energy level is aligned with Er, charge carri-
ers can tunnel between the counterpropagating QHECs (red
and blue dots) through the QHEC island (c).

tained at a distance of 500 nm from the constriction, at
Vbg = —13 V, as indicated with an arrow in Fig. 1b, i.e.
where the first deviations from R,, = 0 emerge, corre-
sponding to the onset of the v = —6 QH state breakdown.
SGM maps allow to pinpoint where the breakdown oc-
curs: indeed, non-zero R,, regions draw sets of concen-
tric rings centered close to the edges, whose number and
position evolve with the tip polarization Vi;, (Figs. lc-e
for sample G1 and supplementary Figs. S3b-f for sam-
ple G2). However, the observation of SGM contrast at
large distance from the constriction (about 500 nm in
Fig. 1, and a few pum in suppl. Fig. S3) demonstrates

that the constriction does not play a significant role here,
which is counter-intuitive in the textbook framework of
QH effect in conventional semiconductor-based 2DEGs.
In this picture, counterpropagating QHECs run along op-
posite device edges, and are separated by an insulating
bulk region much larger than the tip-induced perturba-
tion. Away from the constriction, the edge states can
only circumvent the perturbation and no tip-effect can
be expected.

The key missing ingredient in the picture, allowing
to solve the puzzling SGM signatures along the devices
edges, is electrostatics. Indeed, as predicted by the-
ory [15], inhomogeneous screening of the back gate poten-
tial by graphene charge carriers leads to non-monotonic
confining potential at the edges (see supplementary sec-
tion S4 for further discussions about the effect that edge
impurities could also have on this confining potential).
Since LLs follow the same evolution as the potential, as
schematically depicted in Fig. 2a, one then expects the
presence of both up- and downstream QHECs along the
same edge if the Fermi energy crosses twice the same
LL. Tunneling between counterpropagating QHECs can
be mediated by the presence of localized states associ-
ated with antidots, which pin circular QHECs “islands”
in-between the QH channels (Fig. 2a). These antidots
are at the origin of the characteristic concentric rings of
non-zero R,, in Figs. lc-e. Note that these SGM sig-
natures do not originate from a direct coupling of the
counterpropagating QHECs induced by the tip potential
alone: this would yield iso-resistance stripes following the
edge topography [24,29]. The absence of such stripes in
SGM maps (Figs. 1) testifies that the tip perturbation
is small enough to avoid inducing direct backscattering.

Transport through antidots. Next we detail how
the tip influences tunneling through such an antidot,
whose electronic structure has been extensively studied
in graphene with scanning tunneling microscopy [30-32].
Antidots host discrete energy levels in the QH regime,
whose positions are determined by size confinement in
the resultant QHEC island on one hand (quantum con-
tribution) and by Coulomb charging energy on the other
hand (electrostatic contribution). A more in-depth dis-
cussion on the different contributions is given in supple-
mentary section S2.2. Discrete energy levels are shifted
under the tip-induced local modification of potential
landscape, as sketched in Figs. 2b-c. The high R, rings
in Figs. 1c-e are the loci of tip positions leading to an
alignment between one of the antidot’s discrete energy
levels and the QHECs potential (Fig. 2c) whereas low
R, between the rings corresponds to Coulomb block-
ade [33,34] (Fig. 2b). This picture is confirmed by
the emergence of Coulomb diamonds in scanning gate
spectroscopy [35]: applying a DC bias between source
and drain allows to overcome Coulomb blockade as soon
as the source-drain energy windows overlaps a localized
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Figure 3: Coupling counterpropagating QHECs via an antidot. The data are obtained in sample G1 for Vi, = 0
V and B = 14 T. a, SGM map obtained at V,4 = —20.85 V, by scanning the tip inside the red rectangle indicated in the
schematic picture of the device sketched in b. b, The QHECs are represented by red (downstream) and blue (upstream)
continuous lines, and dashed line delineate the constriction. ¢, R recorded as a function of Vi, and the tip position z¢sp,
along the light blue dotted line in a. The resonances signatures (highlighted with the red and blue dashed lines) allow to
measure the tip-induced potential variation at the QHEC island location as a function of x¢;,. Blue and red dashed lines
are fits obtained with two merged half-Lorentzian functions. Above graphene, the half width at half maximum is 140 nm
whereas it is 280 nm when the tip is above the etched area. The black dashed line indicates the Vi4 limit beyond which
one of the resonances disappears. d, Longitudinal resistance R, as a function of V;4 around v = —6 - zoom on the green
rectangle of the inset. e, f, Schematics of the three lowest LLs, following the potential profile (thicker line) along x¢;p-axis in
map c for Vi3 > —21.5V (e) and V343 < —21.5V (f). g, Schematic of the QHECS in real space, at the Fermi energy indicated
by the red dash-dotted line in e (downstream in red and upstream in blue). The circular QHEC is pinned at the location of
the antidot. h, Real space schematics of QHECs corresponding to Fermi energy indicated by the red dash-dotted line in g,

where the upstream channel vanishes.

state energy (see supplementary section S3). In this
framework, the position of the antidot corresponds to
the center of the Coulomb rings (at low Vj;p, screening
effects can however distort and shift Coulomb rings, as
disccussed in supplementary section S2). Based on Figs.
1c-e, we pinpoint antidots positions at a distance between
50 and 150 nm from sample G1 boundaries. This is in
agreement with the estimated upstream QHEC position
extracted from recent local probe results [23,24].

A fundamental question emerging at this point con-
cerns the origin of the observed antidots. Atomic de-
fects at the edges of graphene have often been invoked
as source of perturbation for charge transport. How-
ever, if they were involved in the present case, it would
remain to explain how they could yield potential land-
scapes similar to the one presented in Fig. 2a, with a
potential extremum located 50 to 150 nm from the edge.
More realistically, such potential landscape could origi-
nate from two known possible sources: (i) nanoscale ran-
dom strain fluctuations, known to induce charge density
inhomogeneities in graphene [36] (ii) remote charged im-
purities in the dielectric hBN layer [37]. Both sources

lead to local variations of Dirac point energies (typi-
cally ~ 50 — 100 meV at B = 0 T, over typical dis-
tances ~ 50 — 100 nm [38]), probably ubiquitous in all
hBN/graphene/hBN heterostructures. While our exper-
iment does not allow to discriminate between strain- or
impurity-induced potential fluctuations, it provides data
on antidots distance from device borders, as well as on
their spatial distribution along the borders of graphene
devices : the typical distance between neighboring anti-
dots is in the range 100-500 nm, from data in Figs. lc-e
and S3, i.e. compatible with data from ref. [38]]. Since
the tip-induced potential perturbation extends beyond
500 nm, Coulomb rings originating from remote antidots
can superimpose, as shown on Figs. 1c-e and supplemen-
tary Figs. S3.

