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Effect of spin-orbit interaction on circular current: Pure spin current phenomena

within a ring conductor
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A net circulating current may appear within a quantum ring under finite bias. We study the
characteristic features of the circular current in the presence of Rashba spin-orbit interaction (RSOI).
Both charge and spin currents appear within the ring. Whereas when the ring is symmetrically
connected to the external leads, we can get a pure charge current at non-zero Fermi-energy. On
the other hand, for asymmetric ring-to-leads configuration, at zero Fermi-energy, the spin current
vanishes but a pure charge current flows within the ring. Tuning RSOI, we demonstrate a way to
control the pure spin current externally. This new perspective of the generation of the pure spin
circular current can open a new basis for the highly efficient, low energy cost spintronic devices.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the context of quantum transport, we generally fo-
cus on the overall conduction properties of a junction.
But when the bridging conductor contains a loop struc-
ture, there is a possibility to induce a circular current
within the loop. Circular current may behave very dif-
ferently and may have a very large magnitude compared
to the overall drain current. The circular current may ap-
pear within a quantum loop under several circumstances.
In the early 80’s Büttiker et al.1 first proposed theoreti-
cally that a small conducting ring carries a net circulating
charge current, commonly known as persistent current in
the presence of the magnetic field. Followed by this, there
were lots of theoretical as well as experimental proposi-
tions2–7 in this direction. Using phase-locked infra-red
laser pulses circular current has been generated in an
isolated quantum ring8. Several other theoretical works
have indicated the possibility to excite such loop currents
by using external radiation9, shaped photon pulses10,11,
circularly polarized light12, twisted light13, etc. Circular
current can be also induced in quantum rings driven by
an external voltage14–19. For example, S. Nakanishi and
M. Tsukada20 have predicted the existence of a quan-
tum internal current through the C60 molecular bridge.
Large loop currents circulating around the zigzag and
chiral carbon nanotubes have been observed by N. Tsuji
et.al.21. The circular currents due to different driving
forces are closely related in nature.
Though the idea of bias induced circular current is so

far limited to theoretical computations, but it involves
various important factors in the context of quantum
transport. Such as, it gives the measurement of current
through the individual section of a complicated quantum
loop system consists of multiple pathways. Depending on
the voltage bias, circular current may rise to a very high
value compared to the overall drain current (∼ 103 times
larger) at the outgoing leads. This giant circular cur-
rent induces a large magnetic field (in some cases it may
even reach to few millitesla or even Tesla) at the center
of the ring, which is very important in the context of lo-
cal spin regulation and several other electronic and spin-
tronic applications like storage of data, logic functions,
spin switching, spin-selective electron transmission, spin-
based quantum computations, etc22–26.
In a recent work19, the idea of spin circular currents has

FIG. 1: (Color online). Schematic-representation of the
Tight-Binding quantum ring, attached with two semi-infinite
electrodes.

been addressed, where the spin components have been
defined by the conservation law between the bond cur-
rent and transport current in a one-dimensional quantum
chain. With this formulation, here we make an in-depth
analysis on the effect of the Rashba spin-orbit interac-
tion (RSOI) on the bias induced-circular current. RSOI
is originated due to the structure inversion asymmetry
caused by the inversion asymmetry of the confining po-
tential27. It28,29 is an electrically tunable spin-orbit in-
teraction30.

