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Orbital angular momentum driven intrinsic spin Hall effect
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We propose a mechanism of intrinsic spin Hall effect (SHE). In this mechanism, local orbital
angular momentum (OAM) induces electron position shift and couples with the bias electric field
to generate orbital Hall effect (OHE). SHE then emerges as a concomitant effect of OHE through
the atomic spin-orbit coupling. Spin Hall conductivity due to this mechanism is estimated to be
comparable to experimental values for heavy metals. This mechanism predicts the sign change of the
spin Hall conductivity as the spin-orbit polarization changes its sign, and also correlation between
the spin Hall conductivity and the splitting of the Rashba-type spin splitting at surfaces.
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Spin Hall effect (SHE) [1] is a phenomenon in which
electrons with opposite spins are deflected in opposite
side ways. Its first experimental confirmation [2] was
achieved for n-doped GaAs and very small spin Hall con-
ductivity ogy ~ 1 Q7 'm~! was obtained, which was at-
tributed [3] to the extrinsic mechanisms |4] of SHE such
as skew scattering and side jump. For some heavy met-
als, on the other hand, much larger ogy was reported |5].
For Pt, for instance, reported values range from 2.4 x 10*
Q7 'm~! [6] to 5.1 x 105 Q~'m~! [7]. Such large ospy
raises hope for device applications of SHE. The current-
induced magnetization switching observed in Ta/CoFeB
magnetic bilayer [8] is attributed to the large SHE in
Ta, which injects strong spin Hall current into CoFeB to
switch its magnetization direction.

Large ogy is often attributed to intrinsic mecha-
nisms [9-16] of SHE, which do not resort to impurity
scattering. Their exact nature remains unclear however.
In one mechanism [12], a small spin-orbit energy gap
near the Fermi energy resonantly enhances the momen-
tum space Berry phase effect to produce a strong effective
magnetic field in momentum space and ogy = 10* ~ 10°
Q'm~! is predicted for Pt. In another mechanism [13-
16], the orbital angular momentum (OAM) of atomic
orbitals generates the Aharonov-Bohm phase and pro-
duces a spin-dependent effective magnetic field in real
space. For various heavy metals with strong atomic
spin-orbit (SO) coupling, resulting ogpy is estimated to
10% ~ 10° Q@ 'm~! and predicted to exhibit a systematic
sign change among materials with different spin-orbit po-
larization, in qualitative agreement with experiments |5].

We report another intrinsic mechanism of SHE based
on a special role of OAM with regard to electron posi-
tion, which was not recognized in previous studies [13-17]
on OAM effect. For illustration, we use for now a two-
dimensional (2D) square lattice in the plane z = 0. Later
we switch back to 3D. When p, +ip, orbitals (L, = £h)
at different lattice sites are superposed to form a Bloch
state with crystal momentum k along +x direction, the
resulting electron density is not centered around the

z = 0 plane but instead shifted out-of-plane along +z
direction due to the interference between atomic orbitals
at neighboring sites (see Fig. 2 and related discussion in
Ref. [18]). When k is small, this shift 67 is given by

of = EEx L, (1)
e

for general directions of k and E, where —e is the elec-
tron charge and ak is a proportionality constant, which
depends on the relative size of atomic orbitals with re-
spect to inter-atomic distance. Here L denotes OAM of
atomic orbitals instead of 7 x hk [19]. It thus commutes
with & and also with the position operator 7, which is the
canonical pair of k and measures the lattice position of
each atomic orbital. Nonzero §7 implies that ¥ does not
properly represent the true position of an electron. At
surfaces with broken inversion symmetry, this correction
couples with an internal electric field to produce large

Rashba-type spin splitting |18, 20].
Pedagogical discussion.— To illustrate effects of §7 for
nonmagnetic systems with inversion symmetry, we use
the free electron-like unperturbed band Hamiltonian Hy,

H 2
2m+ LS, (2)

where the atomic SO coupling Hy g,
HLS Zasoﬁ-g, (3)

is large in heavy metals. We regard the total angular
momentum J as a good quantum number and illustrate
orbital Hall effect (OHE) and SHE for J = 1/2 states
of a 2D electron system. Note that Hj is two-fold de-
generate for all k and provides a general description of
nonmagnetic systems with inversion symmetry for small
k. We remark that for this Hy, previous theories [12-16]
of intrinsic SHE do not work.

Our theory deviates from previous theories when a con-
stant external electric field E is applied. The coupling to
E is commonly given by

H| =¢E . (4)
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Electron dispersion for J =1/2 in the

presence of the bias field E. Band structure based on (a) Ho
and (b) Ho + Hj together with the occupation change due to
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Hj. Eis applied in the —z-direction. Average spin direction
of the split J. = £1/2 bands is anti-parallel to the average
OAM direction. (c) Fermi surfaces of the split bands. Red
(blue) area represents occupied states with only down (up)
spins. (d) The band dispersion along the dash-dot line in (c).
ko is the shift of each band along the k, direction.

However 47" implies that the correct coupling HE] should
be H{ + H}, where

H)=¢E-0f=akgk - (k x L). (5)

Previous analyses M] of OAM based intrinsic SHE
did not take into account Hj. Thus the total Hamiltonian
becomes

Hiot = Ho + H, + Hy. (6)

Its band, spin angular momentum (SAM), and OAM
structures are plotted for E = —E,7 with H/, neglected
[Fig.M(a)] and with H) considered [Fig.dib)]. In addition
to the overall band structure shift in the k. -direction as
shown in Fig.[Il(a) (to be more exact, it is actually a shift
in the occupation), the originally degenerate J, = +1/2
bands get split due to Hj with the average OAM polar-
ized along the +z- or —z-directions as shown in Fig. [[I(b)
(exaggerated for a better view). The split Fermi surfaces
are shown in Fig. [[lc), where the Fermi surfaces with
opposite OAM are shifted along opposite &, directions.
Consequently, there are k-space regions (shaded areas)
where electrons have net OAM; more electrons with up-
OAM in the +k, region (shaded red) and more electrons

FIG. 2: (Color online) Schematic for OAM driven intrinsic

SHE. Electrons flow in the z-direction by E and are deflected
in side ways due to H5. Note that the deflection direction
depends on the direction of OAM, amounting to OHE. For
J = 1/2 band, Hrs sets SAM anti-parallel to OAM. Thus
SHE arises a concomitant effect of OHE.

with down-OAM (shaded blue) in the —k, region. This
naturally leads to OHE. This mechanism of OHE due to
67 differs from other mechanisms [13-17] of OHE.

