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The inuence ofspin-orbitcoupling in two-dim ensionalsystem sisinvestigated within the fram e-

work ofthe Landauer-B�uttiker coherent scattering form alism . This form alism usually deals with

spin-independentstationary states and,therefore,it does not include a spin-orbit contribution to

the current. In this article,we willrederive the coherent scattering form alism ,accounting for the

changes brought about by the spin-orbit coupling. After a short review ofthe features ofspin-

orbit coupling in two-dim ensionalelectron gases,we de�ne the creation/annihilaton operators in

the stationary statesofthe spin-orbitcoupling Ham iltonian and use them to calculate the current

operatorwithin the Landauer-B�uttikerform alism .The currentisexpressed asitisin the standard

spin-independentcase,butwith the spin labelreplaced by a new labelwhich we callthe spin-orbit

coupling label.Thespin-orbitcoupling e�ectscan then berepresented in a scattering m atrix which

relates the spin-orbitcoupling stationary states in di�erentleads. This scattering m atrix iscalcu-

lated in the case ofa four-portbeam splitter,and itisshown to m ix stateswith di�erentspin-orbit

couplinglabelsin am annerthatdependson theanglebetween theleads.Theform alism isthen used

to calculate the e�ect ofspin-orbit coupling on the current and noise in two exam ples ofelectron

collision.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Coherentelectron transportthrough nanostructuresin

cryogenictwo-dim ensionalelectron gassystem sisinher-

entlyaquantum m echanicalphenom enon.Severalexper-

im ents have dem onstrated certain aspects ofthis quan-

tum behavior,whetheritreliesdirectly on the wavena-

ture ofthe electron and can be probed through a cur-

rentorconductance m easurem ent(e.g.,quantized resis-

tancein thequantum Halle�ect1,conduction m odesofa

quantum pointcontact2,3),oron theparticlenatureand

quantum statistics ofthe electrons and can be probed

through a noisem easurem ent(e.g.,Hanbury Brown and

Twiss-typeexperim ent4,5,electron collision6,observation

ofthe fractionalcharge in the fractionalquantum Hall

e�ect7,8).In addition,2D electron gasescould beused to

studythefundam entalnon-localfeaturesofquantum m e-

chanicsthrough electron entanglem ent9,10,11,12,13,14. All

these experim ents can be successfully explained within

thecoherentscattering form alism 15,16,a theoreticaltool

describing coherent and non-interacting electron trans-

port.Thisform alism relieson spin-independentstation-

ary states in the leads ofthe device and,therefore,de-

scribes spin-independent transport. Although it is pos-

sible to add a localspin-dependente�ectdirectly in the

scattering m atrix,it is not possible in generalto take

into account spin e�ects occurring over the whole sys-

tem . O ne potentially im portantspin e�ectoccurring in

the leads ofthe conductor is spin-orbit coupling. Any

electric�eld in thereferencefram eofthelaboratory gen-

eratesa m agnetic �eld in the m oving electron reference

fram e,coupling the electron’sorbitaldegreesoffreedom

with its spin. O ne can �nd severalsources ofelectric

�elds in sem iconductors. In three dim ensionalcrystals,

the periodic crystalpotentialgeneratesthe Dresselhaus

e�ect17, which induces a spin-splitting of the conduc-

tion band thatisproportionalto k3.In two-dim ensional

system s,the dom inant term results from the asym m e-

try ofthe in-plane con�ning potential. Firstintroduced

by Rashba18,thise�ectcausesa spin-splitting19 propor-

tionalto k,and itdependson thestrength oftheapplied

electric�eld.Recently,therehasbeen a growing interest

in electronicdeviceswhich rely on thespin propertiesof

the electrons. These spin-dependentdevicesm ay be in-

uenced by spin-orbitcoupling e�ects,orm ay even rely

on it as,for exam ple,in a coherent version ofa spin-

polarized �eld e�ect transistor20,21. Therefore,it m ay

be usefulto include spin-orbit coupling in the coherent

scattering form alism .