Generation of pure spin current is the ultimate require-
ment for the spintronic devices, which have evolved from
exploiting spin-polarized current to pure spin current. It
helps in gaining speed, miniaturization, and high energy
efficiency31,32 as in this case only electron-spin carries the
information. The energy dissipation due to Joule heat-
ing, which is the main source of the power dissipation in
conventional electronic devices, can be completely sup-
pressed here. It also allows to have spin–orbit torque,
different from the spin-transfer torque, which can switch
ferromagnetic free layers to design high-density memory
devices33. The spin Hall effect34, spin pumping35, fer-
romagnetic and anti-ferromagnetic metals and insulators
are the few ways to generate pure spin current. Here we
propose a new idea to generate pure spin current using
RSOI. The model is composed of a quantum wire at-
tached to two external baths as shown in Fig. 1. The
entire system is non-magnetic and metallic. RSOI is
considered at the bridging ring. Under the symmetric
ring-to-lead configuration (when the length of the upper
arm of the ring is equal to the length of the lower one)
the system has two-fold degeneracy along with the spin-
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degeneracy. In this situation, the currents at the two
arms of the ring are equal and opposite to each other,
resulting in a zero charge circular current. In the pres-
ence of RSOI, when unpolarized electrons are injected,
it becomes polarized within the ring in such a way that
the charge current becomes zero. Hence a pure spin cur-
rent is generated within the ring. Here the up spin moves
to the opposite direction in the down spin. Though the
outgoing drain current always remains unpolarized for
symmetric as well as asymmetric configurations (when
the arm lengths of the ring are unequal). The spin cur-
rent density is anti-symmetric around incident energy E
equals to 0. Therefore we need to set a non-zero Fermi
energy to get pure spin circular current.
The conversion of the pure spin current to the pure

charge current is also possible here. In an asymmetric
junction, if we set the Fermi-energy at zero, the spin cur-
rent vanishes, resulting in a pure charge current. We find
that the spin current is very robust against the connec-
tion positions of the electrodes to the ring, unlike the
charge current. To make the spin-based quantum com-
puters and other spintronic devices, proper spin regula-
tion is highly important. Tuning the strength of RSOI,
we propose a suitable way to control the pure spin current
externally. Based on the tight-binding (TB) framework
we compute the circular current using wave-guide formal-
ism18,19,36–38. With this approach, one can find current
carried by each section of the ring. Circular current may
decrease with voltage (showing negative differential resis-
tance, NMR) contrary to the overall drain current which
increases with voltage.
The arrangement of the remaining part is as follows.

In sec. II we thoroughly discussed the methodology to
calculate the current in the presence of SOI. In sec. III,
we illustrate all the essential results, and finally, we sum-
marize our findings in sec. IV.

II. THE MODEL AND THEORY

A. Hamiltonians

The Hamiltonian H for the entire system (shown in
Fig. 1) can be written as the sum of the Hamiltonians
for the ring HR, the electrodes (namely, source S and
drain D) H(S/D), and the tunneling between the ring
and electrodes HT . Therefore,

H = HR +H(S/D) +HT . (1)

HR represents the Hamiltonian for a one-dimensional
quantum ring with spin-orbit interaction (SOI), having
the TB39,40 form:

HR =
∑

n

c
†
nǫncn +

∑

n

(

c
†
n+1tcn + c

†
ntcn+1

)

−
∑

n

(

c
†
n+1 (ıσx)α cosφn,n+1cn + h.c.

)

−
∑

n

(

c
†
n+1 (ıσy)α sinφn,n+1cn + h.c.

)

. (2)

n is the site-index runs from 1 to N , where N is the
number of sites in the ring. The other factors are:

ǫn =

(

ǫn,↑ 0
0 ǫn,↓

)

, t =

(

t 0
0 t

)

,

cn =

(

cn,↑
cn,↓

)

, α =

(

α 0
0 α

)

.

ǫn,↑(↓) represents the on-site potential of an up (down)
spin electron. We consider ǫn,↑ = ǫn,↓ = ǫn for the sake of
simplicity. α is the Rashba spin-orbit coupling strength.
φn,n+1 = (φn + φn+1) /2, with φn = 2π(n − 1)/N . σi’s
(i = x, y, z) are the Pauli spin matrices in σz diagonal
representation. ı =

√
−1.