Back-gate and tip control of antidots The spatial
locations of the antidots being unveiled, we now examine
how their signatures emerge and evolve as a function of
Vbg. For this purpose, we scan the tip across one of the
antidots as indicated in Fig. 3a (the scan area in Fig. 3a
corresponds to the red rectangle in Fig. 3b) and plot in
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Figure 4: Tip-controlled tuning of transport through a QHEC island. a, Evolution of R., as a function of Vi
(measured along the black dotted line in Fig. 1c at Vig = =13 V and B = 12 T). b, R, profile for z¢;, ~ —60 nm (tip on
top of the antidot i.e. along the black dotted line in a). V;;, has been converted in the maximum tip-induced hole density
decrease |Angip|. ¢, Simulations of Ry, as a function of |Angp| at the lower edge of v = —6 plateau, at B = 12 T. d,
Scheme of the simulated system, with colors corresponding to the onsite potential landscape. The antidot corresponds to
the circular region where the potential is lower, centered at 45 nm from the graphene edge. The 4 leads required to compute
R.» are represented in yellow. e, Profile of the three lowest LLs (n = 0,—1, —2) along the black dashed line in d. This
graph is similar to Fig. 3f,g, except for the infinitely sharp confinement potential at the edge (right side of the figure) in
the simulation, which yields two downstream QHECs (red straight arrows). f-h, Simulated maps of current density (JDOS)
obtained for the three An;;, values indicated with arrows in ¢. On top of the R, peak (f), the JDOS around the antidot is
maximal compared to the situation of zero Ry (g). The high JDOS in the antidot highlights that the resonance condition
is reached. h, The region of finite R., in ¢ corresponds to direct backscattering of QHECs. The colored arrows indicate the

direction of the local current density.

Fig. 3c the SGM line profile as a function of V3, in the
vicinity of v = —6 for a constant Vi;, (see supplementary
section 52.3). It is well known from earlier SGM experi-
ments on Coulomb blockaded islands that such a plot al-
lows to infer the tip potential perturbation from the Vj,-
shift of Coulomb blockade resonances [33,39]. Coulomb
resonances undergo a Lorentzian evolution, as shown by
the fits in Fig. 3c, as expected for a tip-induced potential
perturbation (see supplementary section S2.3). Examin-
ing Figs. 3a, ¢ and d together, one can get the full picture
of the fate of Coulomb resonances associated with anti-
dots: Figs. 3c,d evidence that peaks identified by the red
and blue dashed lines undergo a parallel evolution with
the approaching tip perturbation, and are therefore as-
sociated with the same antidot, whose location is clearly
identified in the SGM map in Fig. 3a. Importantly, the
Coulomb resonances are also observed when the tip is far
away from the device edges which means that the tun-
neling through the antidot is not necessarily triggered by
the tip potential. Indeed, the Coulomb resonance signa-
tures can be tuned by V3, as shown in Fig. 3d.

A more intriguing behavior is also revealed for the res-
onance highlighted by the red dashed lines in Fig. 3c
: below V,, < —21.5 V (black dashed line), signatures
of this resonance vanish. This V4 threshold is inde-
pendent of V;;, as demonstrated in supplementary Fig.
S4. We propose the following picture to understand this

phenomenon. Resonances are only visible provided that
(i) a discrete state associated with an antidot is tunnel-
coupled to up- and downstream QHECs as depicted in
Fig. 3e,g and (ii) the upstream QHEC allows charge
carriers to be sent back to the injection contact. Varying
Vbg has a strong influence on the position of the upstream
QHEC (blue in Figs. 3g,h). As soon as the tunnel cou-
pling becomes too small as illustrated in Figs. 3f,h or the
upstream QHEC is no more connected to the injection
contact, backscattering through the antidot is no longer
effective and the resonance signature disappears. This
data is crucial as it confirms the presence and the contri-
bution of forward- and backward-propagating QH states
at the device border.

The coupling between the upstream QHEC and the
injection contact is essential to understand the link be-
tween the QHECs structure and the filling factor de-
duced from transport measurements. Considering that
this coupling is not perfect, the apparent filling factor
is not defined by the bulk (dark purple in Fig. 3b) but
rather by the incompressible region between the up- and
downstream QHECs (light purple in Fig. 3b). In Figs.
3e,f, the filling factor therefore takes a value v ~ —6
even if the bulk filling factor is —2. We have further dis-
cussed the coupling between QHECs and the contacts in
graphene samples in [40].

Another way to tune the position and configuration of



QHECSs, but at the local scale, consists in varying both
tip voltage and position. This is realized in Fig. 4a show-
ing the evolution of R, when scanning the tip along the
dashed line in Fig. 1d and varying Vi;,. The differ-
ent visible resonances corresponding to the same antidot
undergo parabolic evolution with Vi, as expected for lo-
calized states [39]. At low Vi, these resonances are sep-
arated by R,, ~ 0 regions (corresponding to Coulomb
blockade) while a finite R, region (in dark in Fig. 4a)
is reached at larger positive Vi;,. This evolution is also
clearly visible in Fig. 4b showing R,, versus the max-
imum tip-induced decrease in hole-density |Any;,| de-
duced from Vj;, (see supplementary section S5), for a
fixed x4, (with the tip on top of the antidot - black dot-
ted line in Fig. 4a). At lower tip perturbation, transport
is determined by tunneling through the antidot as dis-
cussed above (left inset of Fig. 4b). As the tip-induced
perturbation increases, the antidot grows and merges
with up- or downstream QHECs. The confinement of
charge carriers in the antidot is then suppressed and the
backscattering is only induced by the coupling between
the counterpropagating QHECSs, as depicted in the right
inset of Fig. 4b and further detailed in supplementary
section S7.

Simulations Tight-binding simulations reproduce the
observed phenomenology and provide further insights in
the underlying physics through real space images of the
local current density (JDOS) in the different backscatter-
ing regimes. Using the KWANT package [41] (see sup-
plementary section S8), we model one edge of the device
as a 150 nm-wide graphene ribbon represented in Fig. 4d
where the colors correspond to the onsite potential land-
scape. In our simulations, we focus on a single side of
the device, and neglect the bulk region contribution. The
antidot potential is positioned close to the center of Fig.
4d. In this geometrical configuration, counterpropagat-
ing QHECs (straight arrows in Fig. 4e) encompass the
QHEC island (curved arrows in Fig. 4e) for the Fermi
energy corresponding to the red dashed line of Fig. 4e.
The tip potential shifts the relative position of the LLs
with respect to the Fermi energy, thereby tuning the dis-
tance and coupling between the QHECs and the antidot.