For strong Hpgs, OHE implies SHE since OAM and
SAM are correlated; for J = 1/2 with L = 1, they are
anti-parallel. Thus the orbital Hall current implies the
spin Hall current of opposite sign. Figure[2illustrates the
OAM driven intrinsic SHE for the J = 1/2 case. This
mechanism of SHE can be generalized to other situations
in a straightforward way. For instance, if we apply Hyot
to the J = 3/2 case with L = 1 ﬂﬂ], one again finds both
OHE and SHE, the only qualitative difference being that
the orbital and spin Hall currents now have the same
sign since L-S > 0. This provides an alternative @]
explanation for opposite signs of ogy for materials with
opposite signs of the SO polarization LS.

Conventional spin current.— The above discussion is
incomplete since it demonstrates only the Fermi surface
contribution to SHE and neglects a Fermi sea contribu-
tion. From now on, we consider a 3D system described
by Eq. (@), and evaluate systematically the conventional
spin current density operator jf 3 defined by

5 1 —e {S4,v5}
S _ (3] B
Jes = YRR 2 @

where {---} is the anti-commutator, V is the volume of
the system, and the factor —e/(%/2) is introduced to
make 35 5 have the same dimension as the charge cur-
rent density. Here vg is the § (= x,y, z) component of
the velocity operator 7,

— [’Fv Htot] hE QK > = ﬂ(o) ﬂ(l)
= — = e L E - .
v th m + h (L B) =7 +0 ()

Note that ¢ contains two contributions. When the
anomalous velocity ") = (ax /h)L x E is neglected and
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Schematic illustration of the three

terms to the intrinsic SHE, (a) occupation change, (b) anoma-
lous velocity, and (c) state change. Figures on the left repre-
sent the situation with Ho while on the right with Ho + Hj.

the resulting 555 is averaged over the shaded momen-
tum space region in Fig. [[{c) [to be precise, 3D coun-
terpart of Fig. [[c)], one obtains what we call the oc-
cupation change contribution (]5 5)oc coming from the
Fermi surface, as illustrated in the pedagogical discus-
sion. The magnitude of (ji,@)oc can be estimated eas-
ily. The density of electrons that contribute to the net
spin current density is proportional to 4wk%ky, where
kr is the Fermi wavevector for the unperturbed Fermi
surface and ko ~ (m/h?)agE x L is the Fermi surface
shift caused by H [see Fig. [[(d)]. Each of such elec-
trons contributes +e for [—e/(%/2)]Sq, and £hkp/m for
vg. Combined with a symmetry consideration, which re-
quires (jiﬁ) to be proportional to eqgyE,, Where €4+ is
the Levi-Civita symbol, one finds

. 4k /3
(jg,B)OC = (nJ)oceaB'yE'yeaKﬁ, (9)

where (19.7)oc is a dimensionless constant. From the exact
evaluation [22] of (jiﬂ)oc, we find (97-1/2)0c = 4/9 and
(Ny=3/2)oc = —20/9 [21]. Note that the sign of n; is
opposite for the two J’s as expected.

The anomalous velocity v(") generates additional con-
tribution, which comes from the Fermi sea. When v(%)
is neglected and only v(!) is retained, the average of the
resulting 52 s over the unperturbed Fermi sea of Hy re-
sults in what we call the anomalous velocity contribution

3

(ji g)av- To estimate its magnitude, one first notes that
Capr S0 = (o /RS x (Ex B, = (ax /M|(S- E)L -
(gf)ﬁ]7 While the first term may fluctuate in sign, the
second term (o< S - L) has a definite sign over the Fermi
sea. Thus (]5 5)av may be estimated by multiplying the
second term with the electron density ~ (47k%/3)/(2m)3,
which results in

) ark3 /3
(]g,ﬁ)av = (nJ)aveaﬁvaeo‘Kﬁv (10)

where (1) 40 is @ dimensionless constant. From the exact
evaluation [22] of (jiﬁ)‘“” we find (n7=1/2)aw = —4/3
and (177=3/2)av = +4/3 [21]. The sign of (1)a» is again
opposite for the two J values due to the sign difference
of §- L. Figures B(a) and (b) illustrate schematically
(jg,ﬁ)oc and (jg,ﬁ)av-

In addition, there exists a third contribution which is
illustrated in Fig. B(c). When E is applied, J = L+ S is
not a good quantum number any more and H} induces
the inter-band mixing between the J =1/2 and J = 3/2
bands. This contribution (j 5 5)sc, which we call the state
change contribution, is inversely proportional to the band
separation between the J = 1/2 and J = 3/2 bands, and
becomes smaller as Hy g becomes larger. From the exact
evaluation |22] of (jg)ﬁ)sc, we find that (jg)ﬁ)sc is smaller
than (jiﬁ)oc and (jiﬁ)av by the factor (h*k%/2m)/AE,
where AE = 3h%ag0 /2 is the energy separation between
the J = 1/2 and J = 3/2 bands. Since we are inter-
ested in the large Hrg limit, we ignore (jiﬂ)sc in the
subsequent discussion.

Proper spin current.— Next we examine whether the
OAM driven spin Hall current generates spin accumula-
tion at side surfaces of a system, which is what is actually
measured in SHE detection schemes such as Kerr rotation
spectroscopy [2, 123-27] and photoluminescence |28, 129].
Since Hj g breaks the spin conservation, nonzero conven-
tional spin current does not guarantee the spin accumu-
lation [30]. For transparent connection with the spin ac-
cumulation, we evaluate the proper spin current density
operator [31]

N 1 —e d(Sar

j%m—vgy%%Q (11)
which captures the combined effect of the conventional
spin current and the spin conservation violation. We

evaluate [22] the spin current for Hy, by using j’j’gmp

instead of jg 5 [Eq. (@], and find identical results, con-
firming the spin accumulation by the OAM driven SHE.

To be more rigorous, however, both jfp 7P and jg 5
fail to capture the full effect of 47, since both operators
are defined in terms of 7, which does not represent the
true position of electrons. To remedy t}iis problem, 7 in

the definitions should be replaced by R = 7+ 67, Af-
ter this remedy to ji’gmp , we find [22] that the anoma-

lous contribution (]5 5)av becomes doubled. Thus in the



strong Hpg limit, the total spin Hall conductivity osg
[(jiﬁ)toml = €apy0saE] is given by

4k /3
osu = (N7)totareli (2:)é (12)

for small E, where the dimensionless constant (1.7)totar =
(M7)oc + 2(N)av 18 4/9 — 8/3 = —20/9 for J = 1/2 and
—20/9 + 8/3 = 4/9 for J = 3/2. Note that ogy has
opposite signs for J =1/2 and J = 3/2.