II. SP IN -O R B IT C O U P LIN G IN

T W O -D IM EN SIO N A L ELEC T R O N G A SES

The spin-orbit coupling is governed by the following

spin-orbitHam iltonian22,which isobtained using an ex-

pansion in v=cofthe Diracequation

Ĥ SO =
�h

(2m 0c)
2
r V (̂� � p̂); (1)

where m 0 isthe free electron m ass,p̂ isthe m om entum

operator,�̂ = (�̂x;�̂y;�̂z)arethePaulispin m atrices,V

istheelectrostaticpotential,and r isthegradientoper-

atorsothat� r V istheelectric�eld.Electron transport

in the presence ofan electric �eld resultsin a spin-orbit

e�ectwhich couplestheelectron spin and orbitaldegrees

offreedom through the �̂ � p̂ term . Here,we willne-

glectthebulk e�ectarising from theperiodiccrystalpo-

tential(Dresselhaus e�ect) and consider only the e�ect

caused by the asym m etry ofthe con�ning quantum well
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(Rashba e�ect),asitisstrongerthan theDresselhausef-

fectin m osttwo-dim ensionalheterostructures23,24,25.Let

z be the direction ofcon�nem ent,perpendicular to the

plane ofm otion. The asym m etry ofthe con�ning po-

tentialalong thez-direction resultsin a non-zero electric

�eld along the z-axis(E = � E0 uz throughoutthe arti-

cle,whereuz representsa unitvectorin thez-direction).

The spin-orbitcoupling term ofthe Ham iltonian can be

written

Ĥ SO =
�

�h
(̂� � p̂)z = i�(̂�y

@

@x
� �̂x

@

@y
); (2)

where � is the spin-orbit coupling constant and de-

pends on the strength of the electric �eld. It takes

values in the range 1 to 10 � 10� 10 eV cm for a

large variety of system s (InAs/G aSb25, InAs/AlSb26,

InxG a1� xAs/InxAl1� xAs
23,27 and G aAs/AlxG a1� xAs

28)

depending on the shape ofthe con�ning well.Using the

standard e�ective m ass approxim ation,we can deduce

thesystem Ham iltonian asthefreeHam iltonian plusthe

spin-orbitcoupling Ham iltonian

Ĥ =
p̂x

2
+ p̂y

2

2m
�
�

�h
(�̂yp̂x � �̂xp̂y); (3)

where m isalwaystaken to be the e�ective m ass. Since

theoperatorsp̂x and p̂y com m utewith Ĥ ,wecan search

foreigenstatesofthe form

j i= e
i(kx x+ ky y) [� j"i+  j#i]; (4)

where j"i and j#i labelthe up and down states ofthe

z-com ponent ofthe spin. W e can now diagonalize the

Ham iltonian

Ĥ =

 
�h
2
k
2

2m
�ky + i�kx

�ky � i�kx
�h
2
k
2

2m

!

(5)

in thisspin subspace.TheeigenvaluesareE (k)= �hk
2

2m
�

�k,and the associated eigenfunctionsare

�
�	 E +

�
=

ei(kx x+ ky y)

p
2

[ei
�

2 j"i+ e
� i�

2 j#i] (6)

�
�	 E �

�
=

ei(kx x+ ky y)

p
2

[ei
�

2 j"i� e
� i�

2 j#i] (7)

where� istheanglebetween k = (kx;ky)and the y-axis

(see Fig.1). The electrons feela virtualm agnetic �eld

in the 2D plane in a direction perpendicular to k. The

spin is aligned or antialigned to this �eld (see Fig.1) ,

so that �(k;Sj	 E � i
) = �=2,and �(k;Sj	 E + i

) = � �=2,

where �(k;SjE � i) is the angle between k and the spin

S in the state
�
�	 E �

�
. The am plitude ofthe m agnetic

�eld depends on the velocity ofthe electron and van-

ishes for k = 0,preventing a possible spin polarization

in the system . The spin-orbit splitting is usually sm all

com pared to the kinetic energy ofthe electrons ( 0:15

m eV � �kf � 1:5 m eV for Ef = 14 m eV).Following

k

(O  )
x

| Ψ    >

S

S

(O  )
y

| Ψ    >
E

θ

B

+

- 

E

E

FIG .1: D irection ofthe virtualm agnetic �eld and spin. An

electron with wavevectork in thepresenceofan electric�eld

E = � E 0 uz feelsa virtual�eld B (k;E)perpendicularto k.