Noteworthy, we observe a striking qualitative corre-
spondence between the measured (Fig. 4b) and simu-
lated (Fig. 4c) longitudinal resistance as a function of
|[Angp| © at low |Ang,|, finite R,, peaks are separated
by R, ~ 0 states and at larger |Ang,|, Ryy remains
finite. The |Any,| scale (distance between the peaks)
depends mainly on the size of the considered antidot as
well as on Coulomb interactions, not captured in our
simulations. Since all the parameters vary among the
antidots, the comparison between experimental and sim-
ulated typical |Any;p| scales will remain qualitative. The
sequence of JDOS maps shown in Figs. 4f.g provides a
real space illustration of the peaks’ origin. Comparing

Figs. 4f and g, corresponding respectively to finite and
zero R, (see Fig. 4c), we observe that, while in both
cases the antidot is coupled to downstream QH channel
(right of the figures), current through the antidot is sig-
nificantly larger in the case of Fig. 4f (as indicated by
the brighter contrast in log scale at the antidot position).
Coupling between up- and downstream QH channels is
therefore much more efficient, yielding finite R,,. At
much higher |Any;,| (Fig. 4h), the JDOS map reveals
that the raised antidot potential results in the merging
of the antidot with the upstream QHEC, confirming the
schematic picture sketched in the right inset of Fig. 4b.

Discussion

Put together, our data shed a new light on the combined
role of electrostatics (fringing fields or charged impuri-
ties) and antidots at graphene edges in QH breakdown.
Both ingredients are likely ubiquitous in most graphene-
based heterostructures studied up to now, but with varia-
tions in the importance of the different contributions. In-
deed, fringing fields become much weaker when the gate
is placed closer to graphene, for example when a graphite
backgate is used below hBN. Furthermore, charged impu-
rities at hBN etched edges depend on the etching recipe,
and Dirac point inhomogeneites may be more or less pro-
nounced depending on strain accumulated in the layers
or on the quality of hBN.

SGM data obtained at high magnetic field allow to
get precise information on active antidot locations (dis-
tance from the border, and distribution along the bor-
der), putting constraints on their possible origin. The
fine control over antidot size and coupling to QHECs
provided by the tip and back-gate voltages was shown
here to be the key to disentangle the complexity of the
QH effect phenomenology in graphene. It allows to image
and tune antidot-mediated QH effect breakdown, which
constitutes a prerequisite towards advanced control and
manipulation of QHECs in more complex devices such
as QH interferometers. These findings are indeed rele-
vant, for example, in the case of pn junction-based in-
terferometers where semi-reflecting mirrors are defined
at the edges [11,14]. Noteworthy, the main outcome of
this work, that full control over topological edge states
in graphene will only be provided through meticulous
engineering of electrostatic landscape at device borders,
can also be transposed to other types of 2D crystal-based
devices hosting topologically-protected edge states.

Materials and methods

Samples fabrication

Sample G1, depicted in figure 1a, consists in a graphene flake
encapsulated between two hBN layers (20 nm-thick for the top
layer and 30 nm-thick for the bottom layer) using dry transfer



techniques and deposited on a doped Si wafer covered by a
300 nm-thick SiOs layer. A 250 nm-wide constriction shape
has been lithographically-defined, similarly to [18]. The four
contacts allow to measure the longitudinal resistance Rg.

Sample G2, depicted in supplementary Fig. S2a, has been
built with the same processes as sample G1 and with the same
hBN layers thicknesses. The constriction has the same width.
The major difference with sample G1 lies in the presence of
six contacts, allowing to measure the Hall resistance R, in
addition to Ra..

Measurements technique

The sample has been anchored to the mixing chamber of a
dilution refrigerator whose base temperature is 100 mK and
a magnetic field B up to 14 T has been applied perpendic-
ularly to the graphene plane. Electrical signals have been
recorded using a classical lock-in technique at a frequency of
77 Hz. The longitudinal resistance is obtained from a four
probe measurement to avoid the contribution from contacts
resistance. Charge carriers type and density can be tuned by
changing the back-gate voltage V4.

The local gate used for SGM characterization consists in
a commercial metal-coated AFM tip glued on a tuning fork
whose resonance frequency is f ~ 32 kHz. The tip is elec-
trically contacted so that a voltage Vi can be applied on
it. The tip can be moved in x,y, z directions thanks to piezo
scanners. After scanning the surface in topography mode,
the distance d;, between the tip and the graphene plane can
be fixed. Applying the bias Vi, introduces an electrostatic
perturbation for conduction electrons. The conductance can
then be recorded for each tip position, yielding a SGM map.

Simulations

Tight-binding simulations have been performed using the
KWANT package [41]. We modeled one edge of the device,
neglecting the bulk region contribution (see supplementary
Fig. S8), as a 150 nm-wide graphene ribbon represented in
Fig. 4d where the colors correspond to the onsite potential
landscape. This potential is asymmetric along the x-axis, re-
sulting in the spatial profile for the LLs shown as black lines in
Fig. 4e. Their shape matches the qualitative picture given in
Figs. 3e,g for the energy levels’ evolution close to the edge of
the graphene device. Note that the confinement is infinitely
sharp in the simulation at the device border (right side of
Figs. 4d-e), contrary to the smoother evolution schematically
depicted in Fig. 3e and g, without consequence on the qual-
itative correspondence between simulation and experimental
results. Finally, the antidot potential has been modeled by a
Gaussian function and is positioned at 45 nm from the edge.

To decrease computation time, a scaling factor of four,
without incidence on the output results, was applied to the
real lattice parameter of graphene (the interatomic distance is
a =4 x 1.42 A and the hopping parameter is t = 2.7/4 eV).
More details on simulations are available in supplementary
section S8.

Data availability

The tight-binding code used to produce the simulations pre-
sented in this article are available at https://github.com/

moreaunic/Simulations_graphene_QHE

The experimental data that support the findings of this
study are available from the corresponding authors on re-
quest.
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Upstream modes and antidots poison graphene
quantum Hall effect

- Supplementary materials -

S1 Fan diagrams and determination of the lever-arm

In this work, we studied two samples (G1 and G2). Both consist in hBN-encapsulated monolayer
graphene etched in a constriction-shaped geometry as shown with optical microscopy photographies
in the inset of Fig. Sla for sample G1 and in Fig. S1b for sample G2. The charge carriers density n
in graphene is tuned via the back gate voltage V34 applied on the degenerately doped silicon substrate
separated from graphene by a 300 nm-thick layer of silicon oxide and the 20 nm-thick bottom hBN.
The lever arm o = n/V,, can be extracted for both samples by recording longitudinal resistance
R, while varying V;, (the Fermi energy Er is shifted) and the magnetic field B (the energy gap
between the Landau levels (LLs) depends on B). In a textbook representation of quantum Hall effect,
backscattering is maximized when a Er is aligned with one of the LL. It results in strips of local R,,
maxima in the V4 — B map located along the straight lines

wh
B, = %a(ng ) (1)
where n are the LLs labels (negative for holes and positive for electrons) and Vjg0 is the back gate
voltage corresponding to charge neutrality (+1.2 V for sample G1 and +7.4 V for sample G2). Fits to
the R,, maxima strips were performed for both samples (dotted lines in Fig. Sla for sample G1 and
Fig. Slc for sample G2) and allowed to determine the values of a about 9.4 x 10** m=2V~1,

S2 Effect of the tip potential screening in the SGM signatures

In this section, we first present the SGM measurements obtained with sample G2. Peculiar SGM
signatures appear in this device at low tip voltage, that we attribute to screening effects of the tip
potential by the back gate. Then, we detail the resonance condition enabling the coupling between
counterpropagating quantum Hall edge channels (QHECs) through an antidot. Finally, we further
discuss the interplay between the tip, the back gate and the graphene plane and their mutual screening.
It has important implications in the characterization of the tip-induced potential.