Discussion.— To understand better the mechanism of
the OAM driven SHE, it is useful to examine the equa-
tion of motion, dR/dt = #® + 251 — (ax /e)k x dS/dt +
(07, eE - 7] /ili. The factor 2 in the second term explains
why (j5 3)av is doubled after the remedy to j’igmp . The
third term vanishes in the steady state and does not con-
tribute to osy [22]. The last term (x k?) is small in
the small k limit but is important conceptually. Fur-
ther insights can be gained by regarding 07 as a momen-
tum space vector potential A= —67 Then R=7—A
amounts to the “gauge-invariant” position operator. The
equations of motion become

dR  hk dk - dk el

@@ mtat @ T Th (13)
where the momentum space effective magnetic field B, =
(1/2)6aﬁ»y‘/—"ﬁ»y with

Fay = akﬁA7 — (91%14,@ +i[Ag, A’Y]' (14)
Note that Eq. (I3) has the same form as the wavepacket
equations of motion [32] in the presence of the momen-
tum space Berry phase. There is however an important
difference; the momentum space Berry connection A s
now non-Abelian ([Ag, A,] = [érg,dr,] # 0). For the
non-Abelian case, the commutator in Eq. (Id]) is crucial
to keep the field strength tensor g, “gauge-invariant”.
This indicates that 7 induces the momentum space non-
Abelian Berry phase, which is responsible for the Fermi
sea contribution 2(n)ey to osg. The non-Abelian A
also implies the noncommutative space, [Rq, Rg] # 0.
Such noncommutative geometry arises generically when
the true position operator is projected onto a sub-Hilbert
space [33]. A well known example is the quantum Hall ef-
fect, where the noncommutativity emerges after the pro-
jection onto the lowest Landau level [34]. For the present
case, the noncommutativity arises since R amounts to
the projection of the true position operator onto the sub-
Hilbert space with fixed L? (L = 1).

Difference from other mechanisms of intrinsic SHE is
now evident. Unlike previous works on the OAM based
SHE [13-16], what OAM generates is the momentum
space Berry phase instead of the real space Aharonov-
Bohm phase. Unlike previous works [12] based on the
momentum space Berry phase, its origin is §7 instead
of small SO gap. Thus this mechanism works even for

J = 1/2, for which SO gap is forbidden in nonmag-
netic systems with inversion symmetry. In this sense,
this mechanism is quite generic; it applies to all non-s-
character orbitals, with the only serious constraint being
large H LS- When Hpg is small, bands with opposite
signs of L-S overlap and their contributions to ogg tend
to cancel each other.

Finally we estimate the magnitude of ogy ~ eaxn,
where n is the electron density. To estimate a g, we uti-
lize the connection between oy and the Rashba-type SO
coupling constant ar near a surface where the structural
inversion symmetry is broken. Some of us have demon-
strated [18, 120] that the maximum ap in the large Hypg
limit is roughly given by « K|Eint|h, where Ej,; denotes
the internal electric field near surfaces produced by the
inversion symmetry breaking and is of order (work func-
tion)/(atomic spacing) ~ 1 V/A. For ag ~ 1071 —10710
eV-m [35-37], one obtains ay ~ 107% — 1075 m?V—1s~!
Then for typical metallic electron density n ~ (3 A)~3
one obtains ogy ~ 10* — 10° Q= 'm~!, which is compa-
rable to experimental values for heavy metals [5]. We
note however that this estimation is crude since Eq. (I2)
is derived in the small k limit whereas k is not small in
metallic systems. Moreover it ignores complicated band
structures of real materials.

In conclusion, we presented a generic mechanism of
intrinsic SHE based on OAM, which is applicable to all
non-s-character orbitals in nonmagnetic systems with in-
version symmetry. The position shift 7 due to OAM
gives rise to the non-Abelian Berry curvature in the mo-
mentum space, which produces both OHE and SHE. This
mechanism implies the sign change of og as the SO po-
larization S - L changes its s1gn The resulting ogpy is
estimated to 10* — 10° Q~'m~! when H g is large. This
OAM based theory also predicts the correlation between
osy and the strength of the Rashba-type spin splitting
at surfaces.
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In Secs. [, [Il [ of the supplementary material, we
present the calculation of the spin current density in 3D.
Eventually we calculate in Sec. [[IT] the proper spin cur-
rent density ]S PROP, which is based on the concept of
the “proper” spin current! and formulated in terms of
the “proper” position operator R. However its calcula-
tion is rather technical and less illuminating. Thus for
pedagogical purpose, we present the calculation of more
conventional spin current density first in Secs. [l and [l

In Sec.[Il we present the calculation of the conventional
spin current density j g 3 formulated in terms of the con-
ventional position operator 7, where 7 is the canonical
pair of the Bloch momentum k and jiﬁ is the expecta-
tion value of the conventional spin current density oper-
ator ji 8>

- 1 —e {Sq4,dr /dt}

1S ) Al
_— 1

Ja,g = Vh/2 2 (S )

Note that 52 g is defined to have the same dimension as

the charge current density. We demonstrate that j B
has three independent contributions, which we call the
anomalous velocity contribution, the state change con-
tribution, and the occupation change contribution. The
physical meaning of each contribution will become clear
in Sec. [l

In Sec. [ we present the calculation of the proper spin
current density ]a’p "°P formulated in terms of the conven-
tional position operator 7. The concept of the proper spin
current was proposed? to take into account the violation
of the spin conservation and to facilitate the connection

with the spin accumulation. ]Sp "°P is the expectation

value of the operator jS A

~S,prop __ i__ei {SOU Tﬁ}.

_ 2
Jap TV R2d 2 (52)

Compared to Eq. (B1l), where the time derivative ap-
plies to r only, Eq. (82) differs since the time deriva-
tive now applies to the anti-commutator {S,,rz}. We
demonstrate that ;. ’p "P is identical to j2 r

In Sec. [ we ﬁnally present the calculation of the
proper spin current density jS PROP gormulated in terms

of the proper position operator R, where B differs from
7 as follows,

R=v+EExL, (93)

e

.S, PROP

and j. is the expectation value of the operator

~S, PROP
aB
ss,prop _ 1 —e d {Sa; Rs}
ef T Vh/p2d 2 (54)

Note that Eq. (§4) is identical to Eq. (S2]) except that Rg

appears instead of rz. While the calculation of jS PROP

is more tedious than those of the former two counter—
parts, the value of ]S PROP trns out to be almost iden-

tical to j p and ]S pmp , except that the magnitude of the

anomalous velocity contrlbutlon is now two times bigger.