The Hamiltonian H(S/D), representing the electrodes,
characterized by the onsite potential ǫ0 and the nearest
neighbor hopping integral t0 has the form:

HS/D =
∑

n≤−1

a
†
nǫ0an +

∑

n≤−1

(

a
†
n+1t0an + a

†
nt0an+1

)

+
∑

n≥N+1

b
†
nǫ0bn +

∑

n≥N+1

(

b
†
n+1t0bn + b

†
nt0bn+1

)

.

(3)

an(bn) and a
†
n(b

†
n) are the annihilation and creation op-

erators, respectively of the source (drain).

HT describes the coupling of the ring with S and D,
and it is also expressed in the usual TB form.

B. Circular current density

We evaluate the spin-dependent circular current den-
sity within the ring adopting wave-guide theory, where
we solve the Schrödinger equation

H|ψ〉 = EI|ψ〉. (4)

I is the (2 × 2) identity matrix. The wave function |ψ〉,
representing the entire system has the form:

|ψ〉 =





∑

n≤−1

Ana
†
n +

∑

n≥1

Bnb
†
n +

∑

i=1

Cic
†
i



 |0〉. (5)

The coefficients An =

(

An,σσ′

An,σσ′

)

, Bn =

(

Bn,σσ′

Bn,σσ′

)

,

and Ci =

(

Ci,σσ′

Ci,σσ′

)

correspond to the amplitudes for

an electron at the n-th site of the source, drain, and i-th
site of the ring, respectively. From Eq. (4) we get a set
of coupled equations as:
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[(

E 0
0 E

)

−
(

ǫ0 0
0 ǫ0

)](

An,σσ′

An,σσ′

)

=

(

t0 0
0 t0

)(

An+1,σσ′

An+1,σσ

)

+

(

t0 0
0 t0

)(

An−1,σσ′

An−1,σσ′

)

, n ≤ −2,

[(

E 0
0 E

)

−
(

ǫ0 0
0 ǫ0

)](

A−1,σσ′

A−1,σσ′

)

=

(

t0 0
0 t0

)(

A−2,σσ′

A−2,σσ′

)

+

(

tS 0
0 tS

)(

CNS ,σσ′

CNS ,σσ′

)

,

[(

E 0
0 E

)

−
(

ǫ0 0
0 ǫ0

)](

Bn,σσ′

Bn,σσ′

)

=

(

t0 0
0 t0

)(

Bn+1,σσ′

Bn+1,σσ

)

+

(

t0 0
0 t0

)(

Bn−1,σσ′

Bn−1,σσ′

)

, n ≥ 2

[(

E 0
0 E

)

−
(

ǫ0 0
0 ǫ0

)](

B1,σσ′

B1,σσ′

)

=

(

t0 0
0 t0

)(

B2,σσ′

B2,σσ′

)

+

(

tD 0
0 tD

)(

CND ,σσ′

CND ,σσ′

)

,

[(

E 0
0 E

)

−
(

ǫi 0
0 ǫi

)](

Ci,σσ

Ci,σσ′

)

=

(

t −ıαe−ıϕi,i+1

−ıαe−ıϕi,i+1 t

)(

Ci+1,σσ

Ci+1,σσ

)

+

(

t −ıαe−ıϕi,i−1

−ıαe−ıϕi,i−1 t

)(

Ci−1,σσ′

Ci−1,σσ′

)

+

(

tS 0
0 tS

)(

CNS,σσ′ 0
0 CNS ,σσ′

)

δi,NS

+

(

tD 0
0 tD

)(

CND,σσ′

CND,σσ′

)

δi,ND
, 1 ≤ i ≤ N. (6)

σ represents up and down spins and similarly σ′ also. tS
and tS are the couplings between the source and the drain
to the NS-th and ND-th sites of the ring, respectively.

Depending upon the nature of incident electrons, now
we consider two different situations.