S2.1 SGM measurement on sample G2

All experimental data presented in the manuscript were obtained on sample G1. In this section, we
present the SGM measurements obtained on our second device (sample G2). The data exhibit the
same features as presented in the manuscript. A schematic of the experimental setup used for sample
G2 is shown in Fig. S2a. The longitudinal resistance R, as well as the Hall conductance G, recorded
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Figure S1: Fan diagrams for samples G1 and G2 a, R., map as a function of V44 and B for sample G1.
The dashed lines follow the couples (Vi4, B) for which, in a textbook representation of quantum Hall effect,
a bulk Landau level is aligned with the Fermi energy (Rs. exhibits local maxima along these lines). These
maxima coincide with the filling factors v that label each line. The inset shows an optical picture of sample
G1. The BN-encapsulated graphene device has a blue color and the 4 gold contacts have a yellow color. b,
Optical picture of sample G2. The 6 contacts of this sample allow to measure both longitudinal resistance R,
and Hall conductance Guy. ¢, Rz map as a function of V44 and B for sample G2. As in a, the dashed lines
are labeled by the filling factor.

as a function of back gate voltage V4, under a magnetic field of 14 T are presented in the graphics of
Fig. S2b.

Figure S3 presents several SGM maps obtained at 14 T by scanning the tip at ~ 55 nm above the
graphene plane within the scan area sketched in Fig. S2a. As for the manuscript’s data, we explored
the transition between v = —6 and v = —2 (Fig. S3a) where breakdown of QHECs topological
protection occurs. In these conditions, the same fingerprints of high resistance rings along the device
edges emerge in sample G2, highlighting the presence of antidots as the cause of topological breakdown.
In the manuscript (sample G1), we explain that the rings are centered above the antidots, at a distance
between 50 and 150 nm from device borders, in agreement with the QHECs region width reported in

11



I Sample G2

) S

Rxx(kQ)
O L N W A U O N ©

ng(V)

Figure S2: Experimental setup for sample G2 a, Schematic of sample G2. The biased tip can locally
change the electron density when applying the voltage Vi, and is moved at a distance dy;p ~ 50 nm above
the encapsulated graphene constriction. The global electron density is tuned by the back gate voltage V4. A
perpendicular magnetic field B is applied perpendicularly to the graphene plane. b, Transport measurements
(the longitudinal resistance Rz, in blue and the Hall conductance G4y in gray) obtained for B = 14 T. The
light blue stripes indicate the region of zero R,., associated with conductance plateau at 262/h around v = —2
and 6¢*/h around v = —6.

literature [23]. In Fig. S3b, however, the rings are centered on the device’s borders. In figures S3c-f,
SGM signatures are even not circular and exhibit peer shapes.
We explain these surprising observations by two mechanisms:

e Metallic gates and graphene are known to screen the tip potential, leading to shifts and deforma-
tions of the SGM signatures. In particular, Schnez et al. studied a graphene quantum dot with
SGM and observed that the circular signatures in SGM maps, caused by Coulomb blockade, were
shifted because of the side gates used to control the charging state of the dot [42]. We interpret
our observed shifts and deformation of high R, rings as screening of the tip-induced potential
by the back gate. We are comforted in our interpretation by the fact that deformations of the
high R, rings are stronger at low Vi, (Figs. S3c-f with Vi, = 0 V) than at high V;;, (Fig. S3b
with Vi, = +3 V) where rings are circular. Screening effects will be discussed in more details in
section S2.3.

e There is an uncertainty on the position of sample G2 edges coming from the fact that they were
determined by electrostatic force microscopy. This technique consists in mapping the force applied
on the tip, related to the electrostatic interactions with the substrate. When the tip lies above
graphene or above the remote polarized back gate, both grounded metallic plane but located at
different distances from the tip, the resulting electrostatic interaction in different. The transition
of electrostatic environment when crossing the edge result in a smooth signal when the tip is 55 nm
above the graphene plane and hence an uncertainty of about 100 nm in our case. In sample G1,
edges positions were determined more conventionally by atomic force microscopy (AFM) and the
sharp transition of the measured height at the edges decreases the uncertainty on their position.

S2.2 Resonance condition

Here, we detail the resonance condition of an antidot, whose electronic structure has been extensively
studied in two recent papers [31,32] (note that in these cases antidots were created by introducing
charges in the hBN substrate whereas they preexist in our samples). When the antidot charging energy
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Figure S3: Imaging the break-down of topological protection in sample G2. a, Zoom on Fig. S2
between v = —6 and v = —2 corresponding to the loss of topological protection (non-zero Rs.). b-f, SGM
maps obtained at 14 T and Vi = +3 V (b) and Vi = 0 V (c-f). The Vi, values used for each map are
indicated with the arrows in a. The rings of higher R., are the loci of tip positions leading to a resonance
between an antidot localized state and the counterpropagating QHECs and hence the beakdown of topological
protection of these channels.

is equal for N and N + 1 charge carriers, charge-discharge events can occur. In the QH regime, the
antidot charging energy is given by [43-46]

BJA

U(N) -

2 N
(qN - ch + Ctip‘/tip + Cbg%g) + Z En (2)
n=1

1

- 2Cx
where Cy; is the antidot capacitance, g the electron (—e) or hole (4¢) charge, f. the number of QHECs
around the antidot, §A the area variation of the antidot, Ci;pViip and CpgVig the charge imbalance
induced by the tip and the back-gate voltage respectively and F,, the quantum resonant energy levels.
By moving the biased tip near the antidot, the capacitance term Cy;p, the area §A as well as the
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quantum terms E,, in Eq. 2 vary according to the tip position r¢;,. The Coulomb rings in Figs. lc-d
and Figs. S3b-f are the loci of ry;,;, for which the resonance condition U(N) = U(N + 1) is reached,
when the system is at equilibrium. As will be discussed in section S7, the quantum terms are small
compared to the Coulomb contribution.