I. CONVENTIONAL SPIN CURRENT DENSITY

Here we present the calculation of the conventional
spin current density jf 5 formulated in terms of the con-

ventional position operator. ji s 1s given by
.S YR
Jap="Tr {Ja,gp} : (S5)

where p is the density matrix and the operator jg g is
defined in Eq. (S1)).

For E = 0, both H] and H vanish and j becomes its
equilibrium form p(©), where

5(0) — Zf(O)(E’r(LO)> |n>(0) (0)<n|, (S6)

Here |n>(0) denotes an eigenstate of Hy with energy eigen-
value Er(LO), and f(9(E) is the equilibrium Fermi occupa-
tion function. It is straightforward to verify that ji P
vanishes in equilibrium.

When a nonzero E is applied, we evaluate ji 5 up to

the first order in E. Up to this order, effects of H| and
H!, may be considered separately. H; alone does not con-
tribute to j 5 5 at all since as far as Ho+ H] is concerned,
the dynamics of 7in H] is decoupled from that of S. This
is evident from the facts that H; commutes with both L
and S and that there is no coupling in Hy + H} linking 7
(or k) with S (or L). Below we thus ignore effects of H/
and consider effects of Hj only.

In Secs. [Al and [[B], we evaluate two contributions to
j 5 under the assumption that impurity scattering is
completely absent. In Sec. m, we consider the effect of
the impurity scattering on ja) 5 In the limit of vanishingly
weak scatterers.
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A. Anomalous velocity contribution

One effect of HY is to modify the velocity operator v.
For the total Hamiltonian Hy + HS, U is given by
dr [1? Ho + Hé] ﬁk O =
= — =0l I TR B =50 5
BT ih m ' h U
(S7)

where 7% and (1) refer to the terms independent of and
linear in E. Here we call 7)) the anomalous velocity
since it denotes the extra contribution to the velocity

generated by E.
71 generates what we call the anomalous velocity con-
tribution (jiﬂ),w to the spin current,

e va(l)
(jg,ﬁ)av = éh_/ZTr [%ﬁ] . (88)

Up to the first order in E p in the above equation may
be replaced by p(9) since v(l) is already first order in E.
Then Eq. (M) reduces to

(G 2o = 77 7 Z FO(ED) O] S )

(S9)
Here one used S’av(l) = ’U(l)Sa. Since the eigenstates of
Hy are completely specified by the three quantum num-
bers (k, J, J.) within the orbital angular momentum
L = 1 sector, the state |n)(® amounts to |k, J, J.)(©. For
a given J, the summation over n in Eq. (§9) amounts to
the summations over k and J,. Since E( ) = E(O)(E, J)
is independent of J,, the summation over J, leads to the
following partial trace over j,,

Z()<kJJ

z

(1) ‘k J,J. >( ) (S10)

One then utilizes the relations vg) = (ax/h)egyy Ly E,

and
> (0)<E, J, J. ; ‘E, J, Jz>(0) (S11)
J
) (0)
= 5(1, k,J,J, .
S T DR (AN AT
J=
Note that S - L = (h?/2) [J(J+1) —1.2— % ) %] has

opposite signs for J = 3/2 and J = 1/2. As confirmed
below, this sign difference leads to the sign difference in
(jgﬁ)(w for J = 3/2 and J = 1/2. Subsequent calcula-
tion proceeds as follows. One first obtains

(©) (0)
; <l<:JJ > (S12)

z

1
o By 2 [J(J+ 1) —

11
5oht I] (27 +1).

Then the anomalous velocity contribution to the spin cur-
rent density becomes

(35 8)av (S13)

e OK 1o g2l _u
h/2( Capn) B, [J(J—i—l) 4}(2J+1)

ZfO)( O)kJ))

1 11 Ankd. /3
= capr Byears {J(J—i-l) - Z} (27 + 1)47EE/

(27m)?

2
= :I:ﬁeaﬁ,yE,yeaKk%,

where the upper and lower signs apply to J = 3/2 and
J = 1/2, respectively. Note that (jiﬁ),w indeed has op-
posite signs for J = 3/2 and J = 1/2. This sign difference
stems from the fact that S is parallel (antiparallel) to L
for J=3/2 (J=1/2).

B. State change contribution

In addition to Eq. (S8)), which captures the effect of the
anomalous velocity 7!, the conventional velocity opera-
tor 719 also contributes to the spin current density. We
call this contribution the state change contribution for
the reason that will become clear below. It is given by

{Sa, 05}
Tr l 5 ] .

When p in the above expression is replaced by p(9), the
above expression vanishes. Thus (j2 g)sc arises from the

1 —e

=V (S14)

(jg,ﬁ)sc

first order correction to p due to E. Up to this order, one
obtains

1
S _ -+ (0) » (1)
(S 5)se VWI&« (S0 V], (s15)
where S, vﬁ) = UEO)SQ is used. One way to evaluate

Eq. (SI5) is to use the Kubo formula. Here we evaluate
Eq. (SI3) in a slightly different way, since this alternative
method illustrates better why (j 5 5)sc may be called the
inter-band mixing contribution. It is straightforward to
verify that this method and the Kubo formula produce
the same result for (jgﬁ)sc.

The adiabatic turning-on procedure allows a straight-
forward evaluation of p(). When H} is turned on adi-
abatically from the far past ¢ = —oo, p at present time
t =0 is given by

=3 TO(ED) In) (nl.

