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The quantum spin Hall effect has been observed in topological insulators using spin-orbit coupling
as the probe, but it has not yet been observed in a metal. An experiment is proposed to measure
the quantum spin Hall effect of an electron or hole in a two-dimensional (2D) metal by using the
previously unexplored but relativistically generated 2D quantum spin Hall Hamiltonian, but with-
out using spin-orbit coupling. A long cylindrical solenoid lies normally through the inner radius
of a 2D metallic Corbino disk. The current IS surrounding the solenoid produces an azimuthal
magnetic vector potential but no magnetic field in the disk. In addition, a radial electric field is
generated across the disk by imposing either (a) a potential difference ∆v or (b) a radial charge
current I across its inner and outer radii. Combined changes in IS and in either ∆v or I gener-
ate spontaneously quantized azimuthal charge and spin currents. The experiment is designed to
measure these quantized azimuthal charge and spin currents in the disk consistently. The quantum
Hamiltonians for experiments (a) and (b) are both solved exactly. A method to control the Joule
heating is presented, which could potentially allow the quantum spin Hall measurements to be made
at room temperature. Extensions of this design to an array of thermally-managed solenoids, each
surrounded by thermally-managed stacks of 2D metallic Corbino disks, could function as a quantum
computer that could potentially operate at room temperature.

PACS numbers: 05.20.-y, 75.10.Hk, 75.75.+a, 05.45.-a

I. INTRODUCTION

In the hydrogen atom, one of the leading relativistic
corrections to the non-relativistic limit is proportional to
(p × E) · σ1–3, where p is the quantized momentum of
the electron, the electric field E = −∇Φ, where Φ is the
radial electrostatic potential in spherical coordinates, and
the components of σ are the Pauli matrices representing
the electron spin. Since E||r and the angular momentum
L = r × p, such a term in the Hamiltonian represents
spin-orbit coupling, but differs from the classical Hall
effect in three-dimensional metals that results from both
an applied E and an applied magnetic induction B, but
does not include the particle’s spin.

More recently, there has been a very large interest in
the quantum spin Hall effect in thin topological insulators
and insulating quantum wells4–8. In those studies, the
model Hamiltonian was also proportional to (p×E) ·σ,
and since the electrons in such insulators only travel on
or near to the sample surface, to first approximation,
E||r, where the position r of the electron is measured
from the center of the top surface under study. More-
over in topological insulators, including that 1T ′ form
of monolayer WTe2 studied with regard to the quan-
tum spin Hall effect8, the Dirac-cone electronic disper-
sion locks the electron spins onto their momenta, and the
protected edge currents are insensitive to backscattering
from defects or from travelling around the corners of the
top surface. In those experiments, the conductance was
observed to be quantized in integral units of e2/h, as for
the ordinary quantum Hall effect9, where e and h are the

electric charge and Planck’s constant, respectively.

Simultaneously, at the opposite end of the conductiv-
ity spectrum, there has also been a large interest in two-
dimensional (2D) and layered superconductors10–18. Par-
ticular interest has been in monolayer FeSe, in monolayer
and few-layer samples of the transition metal dichalco-
genide 2H-NbSe2, in gated bulk samples of the tran-
sition metal dichalcogenide 2H-MoS2, which also re-
sulted in effective monolayer superconductors10–13, and
in twisted-bilayer and twisted-trilayer graphene, which
was surprisingly also shown to be superconducting for
the magic twist angle ∼ 1.1◦ for certain induced carrier
densities14,15.

But what about the center of the conductivity spec-
trum? Some very interesting 2D examples are the metal-
lic phases of magic-angle, twisted-bilayer and twisted-
trilayer graphene obtained either with different in-
duced carrier densities than those used to study the
superconductivity14,15, or for temperatures T exceeding
the superconducting transition temperature Tc. More
generally, by reducing the thickness of a large variety of
semiconducting or insulating transition metal dichalco-
genides (MX2 with M = Mo, V, W, Ta and X = S,
Se, Te) with octahedral 1T or distorted octahedral 1T ′

structures17, to monolayer thicknesses, the resulting ma-
terials, possibly except for monolayer 1T ′-WTe2, turned
out to be very surprisingly metallic19–27. Presently,
there appear to be a variety of reasons for this, among
which is the removal of the charge-density waves present
in bulk materials18. In addition, monolayer MoN has
been shown to be metallic28,29, and first-principles pre-
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dictions of monolayer metallicity in Au2B and MoSi2
have been presented30,31. The more recent growth of
such crystals on Au substrates appears to yield more
uniform monolayer metals than their earlier growth on
NaCl microcrystals26,27, which suggests that the number
of high-quality monolayer metallic systems could increase
significantly in the near future. In addition, ultrathin sin-
gle crystals of ultrapure Al could be effectively 2D met-
als suitable for experiments to measure quantum effects.
Those studies suggested that such non-magnetic, metallic
monolayers might have many practical uses19–31.

However, one could also ask if there might be some
qualitatively new physics that could be extracted from
2D metals. Here we show that the answer is yes! The
quantum spin Hall effect that does not include the spin-
orbit coupling interaction can be observed and used as a
tool to probe the microscopic parameters of the metal,
provided that the proper geometry and experimental
probes are chosen. Moreover, it could also provide a basis
for the construction of a quantum computer that could
potentially operate at room temperature, as for photon-
based quantum computers presently under study32.

II. THE PROPOSED EXPERIMENTS

We propose two different quantum spin Hall ex-
periments that employ the previously untested but
relativistically-generated quantum spin Hall Hamiltonian
that does not make use of its spin-orbit coupling compo-
nent. In both experiments, a cylindrical solenoid of ra-
dius ρS is normally placed in the center of a 2D metallic
Corbino disk of outer and inner radii ρo and ρi > ρS , as
sketched in Fig. 1(a). The experimenter applies a charge
current IS in a wire tightly wrapped around the solenoid,
which generates an azimuthal magnetic vector potential

AS(ρ) = ϕ̂ΦS/(2πρ) (1)

in the disk, where BS = ∇ ×AS , ΦS = π|BS |ρ
2
S is the

magnetic flux in the solenoid, and due to the Biot-Savart
law, ΦS = µ0ISρS/2, where µ0 is the magnetic perme-
ability of vacuum. The solenoid must be long enough
that BS ≈ 0 everywhere in the disk, as in the Aharonov-
Bohm experiment33,34.