Ref.15,wewillintroduceatransversecon�nem entin the

leadsofthe conductor,allowing usto addressthe longi-

tudinaltransportm odesforeach given transversem ode.

Focusingon onelead,,wewillm aketwosim plifying as-

sum ptions. First,we consideronly a single independent

transverse m ode. Second,we neglect the 1D SO cou-

pling e�ectthatthistransversecon�ning potentialcould

create,since,to our knowledge,there is no experim en-

talveri�cation ofthis e�ect,and it is estim ated to be

m uch sm allerthan theRashbae�ect29.W ithin theseap-

proxim ations,wecan useourpreviousanalysistodeduce

the eigenstatesand the associated energy dispersion di-

agram (see Fig.2),with k lying in the direction x of

the lead (m aking the angle � with the y axis).W e will

now introduce three labels for the eigenstates that will

proveusefulin writing thecreation and annihilation op-

eratorsofthese states.� = a orblabelsthe direction of

propagation from the sign ofthe group velocity vg (a if

sgn(vg)> 0,b otherwise). The param eterk labels the

longitudinalm ode wavevector. The SO coupling label

� � � designates the two di�erent branches ofthe en-

ergy dispersion diagram fora given k (+ branch and �

branch in Fig.2).Using theselabels,we�nd thefollow-

k k0 0
-

k'

E

+ states

- states

k
0 = 

mα

h
2

| a, k, + >| b, k, + > | a, k, - >| b, k, - >

E0

E0 = mα
h

2

2
2

-

FIG .2: Energy dispersion diagram with SO coupling. The

� ��k0 � k
0
< 1 range (a states) is deduced from Eq.(8)

with k
0
= k. The � 1 < k

0
< ��k0 range (b states) is then

deduced from m irrorsym m etry (k
0
= � k).
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ingeigenstatesand eigenvaluesofthesystem from Eq.(6)

and (7)

j�;k;�i = �(y)
ei��kx
p
2

[ei
�

2 j"i+ ����e
� i

�

2 j#i]

E =
�hk2

2m
+ ���k � ��k0 � k < 1 (8)

where �� = + 1(� 1) when � = a(b),and �� = + 1(� 1)

when � = + (� ). �(y) is the norm alized transverse

wavefunction for the transverse m ode under consider-

ation. By convention, k is only taken in the range

� ��k0 � k < 1 for both the a and b states. W e

use �� = � 1 to param eterize explicitly the appropriate

wavevectorrange forthe � = a(b)propagation direction

in theeigenstates’phasefactorei��kx.Theeigenvaluesin

Fig.2 can bededuced by m irrorsym m etry.Thisconven-

tion allowsustotrackthepropagationdirection through-

out the calculation. W e also notice in Fig.2 that,for

a given energy,the corresponding + and � states with

sam elabel� do nothavethe sam ewavevector:

k(E ;� )� k(E ;+ )= �k = 2k0 =
2m �

�h
2
: (9)

The stateswith � = � have theirspin perpendicularto

the direction ofpropagation vg and in opposite direc-

tions, so that �(vg;Sjk;� i) = �=2 and �(vg;Sjk;+ i) =

� �=2 (see Fig.3). It is im portant to notice that the

v

(O  )
x

| k , + >

S

S

(O  )
y

θ
| k ,   >-

g

E

γ

FIG .3:D irection ofpropagation and direction ofthe spin

� = + (� )statesdonotcoincidewith the
�
�	 E +

���
�	 E �

��

states,as it is vg,and not k,which determ ines the di-

rection ofthespin (e.g.,in Fig.3,thespin ofthe+ state

isperpendicularto and on the rightside ofvg).Forex-

am ple,in Fig.2,the two de�nitions are consistent for

stateswith positive (negative)k0 and group velocity vg.

However,they are inconsistentforpositive (negative)k0

and negative (positive) vg. W e choose here to link the

direction ofthe spin to vg (ratherthan k0)through the

label� = � (rather than E� ),because it is the group

velocity which determ ines the direction ofthe current.

Note thatin the case withoutSO coupling,no di�eren-

tiation between vg and k
0 isnecessary since they always

sharethe sam esign.