Here |n) denotes the state at t = 0, to which |n)(©® at
t = —oo evolves as H) is adiabatically turned on. Up

(S16)



to the first order in E, |n) differs from |n)© by |n)®),
which is given by

I = 3 ('] Hj )
o7 E(O -EYO

n'

Then p™) becomes

[)(1) — Zf(O)(Er(LO)> (|n>(0) (1)<n| + |n>(1) (O)<n|> :

" (S18)

and (j3 3)sc in Eq. (SI5) becomes

(S19)

1 —e
.S = E:E: (0)( g0)
(]a,ﬁ)sc VT“L/Q — £ f (En )
x (') o 10 O] )

(0)<n/| Saﬂ)g)) |n>(1) (0)<n| n/>(0)) '

To evaluate this expression, one recalls E,(lo) being in-
dependent of J, and exploits this energy degeneracy to
introduce a new set of quantum numbers (E, J, Jz) to
specify the state n. Here J; denotes the component of
the total angular momentum along the direction z, which
points along E x k direction. Note that 7 axis is de-
pendent on k. This change of the angular momentum
quantization axis from z to Z simplifies the evaluation of
Eq. (ST7). Considering that H} reduces to ax|E x k|Lz,
one finds

Ot 1y ) (S20)

L O
= ag|E x K| <k,J,JE L: |k,

(0)
) p

Thus H} induces the inter-band mixing between |k, J =
1/2,J:)© and |k, J = 3/2, J:)©. Tt is now evident that
(3 5)sc captures the effect of the state change due to the
inter-band mixing caused by Hj. The matrix elements
that capture this inter-band mixing effect are

L O
= Sppdosan|Ex Kl (KT, J:

(0) (0)
- 1 1 - 3 1
k,J==Js=+=|Hy|k,J==,J; =+~

< 7J 25‘] 2‘ 2 7J 25‘] 2>

(0) (0)
3 1]~ 1 1

_ <k,J_§,JZ—j:§’H2 =37 —j:§>

)

All other matrix elements are zero. Then one obtains

)
- 1 1
g 3 5 I\ axlExkl2n
) 2’ z 2 AE ’
. 3 1\
_ g2l 1\ axlExk12n
- ) - y <Yz T AE )
1
> 3 3
k,J——,Jg—i§> =0 (S24)

where AE = EO(K,J = 3/2,J;) — EO(k,J =
1/2,J;5) = 3a50h2/2 is independent of k and Js.
Then (jiﬁ)SC in Eq. (S19) reduces to

(J5 p)se (S25)
1 —e
_ 1 O g
]FVh/zz >/ (E (k ‘]))
Je==%1/2
ax|E x E|¥2h (©). © (0)
Vol G GEACA LR LA

+ (0)<12, J, J:

where the upper and lower signs apply to J = 3/2 and
J = 1/2, respectively. J' = 1/2 (3/2) when J = 3/2
(1/2). Using the relation

©, 1 ol 3 (0)
<k,J:§,JZ Savg k,J:§,J5> (S26)
_ V2h (E % K)q kg
3 |Exkl m’
one obtains
(35 5)se (S27)
1 ax(E x K)o 20 2hk
= T 2 +O)( g0k K B
]FVh/zz FO(EOG.D) AE 9 m
From the relation
- Zf O(EOFED) (B x Faks  (528)
- (g 0) _Capy 2
AT ()
€apy o ATk3/3 3k%
- — 2
3 Y (271’)3 5 ) (S 9)
one finally obtains
16 h2kZ /2m
(Ja,g)sc $135 s€apyEreakky 7AE . (S30)



Note that similarly to (j§ 5)av, (5 5)sc also has opposite
signs for J = 3/2 (upper sign) and J = 1/2 (lower sign).

C. Occupation change contribution

So far we have neglected impurity scattering. Here we
consider the scattering effect in the vanishing scattering
strength limit. Even in this limit, the scattering is im-
portant since it violates the momentum conservation and
allows electrons to relax in momentum space. To illus-
trate its importance, it is useful to consider the case when
the scattering is completely absent. Then all throughout
the adiabatic turning-on procedure of HJ, k remains a
good quantum number and the electron occupation in k
space cannot be altered by Hj, which is in contrast to
what we expect as illustrated in Fig. 2(b). In the Kubo
formalism, this effect is often addressed through the ver-
tex correction. Here we address this effect by noting that
the energy eigenvalues of Hy + H) are bounded from be-
low. In such a situation, the electron occupation will
relax in k space to minimize the total energy of the elec-
trons. Thus the occupation change contribution (ji@)oC
to the spin current density is given by

1

= ——Tr {S Vs polc):| )

v (S31)

(jiﬁ)

where ﬁ&i’ denotes the first order correction to density

matrix due to scattering and is given by

A =370 ) Ol (932)

Here £ = f© NE,) - f(o)( ) denotes the first order
correction to the occupation funct1on and FE, denotes the
energy eigenvalue of Hy + HJ. (jgﬂ)oc is thus given by

(jiﬁ)oc = %h—/(; ; f(l) (E ) (0)<7’I,| SQ’UI(BO) |n>(0) ,
(S33)
where Tr[SavgJ)p(O)] = 0 has been used.

To determine FE,, it is useful to use the quantum num-
bers E, J, J;z instead of E, J, J, to specify n since for given
J sector, the state |E, J, J:)0) diagonalizes Hy + H} with
the eigenvalue F,, = E(E, J, Jz) given by

E(k,J,Js) = EO(k, J) + ag|E x k|—th~, (S34)

where the upper and lower signs apply to J = 3/2 and
J = 1/2, respectively. To understand the effect of the
second term, it is useful to consider one particular case;

E = FE.zZ. Then the second term is proportional to
(k2 + k2)1/2. On the other hand, the first term is pro-
portional to k2 = k2 + (k2 + k2). Thus the combined
effect of the first and second terms is to expand (shrink)

the originally spherical Fermi surface along the “equator”
direction when the second term is negative (positive).

The next step in the evaluation of (jﬁﬁ)oc is to calcu-
late On| S, v 9 1) with |n)(© replaced by |k, J, J:)©).
After stralghtforward calculation, one obtains

© 0)
<k T, Jz| Sav }k J, J: > (935)
_ (Ex k) <iwg) hkgs
|E x k| 3 ) m’
kaboy — kybow (| hJs\ hks
_ sgn(E,) Fxley — Kydas (i—) Rks
NS 3/ m

where the upper and lower signs apply to J = 3/2 and

= 1/2, respectively. After the average over the az-
imuthal angle in k space, the above expression reduces
to

© ©
<k 1, Jz| Sav® }k J, J > (S36)
Rz kg ha:\ h
=sen(B Vg ease) (257 1
Then (]'56)0C becomes
(jiﬁ)oc (837)

- %h‘—@;f“@ (¥ 7))
g < ’“2) h

2 3 Jm

xsgn

After some tedious calculation, and for general direction
of E, one obtains

. —10 1
S _
(.]a”@)oc — { +2 } 9Tm 2€aﬁny eOéKkF

Here the upper and lower results apply to J = 3/2 and
J = 1/2, respectively. Note that (jfﬁ)oC has opposite
signs for J =3/2 and J = 1/2.

