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The spin-orbit interaction (SOI) is a key tool for manipulating and functionalizing spin-dependent
electron transport. The desired function often depends on the SOI-generated phase that is accumu-
lated by the wave function of an electron as it passes through the device. This phase, known as the
Aharonov-Casher phase, therefore depends on both the device geometry and the SOI strength. Here
we propose a method for directly measuring the Aharonov-Casher phase generated in an SOI-active
weak link, based on the Aharonov-Casher-phase dependent anisotropy of its magnetoconductance.
Specifically we consider weak links in which the Rashba interaction is caused by an external electric
field, but our method is expected to apply also for other forms of the spin-orbit coupling. Mea-
suring this magnetoconductance anisotropy thus allows calibrating Rashba spintronic devices by an
external electric field that tunes the spin-orbit interaction and hence the Aharonov-Casher phase.

Introduction. The spin-orbit interaction (SOI), which
allows for an interplay between charge and spin currents
in all-electrical devices [1, 2], substantially affects the
transport properties of two- and three-dimensional con-
ductors. The spin-Hall effect [3], the electrical control of
the magnetization in magnetic heterostructures by inter-
facial spin-orbit toques [4], and the spin relaxation yield-
ing quantum anti weak-localization in impure conductors
[5, 6] are examples of such an influence.

The SOI is due to the interaction between the magnetic
moment µ of a particle moving with velocity v through
a static electric field E and the magnetic field Bso =
(E × v)/c2 seen in the rest frame of the particle. This
relativistic effect adds a term

Hso(k) = µ ·Bso = µ · (E× v)/c2. (1)

to the Hamiltonian, which can be removed by a gauge
transformation, Ψ→ exp(iφ̂AC)Ψ, that adds a phase fac-
tor to the wave function. Here

φ̂AC = −1

~

∫ t

µ ·Bsodt
′ =

1

~c2

∫ r

(E× µ) · dr′, (2)

where the integration is over the path of the particle,
is known as the Aharonov-Casher phase [7, 8]. We use

the notation φ̂AC for the phase operator and φAC for its
eigenvalue, to be discussed below.

One notes from Eqs. (1) and (2) that the strength
of the SOI, which can be readily measured [9, 10], is a
local property while, importantly, the Aharonov-Casher
phase depends in addition on the geometry of the device,
usually not precisely known, and is therefore a global
property of the device.

The Aharonov-Casher phase gives rise to quite a num-
ber of new spintronic functionalities in devices formed
by weak links bridging bulk conductors in configurations
where the spin-orbit interaction is active solely in the
weak link [11]. Such devices are capable of spin-selective
electric transport [12–14]. They allow for spin accumula-
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FIG. 1. (color online) Sketch of the system considered. A
spin-orbit active one-dimensional weak link of length d is at-
tached to two leads, L and R. An external electric field ap-
plied in the negative y-direction interacts with an electron
moving along the x-direction with momentum k and gener-
ates a pseudo-magnetic field Bso in the z-direction. An exter-
nal magnetic field B is applied in the y− z-plane, forming an
angle θ with the z-direction.

tion and generation of spin currents [15–17] and for elec-
tromotive forces [18] and spin-polarization of supercon-
ducting Cooper pairs [19]. These effects are more striking
in quantum networks built of spin-orbit active weak links
[20, 21] where the Aharonov-Casher phase dominates the
interference of the electronic spinors [22] and even yield
spin filtering [23].

Because of its importance it would be useful to be able
to measure and tune the Aharonov-Casher phase without
separate knowledge of the SOI strength and device geom-
etry. The purpose of this Letter is to propose a method
for achieving just that. Our proposal is based on mag-
netoconductance measurements and does not require ob-
serving interference patterns in multiply connected sys-
tems.

Originally, the Aharonov-Casher phase [7] had been
predicted for a neutral particle possessing an electric mo-
ment, which moves in a magnetic field, and therefore
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the earlier demonstrations were accomplished on neutron
and atomic interferometers (see e.g., Ref. 24). More re-
cently this phase has been shown to induce changes in
the Aharonov-Bohm oscillations observed in the magne-
toconductance data taken on ring structures fabricated
from HgTe/HgCdTe quantum wells, where continuously
adjustable spin-orbit coupling is available [20]. However,
the interpretation of such experiments relies on model
calculations, and the deduction of that phase is rather
indirect [25].

In this Letter we show that the magnetoconductance
anisotropy (with respect to the direction of the magnetic
field) of a single weak link allows for a detailed calibra-
tion of the Aharonov-Casher phase itself. By a weak link
we here mean a pseudo-one-dimensional conductor that
connects two bulk conductors and dominates the elec-
trical resistance of the system. The system we have in
mind is sketched in Fig. 1. Electrons can propagate ei-
ther ballistically or by tunneling through the weak link.
We mainly consider the ballistic case, which is more use-
ful in the present context, and defer a detailed discussion
of the tunneling case to the supplemental material [26].