S2.3 Characterization of the tip-induced perturbation

In Fig. 3b of the manuscript, we showed that mapping R,, vs Vi, and y, (along a line passing
above an antidot) yields a direct image of the tip-induced potential felt by the antidot for a given
V}ipl. Indeed, the induced potential was given by the shift in the Coulomb resonance signatures (R,
peaks) along Vj, corresponding to the alignment of one of the antidot resonance levels with the Fermi
energy. We then used Lorentzian functions to fit the induced potential and the function turns out to
decay faster when the tip is above the graphene plane, which is expected from the screening of the
graphene charge carriers. Here, we explore in more details the influence of screening on the tip-induced
potential.
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Figure S4: Effect of the screening on the tip-induced potential a-f, R,, maps when varying y::, and
Vig obtained in the same conditions as Fig. 3 of the manuscript with Vi;p = =3V (a), =2 V (b), =1 V (¢), 0
V (d), +1 Ve and +2 V (f). Coulomb resonance signatures corresponding to the studied antidot all disappear
when Vig < —21.5 V (light blue dash-dotted lines), as discussed in the manuscript. The dark blue dashed lines
indicate the device edge position.

Figure S4 gives the same maps as Fig. 3b of the manuscript for different values of V;;,. For each map,
we expect Coulomb resonances to follow a Lorentzian evolution along y:;, with an amplitude related to

IThe workfunction difference between the tip and graphene plane should be added to the tip voltage so that around
+3 V should be added to the effective V;;;, used in Eq. 2 [47]
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Viip, as made in the manuscript. A striking feature however appears in Figs. S4a,b. When following a
Coulomb resonance line, it first reaches a maximum then a minimum value and the curvatures changes
between them. In other words, the tip-induced potential exhibits a positive biased feature when the tip
is outside the graphene plane and a negative biased feature when the tip is above graphene, far from
the expected Lorentzian evolution. Schnez et al. observed the same kind of signature and attributed
it to two different origins. First, the coupling between the tip and the studied antidot (Cy;yp in Eq. 2)
is not symmetric on both sides of the antidot because of the difference of screening between the back
gate and the graphene plane. Second, the coupling between the back gate and the antidot (Cyg in Eq.
2) also changes with the tip position due to screening effects. The combination of both effects explain
how the features of Figs. S4a,b emerge.

As discussed in the manuscript, the resonance lines vanish below a given V4. In Fig. S4, the Vi,
limit is the same in all maps and is indicated with blue dashed lines.

Finally, some resonances are also visible for V3, < —21.5 V in Figs. S4 and in Fig. 3 of the
manuscript. These resonances evolve slightly with the tip position. We ascribe them to signatures of
the topological breakdown occurring between the v = —6 and v = —10 plateaus, far from the region
scanned by the tip in Fig. 1 of the manuscript. It explains the small influence of the tip on these
signatures.

S3 Coulomb diamonds

In this section, we show that the high R,, lines observed in our SGM data are indeed caused by
transport through localized states (here associated with the presence of antidots). We drive this
conclusion from Fig. S5c obtained by varying a DC bias voltage V4 (resulting in the measured DC
current Igq through the sample) while moving the tip along the red dashed line in Figs. S5a,b. When
applying a DC bias, the electrochemical potential levels of the input (source) and output (drain) leads
are shifted with respect to each other and the energy window in which a discrete energy level associated
with an antidot can contribute to charge carrier conduction is widened. It yields in the appearance of
diamond shaped bright areas in the R,, map of Fig. S5c, indicating the couples of V4 and tip position
for which transport through the antidot is forbidden (Coulomb blockade) so that counterpropagating
QHECSs are not coupled (no backscattering). These diamonds are separated by non-zero R, regions
corresponding to resonance signatures (highlighted with blue arrows). In that situation, charge carriers
can flow through the antidot and counterpropagating QHECs are coupled.

The same kind of low-R,;-diamonds is obtained when varying both Iy and V44 as shown in Fig.
S6b. Contrarily to Fig. S5c¢ where the diamonds are associated to a single antidot?, tuning Vj, changes
the charging energy of all the antidots in the system. The non-zero R,, regions between each diamond
correspond to the R,, peaks observed at zero DC bias in the inset of Fig. S6a. It is therefore clear
that these peaks are signatures of localized states resonances associated with antidots.

S4 Emergence of counterpropagating QHECs

In the manuscript, we show that the topological breakdown of QHECs is caused by the presence
of both forward and backward QHECs along the same graphene edge and their coupling through
antidots. In this section, we discuss the most widespread hypotheses about the appearance of these
counterpropagating channels. We point out the different unsolved issues in these theories and the
additional explorations that they required.

In 2008, Silvestrov and Efetov [15] reported in a theoretical article that the screening of the back
gate (modeled by an infinite conductor plane) by graphene charge carriers lead to the emergence
of charge accumulation along the device edges. In the QH regime, it results in the appearance of

2the resonance conditions are reached by changing the charging energy of this antidot only when moving the tip in
its vicinity
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Figure S5: Coulomb diamonds related to a single antidot a, SGM map obtained at 12 T with V,y =
—17.75 V and Vip = 0 V in sample G1. The blue dashed line indicate sample edges. b, Zoom in the square
area indicated with a dotted line in a. Coulomb rings are more contrasted due to slower scan rate. ¢, Ry, map
as a function of the tip position (along the red dashed line y:;, in a) and the source-drain DC current ;4. Blue
arrow indicate the resonance signatures (Coulomb rings in a and b). These resonances widen by increasing
the absolute value of I,4 so that diamond-shaped regions of zero R, appear in the graph. The dotted arrows
indicate weaker resonances not visible in a and b.
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Figure S6: Coulomb diamonds obtained when varying back gate voltage a, R,, measured as a
function of V44 at 8 T in sample G1. The inset shows a zoom around v = —6 (red dashed line). R, signal
deviates from zero (loss of the QHECSs topological protection) by exhibiting peaks. b, R;> map as a function
of Vg and Isq. Zero R, Coulomb diamonds appear between each R, peak of a.

counterpropagating QHECs along device borders. This theory has been widely invoked by several
authors to explain experimental observations in the QH regime [23, 48, 49].

In 2013, Vera-Marun et al. studied the evolution of the lever arm as a function of the distance
from edges in graphene (and bilayer graphene) samples [48]. To do so, they applied a perpendicular
magnetic field that confined charge carriers along the device edges, in a region whose width is given by
the cyclotron radius. Hence, they were able to probe the lever arm evolution between the bulk and the
edges by changing the cyclotron radius of the charge carriers participating to conduction. Their results
were close to theoretical simulations based exclusively on electrostatics, excepted when the cyclotron
radius becomes smaller than 25 nm where the lever arm seamed to saturate. The lever arm increased
by ~ 100% between zero and high magnetic field.

In 2014, Barraud et al. conducted a similar study but found an increase of the lever arm of only
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20% between zero and maximal magnetic field [49]. They concluded that the charge density profile is
not given solely by electrostatics. They claim that features depending on the studied sample, such as
localized states at the edges, can reduce the theoretical charge accumulation due to electrostatics.