A. The first experiment

In the first experiment, a uniform potential difference
∆v = vo − vi is applied across the outer and inner disk
radii ρo and ρi, respectively, as pictured in Fig. 1(b).
The circular electrodes must be much better conductors
than the 2D metal in the Corbino disk. This has the
result of imposing the electric potentials vo and vi on ρo
and ρi, respectively.
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FIG. 1. Sketch of a side view of the non-thermally-

managed version of the proposed experimental setup.
(a). A current IS is applied to the tightly wrapped wire coil
surrounding a long cylindrical solenoid of radius ρS that is
normally placed inside a 2D metallic Corbino disk of inner
radius ρi > ρS, generating a constant BS inside the solenoid
and only an azimuthal vector potential AS in the disk. (b).
(top view) In the first experiment, the electric potentials are
fixed respectively at vi and vo on ρi and ρo, respectively, in-
ducing the radial E. (c). (top view) In the second experiment,
an applied radial current I source across ρi and ρo induces
a uniform radial sheet charge current K, which induces the
radial electric field E and the different equilibrium potentials
vi and vo on ρi and ρo. In both cases, the combined ra-
dial E and azimuthal A couple to the electron or hole spins,
leading to a spin imbalance that generates an azimuthal spin
current detected by the voltage between the radially central
ferromagnetic (FM) electrode and the electrically connected
radially central normal metallic (NM) electrode, which should
be detectably different from the charge current detected by
the voltage between that radially central NM electrode its
electrically connected radially central NM electrode. The ra-
dial voltages between both the radially central FM and NM
electrodes and either the electrodes at ρi or ρo should detect
the same radial charge current, but no radial spin current.
See text.

Since the electric potential Φ(ρ) in the disk satisfies
the Laplace equation, ∇

2Φ = 0, its solution in polar
coordinates is easily found to be

Φ1(ρ) = vi +∆v1 ln(ρ/ρi), (2)

∆v1 = (vo − vi)/ ln(ρo/ρi), (3)

so that

E1 = −∇Φ(ρ) = −ρ̂∆v1/ρ. (4)

The combined generations of the azimuthal AS and ra-
dial E1 given respectively by Eqs. (1) and (4) are em-
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ployed to perform the quantum spin Hall measurements.
For this experiment, E1 = j1/σ generates a radial sheet
current K1 = K1ρ̂ = j1/(2πρ), which also generates a
radial magnetic vector potentialA1 surrounding the disk.
The exact wave functions and energies for independent
electrons or holes in the disk are found and are presented
in Section III.

B. The second experiment

In the second experiment pictured in Fig. 1(c), the
potential difference ∆v pictured in Fig. 1(b) is replaced
by an applied radial current I, resulting in a uniform
radial sheet current K2 across the disk, that also gener-
ates a radial magnetic vector potential A2 surrounding
the disk. In this case, after thermal equilibrium is at-
tained, the applied radial sheet current K2 = K2ρ̂ yields
a current density j2 = K2/(2πρ) and due to Ohm’s law,
a time-independent radial electric field E2 = j2/σ =
K2/(2πρσ), where σ is the electrical conductivity of the
metallic disk. As for the first experiment, Eqs. (2)-(4)
apply, but in this case ∆v2 = −K2/(2πσ), so that Eq.
(2) is replaced by

Φ2(ρ) = vi +∆v2 ln(ρ/ρi) = vi −
K2

2πσ
ln(ρ/ρi), (5)

where we have chosen the arbitrary integration constant
to be vi in order that the two potentials may be written
as

Φℓ(ρ) = vi +∆vℓ ln(ρ/ρi) (6)

for ℓ = 1, 2. For both ℓ = 1, 2, ∇ ·Eℓ = (∇×Eℓ) ·σ = 0.

In both experiments, the radial sheet current Kℓ also
generates a radial vector potential Aℓ for ℓ = 1, 2, due
to Ampère’s law, as discussed in Subsection C, which
contributes to the wave functions and to the radial and
azimuthal charge currents, but not to either the radial
or the azimuthal spin current, as discussed along with
the exact wave functions in Sec. III. Finite temperature
effects are discussed in Section IV. In Section V, we sum-
marize our results and discuss how multiple Corbino disks
surrounding multiple solenoids could provide a novel
technique to construct a quantum computer that could
operate at temperatures well above the metal’s supercon-
ducting transition and, if properly thermally managed,
potentially even at room temperature.

C. The induced radial vector potential in the two

experiments

For the cases ℓ = 1, 2 pictured in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c),
respectively, in which either a uniform potential differ-
ence or a radial current is applied across ρi and ρo, there
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FIG. 2. Magnetic vector potential generated by the

radial applied current or potential. Plots of the dimen-
sionless A(ρ/ρi, z/ρi) = 2π2Aℓ/(µ0Kℓ) for ρo/ρi = 10 in each
curve, and for z/ρi = 10−4 (solid black), 0.5 (dashed red),
1.0 (dashed blue), 5.0 (dashed orange), and 10.0 (brown dot-
dashed).

is an additional complication due to the induced radial
vector potential given in general coordinates by49

Aℓ(x) =
µ0

4π

∫

jℓ(x
′)d3x′

|x− x′|
, (7)

where µ0 is the magnetic permeability of vacuum. Since
in cylindrical coordinates, we have

jℓ(x
′) =

Kℓ

2πρ′
δz′,0Θ(ρ′ − ρi)Θ(ρo − ρ′), (8)

where Θ(x) is the Heaviside step function, we obtain the
general expression for a long solenoid

Aℓ(ρ, z) =
µ0Kℓ

2π2

∫ ρo

ρi

K(k)dρ′
√

ρ2 + (ρ′)2 + z2
, (9)

k2 =
2ρρ′

ρ2 + (ρ′)2 + z2
, (10)

where K(k) is the elliptic integral of the first kind,
which should not be confused with the sheet currents
Kℓ = Kℓρ̂ for ℓ = 1, 2. It is most likely easier experi-
mentally to apply the current across those radii, ℓ = 2,
but an experimental measure of this correction could
be made by doing the potential difference experiment,
ℓ = 1, at least once. In Fig. 2, we plot A(ρ/ρi, z/ρi) =
2π2Aℓ(ρ/ρi, z/ρi)/(µ0Kℓ) for ρo/ρi = 10 as a function of
ρ/ρi from 1 to 20 for the indicated values of z/ρi.
In non-magnetic metals, it is now well established that

a spin current can be generated into the metal by in-
jecting a charge current from a ferromagnetic (FM) elec-
trode, and measuring the voltage between two differ-
ent FM electrodes35–38. In the present proposed exper-
iments, the quantized spin current in the non-magnetic
Corbino disk is spontaneously generated by the radial
electric field Ei generated either by the applied ∆v or by
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the applied radial I and by the azimuthal AS generated
by the applied current IS in the solenoid, and their com-
bined quantum spin Hall coupling of Ei and p − qAS ,
where q = ∓|e| for electrons or holes, respectively, to the
metallic electron or hole spins.