We focus specifically on weak links where the Rashba
interaction [27] is controlled by an external electric field.
In the absence of a magnetic field this interaction, which
preserves time-reversal symmetry, does not affect the
conductance [13]. This is because the two spin projec-
tions on the direction of the pseudo magnetic field, gen-
erated by the spin-orbit interaction, are good quantum
numbers and hence constants of motion of the traversing
electrons. As a result, the electron transmission ampli-
tude is diagonal in spin space and therefore the conduc-
tance does not depend on the Aharonov-Casher phase.
However, by switching on an external magnetic field,
which affects the dynamics of the electrons through the
Zeeman interaction, time-reversal symmetry is broken
and the above spin projections are no longer good quan-
tum numbers. This makes the transmission amplitude
non-diagonal and mixes the two spin projections, which
correspond to different Aharonov-Casher phase factors.
The ensuing interference reflects the relative orientation
of the applied magnetic field B and the pseudo field
Bso generated by the SOI, giving rise to an anisotropic
magnetoconductance, which depends on the product of
the strength of the spin-orbit interaction and the length
of the weak link, forming the Aharonov-Casher phase.
Hence, measurements of the anisotropy of the magneto-
conductance singles out the Aharonov-Casher phase.
Two-terminal quantum conductance of a weak
link. The conductance of a conductor coupled to two
terminals is given by the Landauer-Büttiker expression,

G = g0Tr{tt†} , (3)

g0 = e2/h being the quantum unit of conductance [28].
In general the dimension of the matrix t is twice the
number of channels in the link (including the two spin

projections). For a one-dimensional weak link the trans-
mission amplitude t is a (2×2) matrix in spin space

t = Γ
1
2

LGi(d)Γ
1
2

R , (4)

where Gi(d) is the Green’s function (aka propagator) of
the link, of length d, and ΓL (ΓR) is the coupling to the
left (right) terminal, in energy units [29] (these are scalars
when the terminals are free electron gases).
Magnetoconductance for ballistic transport. The
explicit expression for the propagator describing ballistic
transport through the weak link reads [30]

Gi(d) =
d

2π

∫
dkeikd

[
EF + i0+ −H(k)

]−1
, (5)

where H(k) is the Hamiltonian of an electron moving
along the weak link (assumed to lie on the x̂− axis) with
momentum k = kx̂ (using ~ = 1 units)

H(k) =
k2

2m∗
− kkso

m∗
σz −B · σ . (6)

Here we have used that for electrons µ = −µBσ, where
µB is the Bohr magneton and σ is the vector of the Pauli
matrices. The Zeeman field B (in energy units since we
let µB = 1) lies in the y − z plane, i.e., B = Bn̂ and
n̂ = sin(θ)ŷ + cos(θ)ẑ, and the pseudo magnetic field
induced by the spin-orbit interaction, of strength kso in
momentum units, is along ẑ. Comparing Eqs. (1) and (6)
we note that kso is proportional to the total electric field
felt by the electron. It is common to extract its value
from experiments, see for instance Ref. [9]. The energy
of the propagating electron is EF = k2F/(2m

∗), m∗ being
the effective mass of the electron.

An important point of our discussion concerns the di-
rection of the external magnetic field, B. The Hamil-
tonian (6) shows that the effect of the spin-orbit cou-
pling can be viewed as that of a pseudo Zeeman field
which depends on the momentum and does not break
time-reversal symmetry. We find below that when the
external Zeeman field is parallel to this pseudo field (i.e.,
when θ = 0) the magnetoconductance of the weak link
is totally devoid of the Aharonov-Casher phase. As op-
posed, when the Zeeman field deviates away from the ẑ
direction, the magnetoconductance becomes anisotropic,
with the anisotropy mainly determined by the Aharonov-
Casher phase.

The integral in Eq. (5) is carried out using the Cauchy
theorem [26, 30]. It is illuminating to examine the result-
ing propagator for zero Zeeman field,

Gi(d,B = 0) =
−im∗d√
k2F + k2so

e[id
√
k2F+k

2
so+iksodσz ] . (7)

As seen, there are two fingerprints of the spin-orbit cou-
pling. One is of rather minor importance, the wave vector
of the propagating electron is modified, kF ⇒

√
k2F + k2so.
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The second is the accumulation of the Aharonov-Casher
phase factor [7], exp(iφ̂AC), where φ̂AC = ksodσz is an
operator in spin space. As explained in physical terms
above, and as is obvious from Eqs. (3), (4), and (7), the
phase disappears from the conductance in the absence of
an external Zeeman field and one finds that

G(B = 0)/(g0ΓLΓR) = 2(m∗d)2/(k2F + k2so) . (8)

A Zeeman field with a component perpendicular to the
pseudo field induced by the spin-orbit coupling is needed
for this coupling to have any effect on the conductance.