(i) Up spin incidence from the source lead:

In this case, we consider that an up spin electron in-
cidents as a plane wave with unit amplitude, having the
form:

An =

(

eik(n+1)a + r↑↑e
−ik(n+1)a

r↑↓e
−ik(n+1)a

)

and

Bn =

(

τ↑↑e
ikna

τ↑↓e
ikna

)

,

where a being the lattice spacing and k is the wave vec-
tor associated with the energy E. τ↑↑ (τ↑↓) and r↑↑ (r↑↓)
are the transmission and reflection amplitudes of an up
spin, transmitted, and reflected as up (down) spin, re-
spectively.

Putting the expression of An and Bn in Eq. (6), we
solve the wave amplitudes Ci,↑σs and the transmission
amplitudes t↑σ, σ =↑, ↓ for a particular energy associated
with wave vector k . We finally get the spin-dependent
transmission probability and the bond current density
between the sites i and i+ 1 of the ring as:

T↑σ = |τ↑σ|2 (7)

and

Ji→i+1↑σ =

√
t2 + α2Im

[

C∗
i,↑σCi+1,↑σ

]

(1/2)t0 sin(ka)
, σ →↑, ↓,

(8)

respectively.

(ii) Down spin incidence from the source lead :

For this case, down spin incidents with unit ampli-
tudes, where An and Bn look like:

An =

(

r↓↑e
−ik(n+1)a

eik(n+1)a + r↓↓e
−ik(n+1)a

)

and

Bn =

(

τ↓↑e
ikna

τ↓↓e
ikna

)

,

respectively. τ↓↑ (τ↓↓) and r↓↑ (r↓↓) are the transmission
and reflection amplitudes for down spin transmitted and
reflected as up (down) spin, respectively.
Using the same prescription as stated for the case of

up spin incidence, we calculate the transmission prob-
abilities and bond current densities for the down spin
incidence as follows

T↓σ = |τ↓σ |2 (9)

and

Ji→i+1,↓σ =

√
t2 + α2Im

[

C∗
i,↓σCi+1,↓σ

]

(1/2)t0 sin(ka)
, σ →↑, ↓,

(10)
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respectively.

From the bond current density, we finally calculate the
circular current density flowing within the ring as:

Jσ,σ′ =
1

N

∑

i

Ji→i+1,σσ′ , σ, σ′ →↑, ↓ . (11)

C. Circular Current

The net circular current within the ring, for a partic-
ular bias voltage V at absolute zero temperature, can be
evaluated from the relation

Iσσ′ (V ) =

EF+ eV
2

∫

EF− eV
2

Jσσ′(E) dE, σ, σ′ →↑, ↓ . (12)

EF is the equilibrium Fermi energy. The net up and
down-spin currents are defined as:

I↑ = I↑↑ + I↓↑,

I↓ = I↑↓ + I↓↓, (13)

respectively19. Using I↑ and I↓, we define the net charge
and spin currents as

IC = I↑ + I↓,

IS = I↑ − I↓, (14)

respectively19.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

There are a few parameters that are kept constant
throughout the paper. The onsite potentials are chosen
to be zero, i.e., ǫ0 = ǫn = 0 ∀ n. The nearest-neighbor
hopping integrals are taken as: t0 = 2 eV, t = 1 eV,
and tS = tD = 0.5 eV. The source is always connected
to the first site of the ring, which is NS = 1. We con-
sider the lattice spacing a as 1Å. Current moving at the
counter-clockwise direction in any segment of the ring is
considered to be positive.