As shown in Section III, the nonvanishing quantum
spin Hall interaction in 2D, which contains the 2D gauge-
invariant operatorEi×(p−qAS)·σ, which spontaneously
generates azimuthal charge and spin current densities,
but does not generate any radial currents. To measure
the generated currents, two normal metallic (NM) elec-
trodes and one FM electrode are as azimuthally equally
spaced as experimentally possible at ρexpt, also chosen
to be as close to the midpoints between ρi and ρo as
experimentally possible, as sketched in Figs. 1(b) and
1(c). To measure the spontaneously generated azimuthal
charge and spin current densities jc,sϕ (ρ, ϕ), the experi-
menter measures the voltage V between the two neigh-
boring radially central NM electrodes and between the
FM electrode and its neighboring radially central NM
electrode, respectively, all at ρexpt. To measure the total
radial charge and vanishingly small spin current densi-
ties jc,sρ (ρ, ϕ), the experimenter respectively measures the
voltage across either the NM or FM electrodes and the
circular NM electrode on either ρi or ρo, for both signs
of I or ∆v, as pictured in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c). Perform-
ing both of these measurements allows the experimenter
to correct for slight variations in the values of ρexpt for
those two electrodes.

In Section III, we present the quantum Hamiltonian for
the two experiments, demonstrate that the 2D particle
current is satisfied, treat in indeced vector potential Aℓ

by a gauge transformation, and, except for a small poten-
tial perturbation, solve for the exact wave functions and
charge and spin currents by the standard separation of
radial and azimuthal variables technique. In Section IV,
we discuss finite temperature effects, provide a possible
technique of thermal management to allow for the exper-
iments’ operations at room temperature, and suggest a
design of thermally-managed and electrically connected,
stacked Corbino disks surrounding an array of solenoids,
all of which could function as a quantum computer. In
Section V, we summarize our results.

III. THEORY OF THE EXPERIMENTS

A. The Hamiltonian and particle continuity

For the experiment pictured in Fig. 1(a) and either
1(b) or 1(c), the Hamiltonian for a single electron or hole
in a metallic 2D Corbino disk with an isotropic planar
effective mass m|| is

H
(ℓ)
2D =H

T,(ℓ)
2D + qΦℓ(ρ) +H

QSH,(ℓ)
2D , (11)

where ℓ = 1, 2,

H
T,(ℓ)
2D =

β[p− q(AS +Aℓ)]
2

2m||
(12)

is the gauge-invariant kinetic energy, p = −i~∇ is the
quantum-mechanical momentum in polar coordinates,
p− q(AS +Aℓ) is the total mechanical momentum39,40,
β = ±1 for electrons or holes, respectively, qΦℓ(ρ) is the
potential energy for both experiments, where AS is given
by Eq. (1), the Φℓ(ρ) are given by Eqs. (2) and (5), and

the H
QSH,(ℓ)
2D are given by

H
QSH,(ℓ)
2D = −

µB

2m||c2
[Eℓ × (p− qAS)] · σ, (13)

which is the quantum-mechanical gauge-invariant quan-
tum spin Hall Hamiltonian in 2D41,42, where µB =
q~/(2m) is ∓ the Bohr magneton for electrons or holes,
respectively, m is the rest mass of a free electron, c is the
speed of light in vacuum, ~ = h/(2π), and the compo-
nents of σ are the Pauli matrices representing the spin
states of an electron or hole. With AS and Eℓ respec-
tively in the azimuthal and radial directions of a 2D
Corbino disk, the only relevant Pauli matrix is σz , and
the generated Aℓ do not enter this quantum spin Hall
Hamiltonian. For the particular 2D metal under study,
m|| can be measured by cyclotron resonance with an ap-
plied B normal to the film. Particle-particle interactions
are neglected.
The density operators ρ̃ℓ =

∑

s |Ψ
ℓ
s(ρ, ϕ)|

2 for the ℓ =
1, 2 experiments satisfy43

∂ρ̃ℓ
∂t

=
1

i~

∑

s

[

Ψℓ(∗)
s H

(ℓ)
2DΨℓ

s −
(

H
(ℓ)
2DΨℓ

s

)†

Ψℓ
s

]

, (14)

leading to the two-dimensional continuity equation

∂ρ̃ℓ
∂t

+∇ · jℓ = 0, (15)

where the conserved particle currents jℓ are given by

jℓ =
1

m||
R

(

∑

s

Ψℓ∗
s (ρ, ϕ)

[

ρ̂
(

~∂

i∂ρ
− qAℓ

)

+ϕ̂
(

1−
µBEℓs

c2

)(1

ρ

~∂

i∂ϕ
− qAS

)

]

Ψℓ
s(ρ, ϕ)

)

.(16)

We note that the conserved particle currents contain both
radial and azimuthal particle currents, and an azimuthal

spin current driven solely by H
QSH,(ℓ)
2D .

At this point, a strong analogy with the Aharonov-
Bohm experiment is evident. The radial Aℓ = ρ̂Aℓ(ρ)

can be removed from the H
T,(ℓ)
2d in Eq. (12) and in Eq.

(16) for the conserved current by a gauge transformation,

Ψ̃ℓ
s(ρ, ϕ) = Ψℓ

s(ρ, ϕ) exp
[−iq

~

∫ ρ

ρi

Aℓ(ρ
′)dρ′

]

, (17)

where Ψℓ
s is now the wave function without Aℓ, and the

full wave function with Aℓ is Ψ̃
ℓ
s. On the other hand, the
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azimuthal vector potential AS is quantized, and cannot
be removed by a gauge transformation, as detailed in the
following.
With the gauge transformation, the conserved particle

currents satisfy

jℓ =
1

m||
R

(

∑

s

Ψ̃ℓ∗
s (ρ, ϕ)

[

ρ̂
(

~∂

i∂ρ

)

+ϕ̂
(

1−
µBEℓs

c2

)(1

ρ

~∂

i∂ϕ
− qAS

)

]

Ψ̃ℓ
s(ρ, ϕ)

)

. (18)

Before writing the Hamiltonian for the wave functions
Ψ̃ℓ

s in polar (ρ, ϕ) coordinates, we first break up the
Hamiltonian into two parts, one exactly solvable, and
the other solvable in first order perturbation theory. We
write

H
(ℓ)
2D,s = H

(ℓ),0
2D,s +H

(ℓ),1
2D , (19)

where

H
(ℓ),0
2D,s = qvi −

β~2

2m||ρ2

[

ρ
∂

∂ρ

(

ρ
∂

∂ρ

)

+
∂2

∂ϕ2

−δ
(

δ + 2i
∂

∂ϕ

)

+
γℓ
2β

(

δ + i
∂

∂ϕ

)

s

]

, (20)

where

δ =
ΦS

Φ0
, (21)

γℓ =
q∆vℓ
mc2

, (22)

Φ0 = h/q is the flux quantum for a hole or minus the
flux quantum for an electron, and