III. SP IN -O R B IT C O U P LIN G A N D C O H ER EN T

SC A T T ER IN G FO R M A LISM

The Landauer-B�uttiker form alism relies on a second

quantization form ulation of quantum m echanics. The

currentis expressed as a function ofthe �eld operator,

which is expanded in the basis ofthe scattering states

using the operatorsthatcreate and destroy electronsin

theleadsoftheconductor.A scattering stateisa coher-

entsum ofan incidentwavein onelead and theoutgoing

wavesitgeneratesin allthe otherleads.The am plitude

ofeach outgoing wave isgiven by the scattering m atrix

S,whoseelem entsdepend on the propertiesofthe scat-

terer. As our �nalgoalis to study the uctuations of

the current,it is im portantto �nd a sim ple way to ex-

pressthe tim e dependence ofthe currentoperator.This

leadsusto choose the stationary statesin each lead for

the purposeofexpanding the �eld operator.In ourred-

erivation ofthe coherent scattering form alism ,we will

follow the sam e analysis as in Ref.15,but introducing

two im portant changes: we willrederive the expression

ofthecurrentoperatorasafunction ofthe�eld operator,

adding a new contribution com ing from spin-orbit cou-

pling,and we willexpand the �eld operatorin the new

stationary basisofthe SO coupling Ham iltonian.

A . C alculation ofthe current operator

O ne way to �nd the current operator for non-

interacting electrons is to use the single-particle

Schr�odingerequation

i�h
@	

@t
= �

�h
2

2m
(
@	

@x2
+

@	

@y2
)+ i� (�y

@	

@x
� �x

@	

@y
);

(10)

where 	 isa two-com ponentsspinor.The currentoper-

ator ĵcan be extracted from the conservation ofcharge

equation @

@t
[e	 y	]+ r :j = 0; using Eq.(10) and its

adjoint,

jx =
e�h

2m i

h
	 y@	

@x
�
@	 y

@x
	

i
�
e�

�h
	 y
�y	 (11)

jy =
e�h

2m i

h
	 y@	

@y
�
@	 y

@y
	

i
+
e�

�h
	 y
�x	 (12)

W e can identify the usualkinetic term of the current

density

jK =
e�h

2m i

h
	 yr 	� r 	 y	

i
: (13)

Note thatSO coupling addsa new contribution propor-

tionalto � thatwe callthe SO coupling currentdensity

jSO ,

jSO = �
e�

�h
	 y
�y	 u x +

e�

�h
	 y
�x	 u y: (14)

In the fram ework ofsecond quantization,	 becom es a

�eld operator,and we have to expand itusing a conve-

nientbasis:the stationary states.
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B . Expansion ofthe �eld operator

The �rst step is to de�ne the creation (annihilation)

operatorsfortheSO coupling stationary states.W e�rst

introduce the creation operators in the old spin basis:

â
y

k"
(̂b
y

k#
)createsan incom ing (outgoing)electron with

spin up (down)in the �rstm ode oflead  with m om en-

tum k,in thestateja;k;"i

(jb;k;#i


),wherej�;k;"i


=

ei��kx j"i.Thesestandardoperatorssatisfytheanticom -

m utation relation

h
â;k;s ;â

y

�;k0;s0
]+ = �kk0���ss0,where

s labelsthespin oftheelectron.Through Eq.(8)wein-

troduce â
y

k�
,which createsan incom ing electron in lead

 with m om entum k and spin-orbitcoupling label� (not

to be confused with the spin s)satisfying the relation

â
y

k�
=

1
p
2
[ei

�

2 â
y

k"
+ ��e

� i
�

2 â
y

k#
]: (15)

K nowing the anticom m utation relationships in the spin

basis,we can calculate itin ournew stationary basisto

be

h
âk;;� ;â

y

k0;�;�0

i

+

= �kk0������0; (16)

whereweused therelation ����0 = 2���0� 1.Thisresult

justi�esourlabeling ofthe SO coupling eigenstatesand

the use ofthe spin-orbitcoupling label� instead ofthe

spin. The stationary states form a com plete basis,and

we can use them to expand the �eld operatorin lead .

From now on,we willchoose x and y asthe reference

axis (so that � = �

2
), speci�cally tracking allof the

angulardependence in the scattering m atrix.