A. Without Spin Orbit Interaction

First, we try to understand the basic features of the
current density without any spin-orbit interaction. When
the ring is symmetrically connected to the source and
drain, the net circular current becomes zero. Therefore
we concentrate on asymmetric ring-to-lead configuration
(Fig. 2). The ring has 10 atomic sites. The drain is
connected at the 7-th site of the ring. In Fig. 2(a) we
plot the Jσσ (σ =↑ or ↓) with energy E. Both the J↑↑
and J↓↓ are the same, as no spin scattering interaction is
present in the system. For the same reason, the spin cur-
rent densities corresponding to the spin flipping process
(J↑↓ and J↓↑) are also zero here. The energies associated

with the picks and the dips in the spectra correspond
to the energy eigenvalues of the ring. For our present
choice of parameter values, the eigenvalues of the ring
Hamiltonian (written in Eq. (2)) without any spin-orbit
interaction (α = 0) are: −2, −2, −1.62, −1.62, −1.62,
−1.62, −0.62, −0.62, −0.62, −0.62, 0.62, 0.62, 0.62, 0.62,
1.62, 1.62, 1.62, 1.62, 2.0, 2.0 eV. Along with the two fold
spin degeneracy of each energy level, the system has an-
other doubly degenerate energy levels due to the periodic
boundary condition N +1 ≡ 1 which leads to the energy
dispersion as E = 2tCos(ka) where k = 2πm/Na. The
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(a) σ = ↑, ↓
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�

σ
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�
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σl�

	

�

in
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/e
V

(b) U���� Lowerσ = ↑, ↓

FIG. 2: (Color online). (a) Current density Jσσ as a function
of energy E. (b) Current densities flowing at the upper and
lower arms of the ring.

integerm runs between N/2 ≤ m < N/2. Therefore for k
and −k, the system has the same energy except atm = 0
for odd N and m = −N/2, 0 for even N . For example, in
our present setup, N = 10. Therefore the degeneracies
appear when m = ±4,±3,±2, and ±1. Whereas the en-
ergy levels corresponding to m = −5, that is E = −2 eV
andm = 0 with E = −2 eV, remain non-degenerate. The
doubly degenerate orbitals are characterized by their or-
bital angular momentum, representing Bloch waves trav-
eling clockwise or counter-clockwise along the ring. The
circular current appears within the ring when this degen-
eracy is lifted due to the ring-to-leads coupling. The sym-
metric ring-to-lead connection does not split the degen-
eracies hence a net circular current (specifically charge
circular current) does not appear. Whereas, for an asym-
metric connection, there is a net current within the ring.

The current densities flowing through the upper and
lower arms (Jupper

σσ and J lower
σσ , respectively) are plotted

in Fig. 2(b). As we can see, Jupper
σσ is opposite in sign to

the J lower
σσ at non-degenerate energy levels. But they flow

in the same direction at degenerate energy levels. The
slight splitting at these degenerate levels are caused by
the coupling of the ring with the electrodes. The current
density in terms of Jupper

σ and J lower

σ can be written as

Jσ = f upperJupper

σ + f lowerJ lower

σ . (15)

f upper = (ND − 1)/N and f lower = (N − ND + 1)/N are
the weight factors for the upper and lower arms, respec-
tively. As across E = ±2 eV, the current flows in the
two arms of the ring in opposite directions, with almost
equal magnitude, vanishingly small current densities are
obtained. Whereas at the degenerate energies (neglect-
ing spin degeneracy), the contributions from both of the
arms are additive, hence a net circular current density is
obtained.
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FIG. 3: (Color online). (a) - (b) Up and down spin current densities and (c) - (d) up and down spin transmission probabilities
with energy for α = 0.4 eV. The left column ((a) and (c)) represent symmetric ring-to-lead connection whereas right column
i.e. (b) and (d) are simulated for most asymmetric configuration (i.e., ND = 10). The other parameters are same as Fig. 2.