H
(ℓ),1
2D = qΦℓ(ρ)− qvi = q∆vℓ ln(ρ/ρi) = γℓmc2 ln(ρ/ρi),

(23)

and since |γℓ| ≪ 1, this is a small perturbation for the
entire range of experimental values of q∆vℓ, which is de-
scribed in detail in Appendix A.
We then write the time-independent Schrödinger equa-

tion for the bare (solvable) Hamiltonian as

H
(ℓ),0
2D,sΨ̃

ℓ,0
s (ρ, ϕ) = E(ℓ),0

s Ψ̃ℓ,0
s (ρ, ϕ). (24)

Then multiplying H
(ℓ),0
2D Ψ̃ℓ,0

s −E
(ℓ),0
s Ψ̃ℓ,0

s = 0 by ρ2, using
the standard “separation of variables” technique to write
Ψ̃ℓ,0

s (ρ, ϕ) = Rℓ,s(ρ)χ(ϕ)
39,40, and dividing both sides of

the equation by Rℓ,s(ρ)χ(ϕ), it is easily seen that

Fℓ,s(ρ) = Gℓ,s(ϕ) + Cℓ,s, (25)

where

Fℓ,s(ρ) = −
β~2

[

ρ d
dρ

(

ρR′
ℓ,s(ρ)

)]

2m||Rℓ,s(ρ)
+ ρ2

(

qvi − E(ℓ,0)
s

)

,

Gℓ,s(ϕ) =
β~2

2m||

[

χ′′(ϕ)

χ(ϕ)
− i

χ′(ϕ)

χ(ϕ)

(

2δ −
γℓ
2β

s
)

]

,

Cℓ,s =
β~2

2m||

(

−δ2 +
γℓδ

2β
s
)

, (26)

and where the primes and the double prime refer to the
first and second derivatives with respect to the relevant
spatial variable. We note that since s = ±1 arises from
the diagonal Pauli matrix σz , these equations are im-
plicitly the diagonal elements of rank-2 matrices, so that
terms not containing s are implicitly proportional to 1,
the rank-2 identity matrix, so Fℓ,s(ρ), Gℓ,s(ϕ), Cℓ,s, and
the overall Hamiltonian are diagonal rank-2 matrices, or
they could be rank two column vectors in the Nambu
representation.
The fundamental assumption of the separation of vari-

ables technique is that Gℓ,s(ϕ) = C′
ℓ,s and Fℓ,s(ρ) =

Cℓ,s+C′
ℓ,s must both be constants, independent of either

variable ρ or ϕ39,40. Since we must require χ(ϕ + 2π) =
χ(ϕ) to be invariant under rotations by 2π, we then may
set

χ(ϕ) = einϕ, (27)

where n is an integer, which can be 0 or of either sign,
and let its normalization constant be included in R(ρ).
We note that more complicated forms for χ(ϕ) satis-
fying the required rotational invariance by 2π such as
χ(ϕ) = a1e

inϕ+ a2e
−inϕ are not allowed. Although such

a solution would satisfy χ′′(ϕ)/χ(ϕ) = −n2, a constant,
χ′(ϕ)/χ(ϕ) for that form with both nonvanishing a1 and
a2 would depend strongly upon ϕ, violating the funda-
mental assumption of the separation of variables tech-
nique that Gℓ,s(ϕ) be a constant. Hence, there is only
one quantum number n in the exponential expression for
χ(ϕ), Eq. (27).
Then, using Eq. (27) in the expression for Gℓ,s(ϕ),

and combining that result with the expression for Cℓ,s,
we obtain

Cℓ,s + C′
ℓ,s = −

β~2

2m||
(n− δ)(n− δ +

γℓ
2β

s). (28)

For simplicity, we may set β = 1/β, which is satisfied for
both electrons and holes. Then, by multiplying the re-
sulting expression for Fℓ(ρ, s) in Eq. (26) by Rℓ,s(ρ)/ρ

2,
it is then elementary to obtain the time-independent ra-
dial Schrödinger wave equation for Rℓ,s(ρ),
(

−
β~2

2m||

[1

ρ

d

dρ

(

ρ
d

dρ

)]

+ V ℓ
eff,s(ρ)

)

Rℓ,s(ρ) = E(ℓ,0)
s Rℓ,s(ρ),

(29)

where the effective radial potential V ℓ
eff,s(ρ) is given by

V ℓ
eff,s(ρ) =

β~2zℓn,s
2m||ρ2

+ qvi, (30)

zℓn,s = (n− δ)(n− δ + sβγℓ/2). (31)

If δ = n, the two spin states are degenerate. The experi-
menter has a significant amount of flexibility in choosing
the spin s value of the dominant probed carriers. Since

βγℓ =
−|e|∆vℓ
mc2

(32)
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for both electrons and holes, the dominant spin state just
depends upon the sign of the potential difference (or the
direction of E) and the sign of n − δ. If n − δ > 0, the
lower energy state is that for sβγℓ < 0. In Fig. 1(a), the
s = + (up) spin state for either electrons or holes has
lower energy than does the down spin state for ∆v > 0.
For ∆vℓ < 0, the s = − (down) spin state is lower in
energy for both electrons and holes. On the other hand,
if n − δ < 0, those interpretations hold for the opposite
signs of ∆vℓ.
Although this is qualitatively similar to the Zeeman

interaction, here B = 0 and the spin states for both elec-
trons and holes are distinguished by changing the signs
of ∆vℓ and of n − δ. There is a very interesting inter-
play between the roles of the flux in the solenoid and the
electric potential difference upon the spin states of the
electrons or holes.
More important, it is shown in the following that the

only corrections to the energy are first order in each of
the three terms in this perturbation as there are no per-
turbative corrections to the wave functions. Hence, this
Hamiltonian is exactly soluble for any finite value of γℓ
and Aℓ.

B. The exact wave functions

When ∆vℓ = 0, γℓ = 0, and zℓn,s = (n − δ)2, so the
energies of the two spin states are degenerate, both for
electrons and holes. However, for ∆vℓ 6= 0, the com-
bined signs of δ − n and γℓ flip the spins of the ground
state. During the experiments, both signs of zℓn,s given
by Eq. (31) are obtained by properly varying the sign
and magnitude of IS and the sign of either ∆v or I.
Although zℓn,s can be of either sign, it is convenient to

set

zℓn,s = (νℓs)
2, (33)

where

νℓs = νℓs,1 + iνℓs,2. (34)

That is, if zℓn,s > 0, νℓs = νℓs,1 is real, and if zℓn,s < 0,

νℓs = iνℓs,2 is pure imaginary.
Since there are two distinct spin states characterized

by zℓn,s, we write Hℓ
0,sRνℓ

s
(ρ) = E

(ℓ)
0,sRνℓ

s
(ρ), and after

multiplying by −2m||ρ
2β/~2, we have

ρ2R′′
νℓ
s
(ρ) + ρR′

νℓ
s
(ρ)− (νℓs)

2Rνℓ
s
(ρ) = −

2m||βẼ
ℓ
0,sρ

2

~2
Rνℓ

s
(ρ),

(35)

where R′
νℓ
s
and R′′

νℓ
s
are the first and second derivatives

of Rνℓ
s
with respect to ρ, and Ẽℓ

0,s = E
(ℓ)
0,s − qvi. Then,

by setting

Ẽℓ
0,s = β~2(kℓs)

2/(2m||), (36)

and letting the dimensionless variables be xℓ
s = kℓsρ, we

have

(xℓ
s)

2R′′
νℓ
s
(xs) + xℓ

sR
′
νℓ
s
(xℓ

s) + [(xℓ
s)

2 − (νℓs)
2]Rνℓ

s
(xℓ

s) = 0,

(37)

each νℓs values of which are Bessel equations.