(S38)

D. Summary

Finally, j 5 5 can be obtained by summing up all three

contributions, (jgﬁ)oc, (jgﬁ)(w, and (jgﬁ)sc. For J = 3/2,
one finds

2 5 8 h?k/2m
.S 3 F
Jug =~ g ombreashi <§ o ET)
(S39)
and for J = 1/2, one finds
2 1 8 h’k%/2m
.S P
Jap = gpatasyErcaki <§ - ET)
(S40)



II. PROPER SPIN CURRENT DENSITY FOR

In this section, we calculate the proper spin current

density operator j ’p "°P based on the conventional posi-

tion operator 7. The corresponding operator ]a’pmp in

Eq. (82) may be divided into two pieces as follows,

S,prop ~S,extra

]aﬁ _]a5+jaﬁ ’ (841)

where 52 s is the conventional spin current operator as
defined in Eq. (S1)), and

1 —e { T ,7‘3} 1 —e

A-S,eactra o

Jai Vh2 2 Vh—/QaSOGMJLWSJTﬁ'
(S42)
Thus the difference jsemtm between js’gmp and j5 5
~S, eztra

amounts to the expectation value of Ja. ,

jsjgmtra - Tr |: sgwtrap} , (843)
which will be evaluated below. Among the two perturba-
tions Hy and H}, H; cannot generate any contribution to

Sewtra . . . .
Jag ' since it does not induce any correlation between

7 (or k) and L (or ). Below we thus consider possible
contribution from HY only.

A. Anomalous velocity contribution

By the “anomalous velocity contribution”, we refer to
.S,extra

Jog " with p in Eq. (S43) replaced by its equilibrium
counterpart p(°) in Eq. (S6). We find ngtm vanishes
identically. Below we demonstrate this for « = z. The
generalization to the case with a = z or y is straightfor-
ward. For a@ = z, one obtains

.S,extra __ 1 (0) (0)
e (BOF.7)  (s14)
k,J,

0), - ; (0)
x <k,J, TS, — LySu)rs ’k J, Jz> .

To evaluate the expectation value in the above equa-
tion, one uses the relations [LgySy — LySy, k] = [LaSy —
L,Sy,J,] = [rg,J] = 0 to obtain

)Y (s45)

>(0)

(O)<E, J, J,

(LySy — LySz)

) R
- <k J, 1 \(LeSy — LySs) |F,

>(0) '

x (O)<E, J, J,

This expression vanishes since

0 . )
<k,J, J|(LsS, — L,S.) |, > - 0.

(S46)

This vanishing can be understood as follows. Since
L.S, — LyS, is hermitian, its expectation value with re-
spect to |E, J, J.)9 must be real. On the other hand, the
conventional representations of L,S, and LS, are pure
imaginary. The only way to reconcile these two proper-
ties is to make its expectation value zero.

Thus one finds (5 ggztm)av = 0 and (jggmp)av =

(jm g)av- This way, one finally obtains

70 2
(]ag p)m} = :I:9 5€apyEry earky. (547)

B. State change contribution

The state change contribution is defined as the con-
tribution that arises from the deviation of p from p(©).
Thus the state change contribution from the extra spin
current density operator is given by

.S,extra 1 —e &777'3 A
Q%t)w———Jﬂi%fiﬁﬂ, (S48)

where p(1) is given in Eq. (SIS). Substituting ") into
the above equation leads to

-S,e;vtra
( a, SC

) asoea&y (849)

1 —e
T V2 sz 0)(
x (') LsSyrs [nf® Onl ')

+ (0)<n/| LsSyrs |n>(1) (O)<n| n/>(0)) '

Note that this expression has the identical structure as
Eq. (§19) except that the conventional spin current den-
sity operator 35 5 1s replaced by the extra spin current
density operator jS gma The evaluation of this equation
proceeds in a similar way. One first adopts the quantum
numbers k, J, and J; to specify the state n, where J;
denotes the component of the total angular momentum
operator along E x k direction. This allows one to utilize



Egs. (S22), (S23), and (S24)), and one finds

G2E" ) se (S50)
_ 1 e 0)( (0
=gy 2 SUEVED)
i =+1/2
ok ’E x K| n
XQSOEQ&YT

2>(0)
2>(0)>

ST T ()
T Je=t1/2

(6% 7¢ ’E X E‘ gh

~ AE

x2Re {(0)@', J T

x ((0)@, J',Js

+ (0)@, J.Js

XQaso

€ady

>(0)}
where the upper and lower signs apply to J = 3/2 and
J = 1/2, respectively. J' = 1/2 (3/2) when J' =
3/2 (1/2). Using [, J] = [F,J;5] = [k, Ls] = [k, S,] =0
the last line of the above equation can be written as

©0) )
2Re [ <k J'J

NG
o LsSyrs [F. T, Jz) (S51)

~>(0)

€asyLsSy

kJqu.

o (0)
rs ‘k J, Jg>
It can be also verified that

©0) )
- 2Re[ <I~c,J’,JZ~

(©)
x <k AT

0) /.
<k7 J7 JE
rg is hermitian.
(0) (0)
(R | cass LS, [, 0, 0 )

For this reason, the above equation vanishes identically
and one finds (jjgmtm)sc = 0. Therefore (j jg“’p)sc =

(j5 5)se, and one obtains

Here,

is manifestly real since

is purely imaginary.

16 5 h2k%/2m
357 5 CaprEyearxky FTAR

for J = 3/2 (upper sign) and J = 1/2 (lower sign), re-
spectively.

(ji,grop)sc = +

C. Occupation change contribution

The occupation change contribution refers to the con-
tribution arising from the additional deviation of p
from $(©) due to the impurity scattering of infinitesimal
strength. Thus (j S;ftm)oc becomes

(a5 oe =[50 (s52)

where ﬁglc) denotes the impurity scattering effect to p.

Using its expression in Eq. (§32)), one obtains

( -i,gztra)oc

1 —e 1)
:Vh/22f aSO

(S53)

n| €arsLySsrp )

By following the same analysis as in Sec. [T Al one can
verify that (O)<n| €arys L Ss1s |n>(0) = 0. Thus (j Sgﬂm)oc

vanishes identically and ( javgmp)o

one obtains

= (j& 3)oc- Therefore

.S) 70 _ —10 1 3
(]a7§ p)OC - { +2 }X WfaﬂyEryeaKkFu

where the upper and lower numbers apply to J = 3/2
and J = 1/2, respectively.