B. With Spin Orbit Interaction

The Rashba spin-orbit interaction causes a
momentum-dependent spin splitting of electronic
bands. But with non-zero SOI, the quantum ring still
has at least one more eigenstate with the same energy
according to the Kramers degeneracy theorem as our
spin-half system preserves time-reversal symmetry.
Circular current (as well as non-zero transmission prob-
ability) appears for corresponding energy eigenvalues
similar to the previous situation (for Rashba spin-orbit
interaction strength α = 0.4 eV and with our present
choices of parameters, these energies are: −2.12, −2.12,
−1.94, −1.94, −1.5, −1.5, −1.01, −1.01, −0.3, −0.3, 0.3,
0.3, 1.01, 1.01, 1.5, 1.5, 1.94, 1.94, 2.12, and 2.12 eV.)
The effect of spin-orbit interaction on current density as
well as on the transmission spectra is studied in Fig. 3
for symmetric and asymmetric connections.
As for the two terminal SOI device, magnetic field (to

break the time reversal symmetry) is a key ingredient to

-2.8 -1.4 0 1.4 2.8

-2.2

-1.5

-0.8

-0.1

0.6

E in eV

J

S

in

T
V
W /

e
V

(a) ND = XY ND = 8; ND = Z[\

-2.8 -1.4 0 1.4 2.8

12

6

0

-6

-12

E in eV

] ^

in
A
m
p
/e
V

(b) ND = _` ND = ab ND = cdf

FIG. 4: (Color online). Charge (JC) and spin (JS) cur-
rent densites with energy E for N = 10 and α = 0.4 eV.
In each case we calculate the current for three different ring-
to-lead configurations. The red curve corresponds to ND = 6,
whereas for green and blue curves we choose ND = 8 and 10,
respectively.

produce an net spin-polarized current at outgoing termi-

nal, in the transmission probability we do not observe
any spin-separation for symmetric (Fig. 3(c)) as well as
asymmetric (Fig. 3(d)) cases. But within the conductor
a net spin current appears for both the cases (Fig. 3(a) -
(b)). In fact for the symmetric case (Fig. 3(a)), we have

J↑(±E) = −J↓(±E).

(16)

Therefore, in this situation, throughout the energy win-
dow, the net charge current density

JC(E) = J↑(E)− J↓(E) = 0. (17)

But net spin current density,

JS(E) = J↑(E)− J↓(E)

= 2J↑(E) = −2J↓(E). (18)

Hence a pure spin current appears (charge current is
zero). Apart from equality relations stated in Eq. (16),
for symmetric connection, we also have

J↑(E) = −J↑(−E),

J↓(E) = −J↓(−E). (19)

Equation (19) implies,

JS(E) = J↑(E) − J↓(E)

= J↓(−E)− J↑(−E)

= −JS(−E). (20)

As the net spin current IS at a voltage V is given by the
area under the JS −E (Eq. (12)), therefore net IS is zero
under the condition EF = 0. Therefore to get pure spin
current, we need to set Fermi energy EF other than zero.
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FIG. 5: (Color online). Superposition of net spin currents
ISs with bias voltage V for a symmetric (red curve) and most
asymmetric (blue curve) connections. The results are com-
puted for a 40 site ring for two different Fermi-energies (EF ).
The strength of spin-orbit interaction is 0.2 eV.

For the asymmetric connection (Fig. 3(b)), when there
is a splitting in the degeneracy, we have a net charge as
well as spin circular currents. In this condition, the up
and down components of the circular current density are
opposite to each other but they are not equal, that is:

J↑(±E) 6= −J↓(±E).

(21)

But similar to the symmetric connection condition, for
asymmetric connection we still have,

J↑(E) = J↓(−E),

J↓(E) = J↑(−E). (22)

Therefore, under asymmetric connection,

JC(E) = J↑(E) + J↓(E)

= J↓(−E) + J↑(−E)

= JC(−E). (23)

But for the net spin current we have,

JS(E) = J↑(E)− J↓(E)

= J↓(−E)− J↑(−E)

= −JS(−E). (24)

Therefore the spin IS current vanishes for EF = 0 similar
to the symmetric connection situation. But as the charge
current density is symmetric around E = 0, we can get
a pure charge current setting the Fermi energy at 0.
The total charge current density JC is plotted in