In 2016, Cui et al. observed that Hall conductance plateaus (corresponding to zero R,) don’t
necessarily coincide with an insulating bulk in graphene samples [23] as expected in conventional QH
effect observed in semiconductor-based two dimensional electron gas [50]. To explain this surprising
discovery, they use the charge accumulation model and the associated presence of counterpropagating
channels in the QH regime. They state that QHECSs region (where live forward and backward chan-
nels coexist in close proximity) is decoupled from the bulk by an incompressible (insulating) strip.
Backscattering can therefore occur between counterpropagating channels along the same edge while
the bulk is insulating or backscattering can be prohibited while the bulk is conducting. However,
the shift they observed between Hall plateau and insulating bulk positions as a function of V4, is not
always the same for holes and electrons. Their conclusion was the same as Ref. [49] : impurities at the
edges locally modulate the electrostatic potential at the edges.

Finally, in 2019, Marguerite et al. [24] used a SQUID-on-tip nanothermometer (that can also be
used as a SGM) to study the breakdown of QHE topological protection in graphene. As in the present
study, they observed signatures of large longitudinal resistance at the edges and invoked the presence of
counterpropagating QHECSs to explain their results. They however made a striking observation : at the
charge neutrality point (V44 = 0), signatures of counterpropagating QHECs persist. Inhomogeneous
gating is not able to explain this observation since the increase of charge carriers density at the edges
should be proportional to the applied Vi, (here close to zero). They then conclude that a holes
accumulation at graphene edges preexist in their samples, due to the presence of negatively charged
impurities at the edges.

From these different studies, it appears that the exact shape as well as the physical origin of the
inhomogeneous edge potential remain largely unknown. For our devices, the lever arm modulation
is small when varying the magnetic field (the stripes of local resistance maxima only slightly deviate
from the theoretical dashed straight lines in Figs. Sla,c). This could be explained either by the
presence of edge impurities affecting the potential modulation (Barraud et al. and Cui et al.) so
that it saturates quickly near the physical device’s borders or by the presence of a preexisting hole
accumulation (Marguerite et al.). These two hypothetic mechanisms can furthermore coexist.

In conclusion, further studies are needed to characterize accurately the influence that edge impurities
have on the potential modulation. In this work, we therefore use an arbitrary potential for simulation
that exhibits qualitative features compatible with experimental evidences. That is, a bending of edge
potential that quickly saturates when approaching device’s borders (further details in section S8).

S5 Determination of the maximal tip-induced density change

In Fig. 4b of the manuscript, we converted the tip bias V4;, into an induced change of carrier density.
In particular, since we deal with hole carriers and we apply a positive tip bias, we induce a maximum
decrease of the local hole density denoted |Any;p|. To convert Vi, into |Any,|, we can rely on the maps
of Fig. S4. The shift of the Coulomb resonances gives a direct correspondence between the effective
tip-induced potential ¢y, and Vy, as a function of y.;,. Because the result of Fig. 4b were obtained
with the tip above the antidot, |Any;,| corresponds to the maximal change of density, obtained at the
maximum of ¢y;;,. For each value of Vi, of Fig. S4, we then have

‘ngw(vtip) = Ang(Vtip) (3)

where AVy,(Viip) is the difference between the maximal Coulomb resonance shift in V3, and the
Coulomb resonance position in V4, without tip influence (|y:ip| = o0). In Eq. 3, the term ¢p}® (Vi)
is supposed to be proportional to Vi, [51]. However, we must notice that AV, (Vip = 0) # 0 in Fig.

S4c (and Fig. 3b of the manuscript). This is due to the workfunction Viyr between the tip and the
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graphene plane that adds an offset to the applied tip bias V;;p so that
AVig(Viwr) =0 (4)
The maximal tip-induced potential is then given by @?}Z‘}z(Vtip) = auip(Viip — Viwr) with

AVb!J(Wip)
Viip — Vwr

Qtip =
By using the result of Eq. 1, |Any,| can be obtained from Eq. 3 as
|Angip| = | AVpg (Viip)| (6)
Based on Eq. 6, it is easy to link |Anyp| to Vip. From Egs. 6 and 5, we have

«

(Viip — Vwwr) (7)

tip

Anygy) = \

We must now assign values to the parameters oy, and Viyp.

In section S2, we discussed the central role of screening in the tip-induced potential experienced by
an antidot located at the graphene device edge. We observed that both Cy;, and Cp, changed as a
function of y;p, leading to the peculiar tip-potential evolution extracted in Fig. S4a, at Vi, = =3 V.
From this map, it appears that no value of V4;;, can exactly fulfill the condition of Eq. 4 since the
effective tip-induced potential is different above graphene and outside the sample. We therefore had
to estimate the work function value from the data of Fig. S4. By took as criterion that the mean AV},
along v, should be close to 0. It led us to take Viyp ~ =3 V.

Finally, we estimated ay;, from Fig. 3b of the manuscript. In this figure, the Lorentzian fit gave us
AVyg = —1.55 V. Considering the work function value determined just above, we obtained from Eq. 5
that Qtip ~ 2.

From these numerical values (such as the value of « given in section S1), Eq. 7 gives us a direct link
between the tip-induced decrease of holes density and the tip bias expressed as

|Anp| ~ (Viip +3) x 4.7 ~ 101 m~2v 1, (8)

S6 Measurements for electron-type charge carriers

In the manuscript, such as in section S2, all the presented results were obtained with hole type charge
carriers. In this section, we explain why we were not able to lead a proper study with electron type
charge carriers at high magnetic field in both studied samples.

In sample G1, it was not possible to properly define the longitudinal resistance R, at high magnetic
field for electron-type charge carriers, as shown in Fig. Sla. Indeed, the current dropped to zero
between v = 0 and v = +4, leading to diverging R,.. It must be due to the loss of electrical contact
between the metallic leads and the graphene plane. For v > 44, we recovered all the current we
injected in the sample but the voltage V., exhibited large chaotic fluctuations that we associate to
poor equilibration of the metallic contacts with the QH QHECs. The SGM maps obtained with these
parameters were therefore unexploitable. Nevertheless, we managed to extract data in the electron
side at lower magnetic field that are discussed in [40]. In this paper, we discuss the role of contacts in
the electron-hole asymmetry.