The solutions relevant to this problem are the Hankel

functions H
(1)

νℓ
s
(xℓ

s) = Jνℓ
s
(xℓ

s) + iYνℓ
s
(xℓ

s) and H
(2)
νs (xℓ

s) =

[H
(1)

νℓ
s

(xℓ
s)]

∗44, so the general wave functions are

Ψℓ
n,s(ρ, ϕ) = [Bℓ

sH
(1)

νℓ
s

(kℓsρ) + Cℓ
sH

(2)

νℓ
s

(kℓsρ)]e
inϕ, (38)

where Bℓ
s and Cℓ

s are constants that generally depend
upon the boundary conditions, and in the presence of
Aℓ = ρ̂Aℓ(ρ, z = 0), after making a gauge transforma-
tion, the full wave function including Aℓ(ρ) is given by
Eq. (17).

For both ℓ = 1, 2, ∇ · Eℓ = (∇ × Eℓ) · σ = 0. We

note that H
(1)

νℓ
s

(kℓsρ) and H
(2)

νℓ
s

(kℓsρ) are respectively the

outward and inward radial waves.

Since ρi and ρo are macroscopic quantities, and the
kℓs are the wave vectors of the metallic 2D annulus, we
expect kℓs ∼ 2Nπ

a , where N ≥ 1 and a is on the order of
a lattice constant, which is much less than ρi. Then, for
all ρi ≤ ρ ≤ ρo, k

ℓ
sρi ≫ 1, and the large kℓsρ asymptotic

forms of the Hankel functions are valid,

H(1)
ν (x) ≈

√

2

πx
ei(x−π/4−πν/2). (39)

Then, the asymptotic forms of the Hankel functions that
can describe either sign of zℓn,s are

H
(1)

νℓ
s

(xℓ
s) = [H

(2)

νℓ
s

(xℓ
s)]

∗

≈

√

2

πxℓ
s

exp[i(xℓ
s − ηνℓ

s
) + πνℓs,2/2], (40)

ηνℓ
s
=

π

2

(

νℓs,1 +
1

2

)

. (41)

The experimenters first need to provide an independent
measurement of m|| and the Fermi wave vector kF,0 when
both ∆vℓ = 0 for ℓ = 1, 2, which can be respectively mea-
sured by cyclotron resonance and angle-resolved photoe-
mission experiments on an identical sample of the same
2D metal. They are then ready to perform the main ex-
periments, which without proper thermal management of
a conventional, three-dimensional device, normally would
be done at low T , to minimize heating effects. There are
two probes to force the spontaneously generated quan-
tized currents: δ, or the flux ΦS in the solenoid, con-
trolled by the current in the wire wrapped around it,
and either the applied ∆v or the applied radial current
I.
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33

FIG. 3. Measurements of the quantum spin Hall effect.

By adjusting δ and γ, the experimenters should focus on the
endpoints of the regions of δ satisfying n − |γ|/2 ≤ δ ≤ n +
|γ|/2, where the onset of the increased quantization of the
azimuthal current occurs. Note that |βγ| = |γ|. The two
endpoints with n = 3 are indicated by arrows.

C. The charge and spin currents

For the both experiments, the gauge-invariant radial
and azimuthal charge and spin current densities are gen-
eralizations to polar coordinates of the gauge-invariant
one-dimensional particle current density39,40,

j(ℓ),cρ (ρ, ϕ) =
~q

m||
Im
[

∑

s=±

Ψ̃(ℓ)∗
n,s (ρ, ϕ)

∂

∂ρ
Ψ̃(ℓ)

n,s(ρ, ϕ)
]

, (42)

j(ℓ),sρ (ρ, ϕ) =
~

m||
Im
[

∑

s=±

sΨ̃(ℓ)∗
n,s (ρ, ϕ)

∂

∂ρ
Ψ̃(ℓ)

n,s(ρ, ϕ)
]

= 0, (43)

j(ℓ),cϕ (ρ, ϕ) =
~q

m||ρ
Im
[

∑

s=±

Ψ̃(ℓ)∗
n,s (ρ, ϕ)

( ∂

∂ϕ

)

Ψ̃(ℓ)
n,s(ρ, ϕ)

]

−
qΦS

m||2πρ

∑

s=±

|Ψ̃(ℓ)
n,s(ρ, ϕ)|

2, (44)

and

jsϕ(ρ, ϕ) =
−µBEℓ~

m||c2ρ
Im
[

∑

s=±

sΨ̃(ℓ)∗
n,s (ρ, ϕ)

∂

∂ϕ
Ψ̃(ℓ)

n,s(ρ, ϕ)
]

+
qΦSµBEℓ

m||c22πρ

∑

s=±

s|Ψ̃(ℓ)
n,s(ρ, ϕ)|

2, (45)

where Ψ̃
(ℓ)
n,s(ρ, ϕ) is given by Eq. (17).

After setting ∆vℓ = 0 for ℓ = 1, 2, so that γ = 0,
the experimenters should first measure the quantum Hall

effect by varying δ until it is an integer n, for which the
spontaneous jump in the azimuthal current will occur, as
sketched at the centers of the hatched regions of Fig. 3.
Then, depending upon the sign of the carrier charge q,
they should either slightly decrease or increase δ from n,
and increase or decrease I or ∆v and hence γ. Then, due
to the quantum spin Hall effect, the spontaneous jump
in the azimuthal current will occur at δ = n + sβγ/2.
Depending upon which s value corresponds to EF , this
will either be at δ = n + βγ/2 or at δ = n − βγ/2. By
changing the sign of γ and repeating the experiment, the
jump will switch to the other possibility. These points
correspond to the dark vertical lines in Fig. 3. In that
figure, the case n = 3 is indicated by arrows.