For a magnetic field along a general direction in the
y − z plane, the Cauchy integration in Eq. (5) requires
some care and is carried out in detail in Ref. [26]. Up to
second order in By [31] the propagator is given by two
poles at

k± = ±kso(1−Ri/2) + q̃± , (9)

where

q̃2± = kF + k2so ± 2m∗Bz +Ri(k
2
so ±m∗Bz) , (10)

and Ri = (m∗By)2/[(m∗Bz)
2 − (kFkso)2]. For zero spin-

orbit coupling the propagator, and consequently the con-
ductance, depends solely on B = [B2

y + B2
z ]1/2, and is

isotropic with respect to the direction of the magnetic
field. For kso 6= 0, it becomes anisotropic. Below, the
conductance is calculated up to second order in the two
magnetic field components, in particular assuming that
By � kFkso/m

∗ = vFkso = ∆so/2. The energy split
caused by the spin-orbit interaction, ∆so, is ≈ 4−5 meV
[9, 32]. As the magnetic energy (with appropriate con-
stants reinstated) is gµBBy ∼ g 0.06(By/T) meV, this
inequality might be satisfied for reasonable values of the
g-factor. (Note that the magnetic-field strength is an
externally-controlled parameter.)

Following Eqs. (3) and (4), the conductance is ob-

tained by tracing over the matrix product Gi(d)G†i (d).
To order (Bz,y/EF )2 one finds that

Tr{Gi(d)G†i (d)} =
2(m∗d)2

k2F + k2so

(
1 +

[Bz
EF

]2 k4F
(k2F + k2so)2

+
[By
EF

]2 4k2F + 3k2so
4(k2F + k2so)

− 1

2

[By
EF

]2
sin2(φAC)

)
, (11)

where the Aharonov-Casher phase, equal to φAC = ksod,

is the eigenvalue of φ̂AC. The normalized magnetocon-
ductance is (assuming kso � kF)

G−G(B = 0)

G(B = 0)
≈
[
1− 2k2so

k2F

][ B
EF

]2
+

7k2so
4k2F

[By
EF

]2
− 1

2

[By
EF

]2
sin2(φAC) . (12)

Once the Rashba interaction is switched-on, as can be
done by applying gate voltages [9] or external electric

            

FIG. 2. (color online) A contour plot of the anisotropy of
the magnetoconductance for the ballistic case, as defined by
Eq. (13), plotted as a function of the Aharonov-Casher phase
φAC = ksod (horizontal axis) and the angle θ between an ex-
ternal magnetic field and the pseudo-magnetic field generated
by the spin-orbit interaction (vertical axis). The anisotropy
has a maximum in the center of the contour plot, where
φAC = θ = π/2, and vanishes on the borders, where φAC

or θ is either 0 or π. By measuring the anisotropy at different
angles θ one may determine φAC.

fields [10], the magnetoconductance becomes anisotropic,
as demonstrated by the last two terms in Eq. (12). These
arise from different sources. The first one is determined
by the strength of the spin-orbit coupling in the particu-
lar material forming the weak link. It is governed by the
ratio (kso/kF)2, which is typically small: For the values
of kF =

√
2πns reported in Refs. [9, 32] (ns is the elec-

tron density) kF ≈ (3− 6)× 108 m−1 while kso is about
two orders of magnitude smaller. Thus this material-
dependent anisotropy is minute and will be neglected in
what follows.

In contrast, the last term on the right hand-side of
Eq. (12) provides a neat possibility to measure the
Aharonov-Casher phase φAC directly from the anisotropy
of the magnetoconductance. To do so we normalize
the measured magnetoconductance for an arbitrary an-
gle θ between the external magnetic field [By = B sin(θ),
Bz = B cos(θ)] and the pseudo field induced by the spin-
orbit interaction to the measured magnetoconductance
for θ = 0. One finds that

G(B, θ)−G(0, 0)

G(B, 0)−G(0, 0)
= 1− 1

2
sin2(θ) sin2(φAC) , (13)

which is a result that only depends on the Aharonov-
Casher phase φAC and the angle θ. This function is
shown in Fig. 2.
Magnetoconductance for tunneling electrons. The
discussion above pertains to weak links through which
electrons propagate ballistically. One may wonder what
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form the magnetoconductance takes for a weak link
through which electron transport is by tunneling. In-
terestingly, the end result for the magnetoconductance
anisotropy in the two cases is formally not much differ-
ent. The conductances, however, are quite disparate, im-
plying detrimental experimental consequences. Here we
offer a heuristic comparison and explanations of the two
scenarios.