In sample G2, a leak between the electron gas and the back gate for V44 > +11 V prevented us to
make measurements with electron-type charge carriers.
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S7 The different regimes of backscattering through an antidot

In this section, we discuss in more details the different regimes of coupling between up- and downstream
QHECs through an antidot. Indeed, the longitudinal resistance R, reflects the backscattering of
charge carriers tuned by the transmission T" between up- and downsteam QHECs. This transmission
can be expressed as

T=TiToTou (9)

where Ty, is the transmission between a downsteam QHEC and the antidot, T, is the transmission
through the antidot and Ty, is the transmission between the antidot and the upstream QHEC.
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Figure S7: Different scenario of transmission between the up- and downstream QHECs through
an antidot. The downstream QHECs are represented in red and flow along the device edge (located downwards
in each schematic). The upstream mode is in blue. The coupling between QHECs are represented with dotted
lines and orange halos. a, The antidot is coupled to the upstream QHEC when the transmission T, > 0 and
to the nearest downstream QHEC when T4, > 0. The two downstream QHECs can be equilibrated when the
transmission Tgq > 0. b, When the antidot is enlarged (by changing the potential in the vicinity of the antidot
with the biased tip for instance), the QHEC loop of the antidot can be merged with the up- and downstream
QHECGS so that Ty, = Tuuw = 1. If the two downstream QHEC are not equilibrated at all (Tgq = 0), then
Rz should indeed be zero. ¢, By considering that the potential is not symmetric on both sides of the antidot
due to band bending (f), Tye < Tau. In this situation, while Tg,, = 1, the downstream QHEC is not fully
equilibrated with the upstream QHEC and R, is not zero. d-f, Schematics of the three first Landau levels in
the vicinity of the antidot. Due to band bending, the potential is not symmetric on both sides of the antidot.

We now discuss three regimes linked to the radius R of the antidot (see Fig. S7). This radius is
varied by changing either the Fermi energy Er compared to the Landau levels (through a change of
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the back-gate voltage Vj4), either through the local change of potential induced by the carge tip, as
discussed in Fig. 4 of the manuscript.

In the first regime (Figs. S7a,e), the antidot is tunnel-coupled to the down- and upstream QHECs.
The corresponding transmission coefficients are respectively 0 < Ty, < 1 and 0 < T,, < 1. In this
case, the total transmission T' of Eq. 9 is given by the transmission T, in the antidot. As detailed in
the manuscript, T, = 1 when one of the discrete energy levels of the antidot is aligned with the Fermi
level (Fig. 2c of the manuscript) and T, = 0 otherwise (Fig. 2b of the manuscript). It results in a
succession of peaks in R, as the antidot’s radius R increases (Fig. S7j). The maximal values of these
peaks increases with R since the transmissions Ty, and Ty, increases when the QHEC loop associated
to the antidot draws nearer form the down- and upstream QHECs.

In the second regime (Figs. S7b,f), the antidot is so large that it merges with the upstream. Therefore
Tow = 1. In this situation, the antidot is no more a closed system and does not carry discrete energies
so that T, = 1. The transmission T only varies with Ty, that increases with R (Fig. ST7j).

I the third regime (Figs. S7c,g), the antidot still enlarges and merges with both the up- and
downstream QHECs. Therefore, Ty, = T, = T,, = 1. In that case, the backscattering between down-
and upstream QHECs is direct. In the case of a perfect coupling between the upstream QHEC and the
injection contact, R, is expected to vanish (Fig. S7k, orange line). In this situation, the filling factor
is given by the bulk and is therefore around v = —2. However, if the upstream QHEC is only partially
coupled with the injection contact [40], R,, remains finite (Fig. S7k, blue line). This mechanism is
a good candidate to explain the wide transition between two zero R, regions in the R,, — V34 curve
in Fig. 1b of the manuscript and Fig. S3b. Finally, in the fourth regime (Figs. S7d,h), the upstream
QHEC disappears, such as the second downstream QHEC. R, then vanishes (Fig. S71) and the filling
factor is around v = —2.

Finally, in the fourth regime (Figs. S7d;h), the upstream QHEC disappears, such as the second
downstream QHEC. R, then vanishes (Fig. S71) and the filling factor is around v = —2.

S8 Details on simulations

In this section, we detail the simulation methods. We first explain the choice of the tight-binding
formalism to perform our simulation as well as the limitations inherent to this method. We then
develop the tight-binding system used to reproduce the experimental results. We finish by presenting
two different models that capture the main experimental features.

S8.1 Tight-binding modelization and the absence of Coulomb energy

As precised in the main text, simulations were performed in the tight-binding framework using the
KWANT package [41]. Whereas this package does not provide a recursive Poisson-Schrédinger solver,
purely quantum mechanical-based calculations can capture the main physics we want to explore :
coupling between QHECS via a localized state (an antidot). The major difference between simulations
and the experiment therefore lays in the absence of Coulomb blockade in the antidot. Discrete energy
levels originate only from the size confinement of the antidot (quantum terms E,, in Eq. 1 of the main
text). We therefore expect a qualitative correspondence between experiment and simulations, with the
appearance of high R, peaks when one of the discrete energy level aligns with the Fermi energy but
we also expect a significantly quantitative difference in the energy spacing between two peaks, since
Coulomb energy is neglected in simulations. This is indeed observed in Fig. 4 of the manuscript.

S8.2 Construction of the tight-binding model

In this section, we detail the tight-binding model we developed in order to simulate our experiment.
Because the computation time increases fast with the number of atoms in the system [41], we can not
simulate the whole sample. We therefore had to focus on a small region.
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S8.2.1 The tight-binding Hamiltonian

The tight-binding Hamiltonian can be expressed in the second quantization formalism as [52]

H=> U)ele;— Y tele (10)

<i,j>

where t = 2.7 eV is the hopping parameter, < ¢,j > is the restriction over the nearest neighboring
atoms indices, é;r and ¢; are respectively the creation and annihilation operators on site ¢ and U(r;) is
the potential on site i. For an hexagonal lattice as graphene, the energy dispersion at low energies is
linear as a function of the wavevector k such that

t
E= i%|k\ (11)

where @ = 1.42 A is the inter-atomic distance of graphene. In this expression, the constant ratio
between E and |k| is directly proportional to the Fermi velocity vp = 3at/2h. It is therefore possible
to apply a scaling on a to reduce the number of atom in the studied system while keeping both the
Fermi energy Er and the Fermi wavelength kp of charge carriers unchanged. It implies to define the
following scaled quantities [52]

Qscaled = A X S and tscaled = t/S (12)

where s is the scaling factor.
The magnetic field B is introduced in the tight-binding Hamiltonian of Eq. 10 by modifying the
hopping parameter t as

t — texp <—j;B(xi—xj)yi;yj) (13)
where (x;,y;) are the coordinates of site . In graphene, the scaling transformations of Eq. 12 also
keeps LL energies unchanged while varying s at constant magnetic field B. Indeed, these energies are

given by [9]
E, =vrpVv2hevnB (14)

where n =0, +1, +2,...1s the LL label (+ for electrons and — for holes).

Since kp and FE, does not change with the scaling factor s, the transport simulation outputs will
not be affected by the choice of s at a given Fr. Concerning the Fermi energy, we chose to change
the onsite parameter U(r;) in Eq. 10 while keeping Er = 0 to adjust the charge carrier density. For
a uniform potential, this is equivalent to adjusting the charge carrier density by changing Fr with
U = 0 eV. This is illustrated by Fig. S8. To define hole-type charge carriers, the potential should be
positive (U > 0).