D. Summary

In the preceding subsections, we showed that the extra
. . ~S,extra
spin current density operator j,’s does not generate
any extra contributions, so the proper spin current den-
sity jf’gmp is identical to the conventional spin current
density ji 5- To summarize the result of this section, we
obtained

70 2 5 8 h2k2 /2m
jjﬂp = = —5€apyEy eagk (§_1+57AFE >
(S54)
for J =3/2, and
2 1 8 h?k%/2m
S,pro
Jod"" = gcam Brearhy (5 “1 AR )
(S55)
for J =1/2.

III. PROPER SPIN CURRENT DENSITY FOR R

In this section, we evaluate the proper spin current
density ]S PROP, which is the expectation value of the

proper spin current density operator js PROP 15 (S4)]

formulated in terms of the proper position operator R
[Eq. (53)]. 72 PROP differs from the proper spin current

density operator ]S BTOP

in that the “proper” position op-

erator R in Eq. (]SEI) is used instead of the conventional
position operator 7. One way to understand the differ-
ence between the two position operators is to compare
the corresponding velocity operators. The “proper” ve-



locity operator V becomes

4 dR |R,Hy+ H! + H,
vV = _R:[R, 0+. 1+ 2] (856)

where the first two terms amount to ¥. Compared to the
conventional velocity operator @ in Eq. (87), V differs by

V — 7= 00° + 60" + 677, (S57)
where
570 = ‘%KE x E, (S58)
2 — — - =
5 = ZTKQ(E x k) (k: L) , (S59)
o7 = 0K (§ X E) (S60)

Among the three terms 5, 64%, and 67°¢, 60® is identical
to the anomalous velocity 7(1) in Eq. (ST). Recalling that
Y is responsible for the anomalous velocity contribution
(s Blav = (jj 5" )av in Eqs. (SI3) and (S41), 67 being
identical to ¥ doubles the anomalous velocity contri-
bution, which will be verified explicitly in Sec. [ITAl @° is
linear in E and thus generates a new piece of the anoma-
lous velocity. Compared to ¢, it is smaller by the dimen-
sionless factor a i ik? /e, which is much smaller than 1 in
the small & limit. Thus @ is not important in the small k
limit, but just for the sake of completeness, we evaluate
its contribution to jSPROP in Sec. [ITAl On the other

hand, ¢ is zeroth order in E. We examine its possible
contribution below.

.S, PROP

For explicit evaluation of Ja. , one needs to deal

with jSPROP in Eq. (54).

jg ;;ROP with ja 5 and ]Spmp,

It is useful to compare

~S,PROP _

S,prop S EXTRA
B = Ja "+

(S61)

S, t ~S,EXTRA
= Jwﬂafg““ﬂa,g :

where jsemtm is defined in Eq. (§42) and jSEXTRA is
given by

AS E'XTRA

Here
32;;:%;—/62% a(ixﬁ)ﬂ, (S63)
8= b ks, (Bx) (D). o
555 = 5 150 [ (hosk L - kL) (509

-{(3x1) (7 xD),}].

It is evident that the expectation value of jS BEXTRA qo.

i PROP and the two for-

mer spin current densities ;2 5 and ja’gmp )

Simple order counting helps estimate eﬁects of the
three terms of j JIEXTRA - Gince 75 and 3

termines the difference between ;.

b are linear

in E , they can affect only the anomalous velocity contri-
bution. They do not affect the state change contribution
and the occupation change contribution. Among these

terms j’S’Z is smaller than isg by athQ/e which ap-
proaches zero in the small k limit. Thus j % is expected
to be more important. Actually 1t can be easﬂy verified
that ]aﬁ is identical to ‘1,{/625 ’Uﬁ [see Eq. (88))], which
is responsible for the anomalous velocity contribution of
ji 5. Thus the presence of jjg doubles the anomalous

differs by

the factor agagsohm/e from Vh_/28 v,@ [see Eq. (S31)],
which is responsible for the occupation change contribu-
tion of jiﬁ' Since this factor may not be small in the
strong spin-orbit coupling limit that we consider, it is yet
unclear how important ;. g is.

Below we demonstrate through explicit calculation
that ] B does not generate any important contribution
and the only important effect of SBEXTRA is to double
the anomalous velocity contribution.

velocity contribution. On the other hand jf;

A. Anomalous velocity contribution

To calculate the anomalous velocity contribution

(jgngop)av Jf §R0P, it is sufficient to evaluate
(Jf’fXTRA),w, which is given by

( »S,EXTRA)M)

S T pS,EXTRAﬁ(O)}

o8 (S66)

.S, .S,b .S,
= (]a,g)av + (]a,ﬁ)av + (J%Ze)avv

where
G2Har = Tr[i250], (367)
GThar = T [iT50], (S68)
GE5)ar = T [72500]. (S69)



For (js’g),w, it vanishes simply because jf; is linear
in k whereas p©) puts the same weighting independent
of the direction of k. To evaluate (js’g)av, one notes

1

~S.a 1 —e a
i =y h/2

1)
Jaig = Vh—/2sa vg = —°3, -

(S70)

Thus (j(fg)m, is identical to (j§ 5)av in Eq. (S9), and one
obtains

.S,a 2
(]a75> 9 —5€apyEy earks, (S71)
for J = 3/2 (upper sign) and J = 1/2 (lower sign).
To evaluate (jg:g)av, one notes
~gp 1

javﬂi S 6’Uﬁ

- / : (S72)

We demonstrate the evaluation of (j(f’g)av for E = E. 3.

In this case, it is straightforward to verify that ( jg’g)av
is proportional to €ng.. It then suffices to evaluate

€apz (jf’g)(w. One uses the following relation

€a:Sa (E X E)ﬂ (1‘5 E) (S73)
= (Spks + Syky) (1;’ : E) E.
to obtain
Caps (jjg) N (S74)
= ‘1/ h/; o‘f BT |(Sks + Syky) (R L) 5]

Since fO(E) in p© [Eq. (§6)] does not depend on
the direction of E, this expression may survive only when

the traced expression is even in components of k. Tt thus
reduces to

.S,b
€apz (]a 5)

fl_eO‘K 2\ A(0)
= Vi KB |(SaLak? + 8,L,k2) 50|

(S75)

Since the dependence on k is decoupled from the depen-
dencies on S and L as far as p(©) is concerned, k2 and
k2 in the above expression may be replaced by k?/3, and

SzL, and SyL, by S . L/3. Thus the above expression
reduces further to

.S,b
s (522),

= a BT ](5 1))

(S76)

Here S- L may be replaced by (7%/2)[J(J+1)—1- —13],

which is #%/2 for J = 3/2 and —h* for J = 1/2. The

remaining calculation is straightforward. Generalizing to
general direction of E, one obtains

1
S,b
(.]a,,@) ijeaﬁwEvM%(k% (S77)

for J = 3/2 (upper sign) and J = 1/2 (lower sign).
Note that (jj’g)m, differs from (jj’g)m, by the factor

——a K hik% /e, which is smaller than 1 in the small k limit.
Therefore (4 SEXTRA)M is given by

2 3 k2,
(jS,EXTRA) =t oca By carchd <1 3 ax

ap 10 e
(S78)
Considering the relation between jS EXTRA and ggROP

in Eq. (S61)), one finally obtains

4 3 axhk?
.S,PROP . 3 K
(12577),,, = gqzcom Brearckt <1 T3 e >

(S79)
for J = 3/2 (upper sign) and J = 1/2 (lower sign).