IV. FINITE TEMPERATURE EFFECTS

A. The chemical potential

The single particle states of the non-interacting elec-
tron or hole gas in the 2D Corbino disk are then given
by

ǫℓ(kℓ) =
∑

s

[Eℓ
0(k

ℓ
s) + Eℓ

1(k
ℓ
s)], (46)

where the Eℓ
1(k

ℓ
s) are given in Appendix A, and their

states are occupied according to the Fermi-Dirac distri-
bution function

f [ǫℓ(kℓ)] =
1

e[ǫℓ(kℓ)−µℓ(T )]/(kBT ) + 1
, (47)

where kB is Boltzmann’s constant, and for a free-particle
ǫℓ(kℓ) in 2D, an excellent approximation to the present
model, the chemical potential µℓ(T ) is given by9

µℓ(T ) = µℓ(0) + kBT ln[1− e−µℓ(0)/(kBT )]

≈ µℓ(0)− kBTe
−µℓ(0)/(kBT ), (48)

which is nearly independent of T , so that

µℓ(0) ≃ Eℓ
F , (49)

where

Eℓ
F = maxs[E

ℓ
0(k

ℓ
F,s) + Eℓ

1(k
ℓ
F,s)] (50)

is the Fermi energy, the ground state energy of the 2D
metallic Corbino disk. Equation (50) applies for both
electrons and holes. However, Eq. (49) also implies that
the kℓF,s have additional dependencies upon vi and vo, as
well as upon ρi, ρo, and the v0 − vi dependence of νs in
Eℓ

0(k
ℓ
F,s). Since for most 2D metals, kBT < Eℓ

F /3 would
be in the low-T regime, one could in principle perform
the experiment at room temperature with an appropriate
metal.
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B. Thermal management

However, with large applied currents and the resulting
radial voltage difference across the disk, Joule heating
could be a problem, unless the experimenters found a
way to significantly reduce it. Such heat removal is now
standard with the high-transition temperature Tc super-
conducting Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8+δ (Bi2212) terahertz emit-
ters by coating the top and bottom of each device with
Au45,46, and sandwiching the emitter between sapphire
plates with properly placed gold electrodes47, allowing
it to operate in liquid N2

48. Although the metallic disks
cannot be coated with Au except in the specific NM elec-
trode positions, a similar design could work to control
the Joule heating in this experiment. The thermally-
managed solenoid can be constructed by tightly wrap-
ping a very fine electrically insulated wire coil around
a cylindrical sapphire rod, which is tightly covered with
a thin cylindrical sapphire sheath. The sapphire sheath
could be produced by sputtering in a cooled environment.
Then, the 2D metallic Corbino disk should be sandwiched
between two identical sapphire Corbino disks, each sev-
eral µm thick, several µm smaller in inner radius and
similarly larger in outer radius than the corresponding
radii of the metallic disk, in order to allow them to be
held together with polyimide glue near the sapphire disk
radial edges and outside of the metallic disk radii47. Since
additional metallic holders would interfere with the ex-
periment and screws could break the sapphire plates47,
gluing might be the best procedure. The Au voltage
and current electrodes are deposited on the top of the
bottom sapphire disk, which will make electrical con-
tact with the three small electrodes on the bottom of
the 2D metallic disk when the sapphire disks are tightly
glued together47. The gluing should be done under a
very slight pressure which is strong enough to insure the
electrical contacts are all satisfactory and weak enough
not to damage the 2D metallic disk. Such a design of
the thermally-managed Corbino disk is sketched in Fig.
4. Such or similar heat control procedures could allow
the experiment to be performed at easily accessible T
values47,48, such as in liquid N2 or conceivably even up
to room temperature.

We note that changes in the applied radial current I

makes changes in vi and vo and linear changes in EF that
are easy to evaluate and should be measurable. In ad-
dition, Eq. (59) shows that the quadratic dispersion of
the particles only differs for each spin by a constant, so
that Eq. (48) is highly accurate, implying that the ex-
periment should be possible at room temperature, even
when including the perturbations to the ground state en-
ergies.

The experimenters should first make independent mea-
surements of the Fermi wave vector kF,0 in the absence of
vi and vo and ofm|| (such as by angle-resolved photoemis-

 

FIG. 4. Thermal management of the device. The
solenoid is constructed from a sapphire rod tightly wrapped in
very fine electrically insulated wire tightly coated with sap-
phire. The 2D metallic disk is first treated with thin Au
electrodes on ρi and ρo, and then the FM and the two NM
electrodes shown in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c) are pasted on one
side, which in this sketch is its bottom. Then the 2D metallic
Corbino disk is sandwiched between identical sapphire plates
several µm in thickness, several µm smaller in inner radius
than ρi and similarly larger in outer radius than ρo. The
lower sapphire plate has Au electrodes deposited on its top
as sketched, which, after the three-disk sandwich is glued to-
gether (not shown)47, will become the current and voltage
electrodes sketched in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c). See text.

FIG. 5. Sketch of a possible quantum computer. Shown
is a sketch of a small part of a large hexagonal close-packed ar-
ray of thermally-managed solenoids, as described in the text,
each with multiple thermally-managed 2D metallic Corbino
disks surrounding it, with electrodes as sketched in Figs. 1(b)
and (1)c. In this sketch, one of the metallic disks is connected
by current leads to all of the others. In an actual quantum
computer, each disk element should be connected to all of the
others.47,48.
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FIG. 6. Magnetic vector potentials generated from

Corbino disks with the currents or potential differ-

ences in the same and opposite directions. As in Fig.
2, we plot the dimensionless A = 2π2Aℓ/(µ0Kℓ) for both disks
1 and 2 fixed at vertical positions z/ρi = 1.0 and 10−4, respec-
tively. In (a) and (b), A1 + A2 and A1 − A2 are both shown
for ρo/ρi = 10 and are plotted versus ρ/ρi for the vertical
measurement positions zρi = 10−4 (solid black), 0.5 (dashed
red), -0.5 (dashed blue), and -1.0 (dashed orange).

sion measurements and cyclotron resonance experiments)
for the 2D metal under study. Then they should per-
form four current measurements. They should measure
jcϕ(ρexpt) and jsϕ(ρexpt) from the two appropriate voltage
leads pictured in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c), and they should
also measure jcρ and check to see that jsρ is sufficiently
small, from the NM and FM electrodes at ρexpt (roughly
midway between ρi and ρo) and the NM electrodes at
ρi and at ρo. As mentioned previously, they should do
each of these measurements both for positive and nega-
tive zℓn,s, which respectively result in non-vanishing νℓs,1
and νℓs,2. From these measurements, experimental val-
ues for all of the wave function parameters can be deter-
mined.

By changing δ and γ in νs, the experimenters can dis-
tinguish the special cases νs = 0, which can occur in three
ways: either δ = n, δ+βγ/2 = n, or δ−βγ/2 = n. Since
the latter two cases apply simultaneously for opposite
spins of the electrons or holes, it is actually rather easy
to do the experiment. Since γ ≪ 1, the experimenters
should choose δ very near to an integer, and then the
experiment will be very sensitive to γ variations. For
the special region for which one fraction of the electrons
or holes satisfies zℓn,± < 0, νℓs,1 = 0 and νℓs,1 6= 0, so

that ηℓνs = π/4+πνℓs,1/2, and the spontaneous azimuthal
currents from the particles with different spins will have
different phases. These different phases will be present
simultaneously, and can be probed by varying ∆vℓ. It
is possible to measure the overall phase shift ζs between
the outgoing and incoming waves, which should be the
same at each quantum jump in jϕ.