Viewing a tunnel junction as a potential barrier whose
height exceeds the energy of the impinging electrons by
E0 = 1/(2m∗a20), where a0 can be thought of as a tunnel-
ing length, the expression for the propagator is modified.
We refer to Ref. 26 for a detailed derivation of the prop-
agator Ge(d) and for the form of Tr{Ge(d)G†e(d)} for this
case. To order (By,z/E0)2 and for By/E0 � ksoa0 � 1
one finds

Tr{GeG
†
e} = 2(m∗a0d)2e−2d/a0

×
{

1 +
(Bd)2

2(E0a0)2

[
1 +

5

2

a0
d

+ 2
a20
d2

]
+

(Byd)2

2(E0a0)2

[a0
d

( sin(φAC)

φAC
− 2
)

+
sin2(φAC)

(φAC)2
− 1
]}

.

(14)

The magnetoconductance is again anisotropic due to
the term on the second line (which as expected vanishes
if By = 0). The magnetoconductance, normalized as in
Eq. (13), becomes,

G(B, θ)−G(0, 0)

G(B, 0)−G(0, 0)
= 1− sin2(θ)

1 + (5/2)(a0/d) + 2(a0/d)2

×
{[

1−
( sin(φAC)

φAC

)2]
+ 2

a0
d

[
1− sin(2φAC)

2φAC

]}
. (15)

In order for the anisotropy to be determined by the single
parameter φAC = ksod, the Aharonov-Casher phase, as
in the ballistic case, we need a0/d� 1, in which case the
magnetoconductance, normalized as in Eq. (13), is

G(B, θ)−G(0, 0)

G(B, 0)−G(0, 0)
= 1− sin2(θ)

[
1− sin2(φAC)

(φAC)2

]
. (16)

However, the assumption that a0/d � 1 is unrealis-
tic since that would make the conductance, which Eq.
(14) shows is proportional to exp(−2d/a0), too small to
be measured. A realistic smallest value of exp(−2d/a0)
would be about 10−4, corresponding to a0/d ∼ 0.2, which
is a number that does not justify neglecting terms pro-
portional to a0/d and (a0/d)2 in Eq. (15).

Comparing the expressions for the magnetoconduc-
tance for ballistic- and tunneling transport through a
weak link, Eqs. (11) and (14), one observes that the
renormalization of the electronic propagator by an exter-
nal magnetic field is qualitatively different for the two
transport regimes. In the ballistic transport regime the
magnetic field modifies the Fermi momentum and conse-
quently the orbital phase factors, turning exp[ikFd] into

exp[ik±d] [see Eqs. (7), (9), and (10)]. These orbital
phase factors have no effect on the conductance. In a
tunneling device, on the other hand, the magnetic field
normalizes the tunneling length, introducing additional
exponential dependence on the width d of the tunnel
junction. Such a modification affects the modulus of the
propagator, and reduces further the tunneling conduc-
tance.

Discussion. We have presented an analysis of the mag-
netoconductance of one-dimensional weak links through
which electrons propagate either ballistically (ballistic
transport regime) or by tunneling (tunneling transport
regime). Whether the eigenstates of the electrons in the
weak link are plane waves or evanescent tunneling modes,
they acquire a phase factor due to the Aharonov-Casher
effect [7]. The propagator matrix, written in terms of
these eigenstates, is diagonal as long as the external mag-
netic field is parallel to the pseudo magnetic field induced
by the spin-orbit coupling. In this case the conductance,
given by Eqs. (3) and (4), is determined by the sum of the
squared moduli of the diagonal elements of the propaga-
tor and therefore becomes independent of the Aharonov-
Casher phase.

An external magnetic field that has a component per-
pendicular to the pseudo field, on the other hand, has
the effect that spin is no longer a good quantum num-
ber, the propagator matrix becomes non-diagonal, and
interference between its non-diagonal elements leads to
a magnetoconductance that depends on the Aharonov-
Casher phase. One can think of this as a manifestation of
the Aharonov-Casher phase in the magnetoconductance
due to an internal interference between spin-up and spin-
down states. Our main result is Eq. (13), showing that
in the ballistic transport regime this Aharonov-Casher
phase can be deduced by comparing measurements of
the magnetoconductance of the weak link in an external
magnetic field oriented in different directions.
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support from IBS Funding No. IBS-R024-D1.
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