0 X —
Er / \ U(x )

_7_ -------- —‘EF /0 \ / \ X

Figure S8: The density and the type of charge carriers can be defined in two equivalent ways.
a, Hole-type charge carriers are obtained by defining a negative Er with the onsite parameter U = 0 eV. b,
Hole-type charge carriers are obtained by defining a positive onsite parameter with a zero Fermi energy Er = 0
eV. Compared to the situation depicted in a, it has the advantage to easily change the charge carrier density
in the space.
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The tip-induced potential is modeled with a Lorentzian function added to the onsite term of Eq.
10. The function is given by
Vmam

14 (—)2
Ryip
where r; is the position of site 4, V4, is the tip potential maximum, ry;, is the tip position in the
x — y plane and Ry is half width at half maximum. From the experimental value (see Fig. 3b of the
manuscript), we took Ry, = 200 nm (we didn’t include the potential deformation due to screening).
Here, V4, is directly related to the tip-induced change of charge carriers density Ang;, discussed in

section S5 for the experiment. To compare the simulations and the experiment, we need to find a
correspondence between the charge density and the energy.

Viip(ri) = (15)

The relation between the carrier density n(r;) and the onsite parameter U(r;) is simply given by [52]

n(r;) = 1 (U(M)Q (16)

s hUF

By expressing the Fermi velocity in terms of a and ¢ (vp = 3at/2h), Any,, can easily be found by

o 4 Ubulk+Vmaz ? 4 Ubulk 2
Anvip = 97 ( at ) 97 at (7)

where U,k is the uniform onsite potential in the graphene bulk, as will be detailed in Fig. S9d of the
next section.

S8.2.2 Geometrical definition of the simulated system

As discussed in detail in the manuscript, only the counterpropagating QHECSs, located along the
device edges, contribute to charge carriers transport, and the bulk is insulating. Furthermore, charge
carriers flow without dissipation in forward propagating QHECs except when an antidot induces a
coupling between forward and backward propagating channels (the coupling is determined by the
transmission T of Eq. (9)). To capture the physics of the problem with simulations, we can therefore
focus only on a small region along one of the device edges in which an antidot is located between the
counterpropagating channels, as depicted in Fig. S9a. A schematic view of the energy landscape with
a high magnetic field applied perpendicularly to the studied region is presented in Fig. S9b. Forward
(red) and backward (blue) propagating QHECs appear at the intersection between the Fermi energy
and the first Landau level (LL). An antidot (QH loop) is created due to a bump in the potential.

In order to reach the situation depicted in Fig. S9b, we designed the potential represented in Fig.
S9c¢ and Fig. 4e in the manuscript. This potential corresponds to the onsite term U(r;) in Eq. 10.
The potential profile shown in Fig. S9d (or Fig. 4f in the manuscript) highlights the presence of an
antidot located between the counterpropagating QHECs. The QHECs emerge at the crossing between
the LLs and the Fermi energy Er. In particular, the forward QHEC (red arrow at the bottom of
Fig. S9c) appears along the device border due to edge confinement (hard wall potential). In the same
way, a “parasitic” backward channel (blue arrow at the top of Fig. S9c) exists where the bulk is
supposed to be insulating. We avoid the contribution from this QHEC by only computing transport
from the left towards the right lead in the inset of Fig. S9a. In this simulation, we ignore the coupling
between QHECs and the ohmic contacts since we only concentrate on the coupling between up- and
downstream QHEC through the antidot, determined by the transmission 7" of Eq. (9).

Simulations of the whole sample, including the study of the coupling between QHECs and the ohmic
contacts, are presented in [40]. Nevertheless, the large size of the simulated sample in this study does
not allow to have a precise characterization of the transmission through the antidot, that is perfectly
captured in the system of Fig. SO.
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Figure S9: Definition of the simulated system a, The simulated region is defined as the red rectangle. It
is chosen to capture the physics along one of the edges of the whole sample used in the experiment. b, Artist’s
view of the physics we want to examine in the region defined in a. More details in Fig. 2a of the manuscript.
c, Potential landscape (term U(r;) in Eq. 10), similar to Fig. 4e of the manuscript. The arrows illustrate the
charge carriers flow in QHECs (forward in red and backward in blue). QHECSs appear at the natural graphene
edges (bottom red and top blue arrows). By considering only left to right transport, the backward top channel
does not contribute. d, Three lowest Landau levels (LLs) along the dotted lines of c¢. The dark gray curves
represent the LLs passing by the antidot and the light gray dashed curves represent the LLs that are not affect
by the antidot potential. Upyr gives the potential value in the bulk and AU = (Upyir models the increase of
charge density at the edges. Here, we chose arbitrarily ( = 0.6. The profiles in the potential U of Fig. c are
depicted with bold lines (coinciding with the n = 0 LL).

S8.2.3 The different studied systems

We simulated different systems to check that the observed results were resilient to changes of magnetic
field, antidot size and modeling of the QHECs. Here, two systems of different size are detailed, including
the system presented in the manuscript.

The dimensions of the first studied system are 150 x 250 nm? and the antidot is modeled with a
Gaussian function centered 45 nm away from the edge and having a FWHM of 72 nm (see Fig. 4d of
the manuscript). A scaling factor s = 4 (Eq. 12) has been used to decrease the computation time. The
Ry, curve as a function of Uy, is shown in Fig. S10. The R, curve as a function of Any;, presented
in Fig. S10b (same as Fig. 4c of the manuscript) is obtained for Uy, = 0.0895 eV (red arrow in Fig.
S10a).
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Figure S10: Transport measurements in the first studied system. a, R., as a function of Upuk (see
Fig. S9d). b, R, as a function of the maximal tip-induced change of hole density |Any;p| with Upwie = 0.0895
eV (red arrow in a).
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The second simulated system is presented in Figs. S9c,d. The dimensions are 85 x 120 nm? and
the antidot is modeled by a Gaussian function of full width at half maximum (FWHM) of 28 nm and
centered 26.5 nm from the edge. No scaling was applied to the inter-atomic distance (¢ = 1.42 A)
and to the hopping parameter (t = 2.7 V). R, as a function of Any;, obtained with a magnetic field
of 12 T are presented in Fig. Slla. As for the first situation, R,, peaks appear by increasing the
tip perturbation. However, the spacing between the peaks is wider than for the larger antidots (Fig.
S10b). This is expected since the quantum discrete energy levels move apart from each others when
decreasing the size of the localized state.

The local current density for different values of Any;, are presented in Figs. S11b-e. As discussed
in the manuscript, the current density in the antidot is higher on a R,, peak (Fig. Sllc) than at
zero R, (Fig. S11b). It highlights that R, peaks coincide with resonance conditions in the antidot.
As detailed in Fig. 4i of the manuscript, the finite R,, plateau correspond to direct backscattering
between the forward and the backward QHEC.
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Figure S11: Transport measurements in the second studied system. a, R, as a function of the

maximal tip-induced change of hole density |Any;p| with Uswir = 0.089 eV obtained with the potential presented
in Fig. S9c,d. b-d, Local current density maps obtained for the values Any;, indicated with arrows in a.
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