We note that from Eq. (9), the magnetic induction
B(ρ, z) generated from Aℓ is in the azimuthal direction,
and is odd in z, so that it vanishes in the disk. From
the standpoint of the stack of disks evenly spaced about
a single solenoid, as sketched in Fig. 5, for the applied
currents or potential differences in adjacent disks equal to

each other, the combined radial Aℓ will add, but for the
applied currents or potential difference in adjacent disk
equal in magnitude and opposite in sign, the combined
radial Aℓ will nearly cancel, as shown in Fig. 6. This
could play an important role in the entanglement issues
with regard to the construction of a quantum computer.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, an experiment is proposed to measure
the quantum spin Hall effect in 2D metallic films that is
qualitatively different from the effect in topological insu-
lators, as it makes use of E and A but not of spin-orbit
coupling. The apparatus is a thermally-managed 2D
metallic Corbino disk surrounding a thermally-managed
cylindrical solenoid, the applied current around which
generates an azimuthal A in the disk, and by applying
either a uniform radial current I or a potential difference
∆v between the inner and outer radii ρi and ρo, both a ra-
dial electric fieldE and fixed potentials vi and vo on those
respective radii are generated. Then, by varying the flux
in the solenoid and the potentials on the inner and outer
radii, quantized azimuthal charge and spin currents are
spontaneously generated. This quantized azimuthal cur-
rent can be studied by adjusting the solenoid flux to be
either an integral number of flux quanta or slightly dif-
ferent from an integral number of flux quanta combined
with either positive or negative values of the applied ra-
dial current I that couples to the carrier spins by the
quantum spin Hall interaction. No spin-orbit coupling
is involved in the experiment. The relevant quantum
Hamiltonian for this system is exactly soluble. Provided
that the thermal management design sketched in Fig. 4,
or a modified version of it, functions as desired, the ex-
periment could in principle be performed at room tem-
perature. Considering an individual Corbino disk sur-
rounding a solenoid to be a qubit, an hexagonally close-
packed 2D array of thermally-managed solenoids, each
with stacks of thermally-managed 2D metallic Corbino
disks surrounding it, as sketched in Fig. 5, could then
function as a quantum computer. However, to properly
control the required entanglement of the quantum states
of each qubit, it is likely that the quantum computer
would operate best at a low temperature, but the tem-
perature of liguid N2 might be sufficiently low.

VI. APPENDIX A

We remark thatH
(ℓ),1
2D given by Eq. (23) can be treated

in first-order perturbation theory, and that higher order
corrections to the wave function contain the expectation

values 〈Ψ̃ℓ
n,s|H

(ℓ),1
2D |Ψ̃ℓ

n′,s′〉 for n
′ 6= n and/or s′ 6= s. How-

ever, we note that δ and βγ in zℓn, s are experimental
parameters, so the only quantized objects are n, n′, s,
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ℓ

ℓ

FIG. 7. Plots of gℓ0,s(k
ℓ
F,sρi, ρo/ρi, η

′
νℓ
s
) with vanishingly

small radial current. The solid and dashed curves are plots
of gℓ0,s(k

ℓ
F ρi, 10, η

′
νℓ
s
) given by Eq. (55) for kℓ

F,sρi from 1000

to 1000.05 and η′
νℓ
s
= π/2 (solid) and 3π/2 (dashed), respec-

tively.

and s′. But since H
(ℓ),1
2D is independent of ϕ and of the

spin s, we must have n′ = n and s′ = s, so all higher-order
corrections to the wave function vanish, as do the second
and all higher-order corrections to the energy. Hence, the
exact energies Eℓ

s = Eℓ
0(k

ℓ
s) + Eℓ

1(k
ℓ
s), where the Eℓ

0(k
ℓ
s)

are given by Eq. (36) and

Eℓ
1(k

ℓ
s) = 〈Ψ̃ℓ

n,s|H
(ℓ),1
2D |Ψ̃ℓ

n,s〉 (51)

=
1

nℓ
s

∫ 2π

0

dϕ

∫ ρo

ρi

ρdρΨ̃ℓ∗
n,s(ρ, ϕ)H

(ℓ),1
2D (ρ)Ψ̃ℓ

n,s(ρ, ϕ)

= q∆vℓ ln(ρo/ρi)g
ℓ
s(k

ℓ
s),

gℓs(k
ℓ
s) =

4ρi

nℓ
s ln(ρo/ρi)

eπν
ℓ
s,2

kℓs

∫ ρo/ρi

1

dx ln(x)
[

|Bℓ
s|

2

+|Cℓ
s|

2 + 2Re
(

Bℓ
sC

ℓ∗
s e

2i(kℓ
sρix−η

νℓ
s
)
)]

, (52)

where we have used the standard Dirac notation for the
expectation value39,40, the wave functions Ψ̃ℓ

n,s(ρ, ϕ) are
given by Eqs. (17) and (38) with the asymptotic forms for

the Hankel functions, Eq. (40), H
(ℓ),1
2D (ρ) is given by Eq.

(23), nℓ
s is the number of particles of spin s given by Eq.

(65), ηνℓ
s
is given by Eq. (41), and we have renormalized

the integration variable to the dimensionless x = ρ/ρi.
We note that gℓs could easily be integrated by parts to
obtain exact solutions in terms of the sine and cosine
integral functions. But, Eq. (52) is already in a closed
form for the exact perturbation energy Eℓ

1(k
ℓ
s) for k

ℓ
sρi ≫

1.
We now consider a special case of this perturbation

correction. For the general case, we have from

Eℓ
F = maxs

(β~2(kℓF,s)
2

2m||
+ qvi + q∆vℓ ln(ρo/ρi)g

ℓ
s(k

ℓ
F,s)

)

,

(53)

where gℓs(k
ℓ
F,s) is given by Eq. (52) with kℓs → kℓF,s.