B. State change contribution

The perturbation H; and H) can modify the density

matrix p. To calculate the state change contribution
.S, PROP .. . . .
(Ja 8 )se arising from the density matrix change (in

the absence of any scattering), it is sufficient to retain

only 552 out of the three terms for j’g:[;EXTRA [Eq. (S62))]
and calculate

(]a )se = Tr {]a Bp(l)} (S80)

where 5V denotes the first order (in E) change of p. Here
we may ignore the contributions from jgg and j’j’g, since
these operators are already first order in E and generate

the second order contribution when combined with p(\).
Both H| and H} contribute to p(1). However p")

due to Hj does not contribute to (jj’;)sc since as far
as Hy + Hj is concerned, there is no coupling between
(k, ¥) and (L, S). Combined with the fact that jg_’g is
oddin L or § , this feature prohibits H{ from generating
. . .S,c

any contribution to (j.3)sc-

Below we confine ourselves to p(!) arising from Hj,
which has been explicitly constructed in Sec. [[Bl Fol-

lowing the similar calculation procedure in Sec. [[Bl one
obtains

(Gi25)se (S81)

=5 Y JO(m
B Je==£1/2
akx|E x k| ¥2h
“TTTAE
><2Re{( )<k J Tz g

EO(F J))

')



where the upper and lower signs apply to J = 3/2 and
J = 1/2, respectively. J' = 1/2 (3/2) when J = 3/2
(1/2). This is the counterpart of Eq. (S25). From symme-
try consideration, it can be verified that (jf’;)sc should

be proportional to €,gyE,. Also the expression for ja ﬁ

in Eq. (S68) indicates that (]aﬁ)sc in Eq. (S81) is of the
order of Eha kk%. Thus one finds

(725)se = Neapy Byhak ki, (S82)

where 7 is a dimensionless constant. Explicit evalua-
tion of Eq. (S8)) is necessary to determine 7. How-
ever even without the explicit evaluation, it is evident
that (] '3)sc is smaller than (]5 EROP)M, by the factor
arhik? /e, which is smaller than 1 in the smaller k limit.
Therefore in the small & limit, (jfg)sc is not important.

Below we demonstrate the explicit evaluate of ( jj:;)sc

to determine 7. It suffices to assume E = E.Z and evalu-
ate Eaﬁz(jf’f;)sc- For this, one utilizes Eq. (S63) to obtain

~S,e 1 —e AKASO 712
Vh/2 2e

€apzlo s Y (E X E)Z (S83)

After some algebra, one finds

(0)
eaﬁzzRe{ (k' 0|3

i JJ>()} (S84)

1 —e agaso 3\/_

= x k S85

T Vh/2 2 ’ (S85)

The rest of calculation is straightforward and results in
.S,c 2 2 1.5

(]a,ﬁ)sc = imalﬂﬁ’E’YhaKkF' (886)

,pTop

Finally by combining with (ja 5 )sc, One obtains

G5 O e (S87)
2 ShPk%/2m  arhk?
= 45 QGQL—;,YE eaKkF (3 AE - e ) 5

for J = 3/2 (upper sign) and J = 1/2 (lower sign).

C. Occupation change contribution

The occupation change contribution refers to the con-
tribution arising from the additional deviation of /p
from p(© due to the impurity scattering of infinitesimal
strength. Due to Eqs. (S6I) and (S62), the calculation

of (52 Z;ROP)OC overlaps a lot with that of (5. ’gmp)oc and
(]a, )oc- The only piece that requires additional calcula-
tion is (jg’g)oc, which is given by

Sie 5(1)

(25 )0e = Tr [725000] (388)

where ﬁglc) denotes the impurity scattering effect to p.
The perturbation H{ does not make any contribution to
(jff;)oc since it does not induce any correlation among
(k,7) and (L,S). Below we thus consider the pertur-
bation Hj only. Then using the expression for pé}) in
Eq. (S32), one obtains

(G250 Zf“ | 536 ) (S89)

From symmetry consideration, one can verify that
(jf’;)oc should be proportional to €4, E5. It then suf-

fices to assume E = E.% and evaluate €qnp. (jf_’;)oc. For
its evaluation, one uses Eq. (883)) and also the relation,

%{()< h(E L)_’
Lo (8- Ex D) R

+(0)<4
+“”<1 . (/zxf.g)L

37 (sw0)

>( )
5>(0)} o,

which shows that (]52)00 = 0. Finally by combining

with (]a’gmp)oc, one obtains

.S,PROP —-10 1
(‘]OZ;B )oc = { +2 }X WEQQ»YE’YGO[K]{I%,

where the upper and lower results apply to J = 3/2 and
J = 1/2, respectively.

D. Summary

To summarize the result of this section, we obtained

.S,PROP __ 2
Jap - 9 2

% E 9 _ 3 ath2
3 10 e

N 8 W’kE/2m  1aghk}
15 AE 5 e

—eapy Eyeaxky (S91)

for J =3/2 and

.s,pPrROP __ 2 3
Jap = Q?EQﬂVEWeaKkF

% 1_ 9 _ iath%
3 10 e
N 8 h’kE/2m  1aghkf
15 AE 5 e

for J = 1/2. Note that ]5 PROP differs from j5 op and

jgﬁp TP in two ways.

(S92)

One difference is the extra terms,

which are of order of Ea%hk% and thus smaller than



other leading order terms by the factor ax k% /e. Since

this factor approaches zero in the small k regime that
we consider, this difference is not important. The other
difference is the factor two enhancement of the anoma-
lous velocity contribution. Since this enhancement oc-

10

curs at the leading order term of the order of Eea k3,
this enhancement by factor 2 is relevant. Thus the only
important deviation of jbeROP from jfﬁ and jfbp TP s
the factor two enhancement of the anomalous velocity
contribution.
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