Fig. 4(a) for three different ring-to-leads configurations.
In Fig. 4(b), we calculate the spin current density for the
same, though as they are almost similar. There a are
few basic differences between JC and JS that we can see
in Fig. 4. (i) In each case a total of 10 peaks and dips
are visible there but for spin current density the subse-
quent energy levels carry currents in opposite directions,
whereas no such sequence is seen for charge current den-
sity. (ii) JC is symmetric around E = 0, whereas JS
is anti-symmetric. In other words JC(E) = JC(−E) and
JS(E) = −JS(−E), as we have already found in Eq. (20),
Eq. (23) and 24. (iii) The charge current density is very
much sensitive to the ring-lead connection positions, but
JS is quite independent of that.

C. Spin current

Now we calculate the total pure spin current. In Fig. 5
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FIG. 6: (Color online).(a) Variation of pure spin current IS

with Rashba spin-orbit interaction α in a symmetric 30-size
junction at three different voltages. (b) Spin current densities
at three different values of α, those are marked by encircled
dots in (a).

we plot the pure spin current IS with voltage V setting
Fermi energy at EF = 0.5 eV (red) and EF = 1 eV (blue).
The ring has 40 atomic sites and is symmetrically con-
nected to the drain at ND = 21. IS shows oscillation
with voltage V , for both the choices of the Fermi ener-
gies. For a very small voltages around zero, the current
is vanishingly small as no resonant energy level appears
within the window. Current becomes finite when anyone
of such energy levels lies within the voltage window. As
we further increase the voltage, more and more resonant
energy levels appear within the window. Depending on
their contributions to the net current, the circular cur-
rent becomes positive or negative, or zero. As the spin
circular current density remains almost unchanged with
the connection position of the drains, the current-voltage
spectra are almost the same, for the other ring-to-lead
configurations with fixed N .
In order to see the dependence of pure spin current

on spin-orbit interaction we present its variations as a
function of α for some typical values of bias voltage V
in Fig. 6(a). IS has an oscillatory behavior with α and
its sign alternately changes from positive to negative for
a wide window of α. Therefore we can control the IS
by spin-orbit interaction without disturbing any physical
parameters of the system and can be utilized in design-
ing effective spin-based quantum devices. To explain this
large variation of the spin current with SOI, we choose
three distinct points A, B, and C from IS − α curve
of Fig. 6(a), represented by encircled dots, and present
the current densities for the corresponding values of α
in Fig.6(b). The results are shown for a specific energy
window (0.125 ≤ E ≤ 0.875) associated with the voltage
V = 0.75V and Fermi-energy EF = 0.5 eV. For the α
value associated with point A, two current density peaks
appear at negative energy while there is only one positive
energy peak (shown by the red color curve in Fig.6(b)),
which results in a net negative circular current. The sce-
nario gets reversed at the α value associated with point
C (shown by the blue color in Fig.6(b)). Therefore a
net positive current flows in the ring. At the α value
associated with point B, the current densities obtained
for both positive and negative energies are closely equal
(shown by the green color curve in Fig.6(b)). Therefore
vanishing spin current appears in this case.



7

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have discussed the effects of Rashba
spin-orbit interaction on the circular current, which ap-
pears within a conductor having loop geometry. We
have discussed the origin of the circular currents from
the degeneracy point of view. We have found that, in a
symmetric junction, the charge circular current is always
zero, but in this case, we have got non-zero pure spin
circular current (i.e., minimization of the Joule heating)
setting the Fermi-energy at any value other than zero.
The system has double degeneracy which can be charac-
terized by its orbital angular momentum. On the other
hand, in an asymmetric junction, we have got a pure
charge current, setting Fermi-energy at zero. Due to ring-
to-electrodes coupling, the degeneracy is removed here.

Finally, we have shown a way to regulate the pure spin
current by changing the strength of spin-orbit interac-
tion. Our results will serve to design the new generation
spintronic devices where only spin will carry the infor-
mation.
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