Since the radial spin current density given by Eq. (61)

vanishes,

Cℓ
s = Bℓ

se
iχℓ

s . (54)

Note that this does not mean that the quantum-induced
azimuthal charge and spin currents vanish, as they are
given by Eqs. (62) and (63). In this particular case, at
low T where one spin state dominates the other near to
Eℓ

F , g
ℓ
s(k

ℓF, s) ≈ ln(ρo/ρi)g
ℓ
0,s(k

ℓ
F,s), where gℓ0,s(k

ℓ
F,s) is

given by

gℓ0,s(k
ℓ
F,s)=

∫ ρo/ρi

1 dx ln(x) cos2(kℓF,sρix− η′νℓ
s
)

ln(ρo/ρi)
∫ ρo/ρi

1 dx cos2(kℓF,sρix− η′
νℓ
s

)
,(55)

where gℓ0,s > 0 is a dimensionless function of kℓF,sρi, ρo/ρi
and

η′νℓ
s
= ηνℓ

s
+ χs/2. (56)

Using the identity cos2 z = 1
2 [1 + cos(2z)] in Eq. (55),

integrating the denominator and the non-oscillatory inte-
gral in the numerator exactly, integrating the oscillatory
term in the numerator by parts, and expanding the re-
sults in powers of (2kℓF,sρi)

−1, it is easy to show that

gℓ0,s(k
ℓ
F,s) = g∞(ρo/ρi) +

C1

2kℓF,sρi
+O

( 1

2kℓF,sρi

)2

,(57)

where

limkℓ
F,s

ρi→∞gℓ0,s(k
ℓ
F,s) = g∞(ρo/ρi)

=
1

1− ρi/ρo
−

1

ln(ρo/ρi)
, (58)

and C1 contains only terms that are oscillatory in 2kℓF,sρi
and 2kℓF,sρo.

In Fig. 7, plots of gℓ0,s(k
ℓ
F,sρi, ρo/ρi, η

′
νℓ
s
) for ρo/ρi = 10

are shown for η′νℓ
s
= π/2 (solid) and η′νℓ

s
= 3π/2 (dashed)

in the range of kℓF,sρi from 1000 to 1000.05, respectively,
in order to display the weak oscillations clearly. We note
that for ρo/ρi = 10, the values of gℓ0,s in these plots

are in good agreement with g∞(10) = 10
9 − 1/ ln(10) ≈

0.6768166292, as given by Eq. (58). Thus, to a good
approximation, when the radial induced charge and spin
currents vanish, we have

Eℓ
F ≈ maxs

(

β~2(kℓF,s)
2

2m||

)

+ qvi

+q∆vℓ

(

ln(ρo/ρi)

1− ρi/ρo
− 1

)

. (59)

VII. APPENDIX B

From the asymptotic forms of the radial wave func-
tions, Eqs. (40) and (41), the radial and azimuthal charge
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and spin currents are independent of ϕ and have the
forms

jcρ(ρ) =
2q~

πm||ρ

∑

s=±

eπν
ℓ
s,2

(

|Bℓ
s|

2 − |Cℓ
s |

2

−
qAℓ

kℓF,s

∣

∣

∣

∣

Bℓ
se

i(kℓ
F,sρ−η

νℓ
s
)
+ Cℓ

se
−i(kℓ

F,sρ−η
νℓ
s
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2)

,

(60)

jsρ(ρ) =
2~

πm||ρ

∑

s=±

seπν
ℓ
s,2

(

|Bℓ
s|

2 − |Cℓ
s |

2

−
qAℓ

kℓF,s

∣

∣

∣

∣

Bℓ
se

i(kℓ
F,sρ−η

νℓ
s
)
+ Cℓ

se
−i(kℓ
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= 0, (61)

jcϕ(ρ) =
2(n− δ)~q

πm||ρ2
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eπν
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×

∣

∣
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(62)

jsϕ(ρ)= −
2µBEℓ(n− δ)~

πm||c2ρ2

∑

s=±

seπν
ℓ
s,2
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×

∣

∣
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se
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∣
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2

. (63)

We note that Eq. (61) implies that the s = + and s = −
terms in Eq. (60) are identical.

When both spin states are occupied, the wave func-
tions can be normalized to the total particle number ns

for each spin state in the Corbino disk

nℓ =
∑

s=±

nℓ
s, (64)

nℓ
s = 4

eπν
ℓ
s,2

kℓF,s

∫ ρo

ρi

dρ
(

|Bℓ
s|

2 + |Cℓ
s|

2

+2Re
[

Bℓ
sC

ℓ∗
s e

2i(kℓ
F,sρ−η

νℓ
s
)
])

. (65)

Note that the total charge in the disk is qn. The exper-
imenter must be able to work in both regions of positive
and negative zℓn,s. For zℓn,s > 0, νℓs,2 = 0 and νℓs = νℓs,1,

which is real. For zℓn,s < 0, νℓs,1 = 0 and νℓs = iνℓs,2,
which is imaginary. The experimenter introduces a po-
tential difference ∆vℓ in the Corbino disk, as sketched
in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c). Then by measuring the voltages
from the NM and from the FM electrodes to the electrode
on the outer perimeter at ρo, separately for νℓs,2 = 0 and

for νℓs,2 6= 0, the experimenter can determine values for
jcρ between ρi and ρexpt and between ρexpt and ρo, where
ρexpt is the radial position(s) of the centrally located NM
and FM electrodes. Since the sheet current is uniform,
the overall current density is inversely proportional to ρ.
Since there should be no radial spin current, the values
obtained from the radial NM and FM electrodes to ρi

electrode should be the same, as should the values ob-
tained from the radial NM and FM electrodes to ρo elec-
trode. These measurements should provide information
of the radial function Dℓ

s,1(ρ) given by

Dℓ
s,1(ρ) =

eπν
ℓ
s,2

ρ

(

|Bℓ
s|

2 − |Cℓ
s|

2

−
qAℓ
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∣

∣

∣

∣
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se

i(kℓ
F,sρ−η

νℓ
s
)
+ Cℓ

se
−i(kℓ

F,sρ−η
νℓ
s
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2)

,

(66)

which should be the same for s = + and s = −.
Then, by measuring the voltage difference between the

two neighboring NM electrodes and between the FM and
its neighboring NM electrode, also separately for νℓs,2 = 0

and for νℓs,2 6= 0 near different n values, the experimenter
can infer values for jcϕ and jsϕ, and obtain measurements
of the parameters

Dℓ
s,2 =

(n− δ)eπν
ℓ
s,2

kℓF,sρ
2
expt

×

∣

∣

∣

∣

Bℓ
se

i(kℓ
F,sρexpt−η

νℓ
s
)
+ Cℓ

se
−i(kℓ

F,sρexpt−η
νℓ
s
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.(67)

The combination of these measured Dℓ
s,i values would

give rise to measured values of |Bℓ
s|, |C

ℓ
s|, k

ℓ
F,s, ηνℓ

s
, νℓs,2,

and to the phase difference ζℓs given by

eiζ
ℓ
s =

Bℓ
sC

ℓ∗
s e

2i(kℓ
F,sρexpt−η

νℓ
s
)

|Bℓ
s||C

ℓ
s|

(68)

measured at ρexpt. This second set of experiments at the
fixed ρexpt is the most important, and by changing the
values of Eℓ, one can quantify the quantized azimuthal
spin current generated by the quantum spin Hall Hamil-
tonian.
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