	̂(x;y) =
X

�;�

1X

k= � �� ko

�̂;k;� �
�
�

ei��kx�(y)
p
L

(17)

where �̂ = â(̂b)istheannihilation operatorin theincom -

ing(outgoing) states and ��� is a two-com ponent spinor

obtained from Eq.(8),setting � =
�

2

j�;k;�i

=
ei��kx �(y)

p
L

�
1+ i

2

����
1� i

2

�

| {z }
��
�

: (18)

Asshown in Fig.4,itsspin dependson the SO coupling

state(�)and on thedirection ofpropagation (a orb).At

thispoint,itism oreconvenienttogofrom adiscretesum

in k-spaceto a continuousintegralin energy by de�ning

theoperatorsây(E ),which createelectronsin theenergy

continuum . As our labeling de�nes a one-to-one corre-

spondence between (�;k;�) and (�;E ;�),we can de�ne

unam biguously ây�(E )=
p
�(E )̂a

y

k�
,so that

h
â;�(E );â

y

�;�0
(E 0)

i

+

= �����0�(E � E
0) (19)

where�(E )isthedensity ofstatesatenergy E .A priori,

�(E )could depend on thespin-orbitcouplinglabel�,but

ε =  a

σ = −

σ = +

σ = +

σ = −

ε = b

S

S

S

S

(O     )

(O     )

x

y γ

γ

vg

vg-

FIG .4:D irection ofthe spin of�
�
�

onecan check in Appendix A thatitisnotthecase.Re-

placingthediscretesum overk by an integraloverE and

introducingthenew operatorsand theirtim e-dependence

â(E ;t)= e� i
E

�h
tâ(E ),we�nd

	̂(x;y;t) =
1

p
2�

X

�;�

Z 1

E 0

dE
p
�h vg(E )

�̂;�(E )�
�
��(y)

� e
i��k(E ;�)xe

� iE
�h
t (20)

with E 0 � �m �
2

2�h2
,and k has been replaced by k(E ;�)

to rem ind usthat,fora given energy,k dependson the

spin-orbitcoupling label�.

C . C urrent in the spin-orbit coupling basis

Thecurrentin lead  isgiven by

Î� =

Z

dyĵx =

Z

dy(̂jxK + ĵxSO )� ÎK + ÎSO : (21)

W e willbegin by calculating the usualkinetic term ÎK .

Using Eq.(13),wehave

ÎK (t)=
X

��0

X

� �0

Z

dE dE
0
Î
� �

0

K ��0(E ;E
0)�̂+�(E )�̂

0
�0(E

0)ei
E � E

0

�h
t
: (22)

Î
� �

0

K ��0(E ;E
0) =

e�h

2m i

i��
y

� �
�
0

�0

h
p
vg(E )vg(E

0)
[��k(E ;�)+ ��0k(E

0
;�

0)]ei(��0k(E
0
;�

0
)� ��k(E ;�))x: (23)
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W enoticefrom Eq.(22)thatthe! frequency ofthecur-

rentisgiven byE = E 0+ �h!.FollowingRef.15,wecalcu-

latethecurrentand noisein thezero-frequencylim it,and

m akethe approxim ation k(E 0;�)� k(E ;�)(asE � E0)

for electrons having the sam e SO coupling label, and,

using Eq.(9),k(E 0;�0)= k(E ;�)+ ���k for electrons

having di�erent SO coupling labels. From Eq.(18),we

also have,(with ��6= �0 = 1 if� 6= �0;0 otherwise)

�
�
y

� �
�
0

�0 = ���0���0 + ��6= �0��6= �0: (24)

Thisresultisconsistentwith thefactthatonly electrons

with the sam e direction of propagation and the sam e

spin-orbitcoupling label,or opposite direction ofprop-

agation and opposite spin-orbitcoupling label,have the

sam espin.

In the � = �0 case,im plying � = �0 and k(E 0;�0)� k(E ;�),we�nd

Î
� �

0

K ��0(E ;E
0)j�= �0 = ��

e

h

k(E ;�)

k(E ;+ )+ m �

�h2

: (25)

In the� 6= �0 case,im plying � 6= �0and k(E 0;�0)� k(E ;�)+ ��
2m �

�h2
,so that��k(E ;�)+ ��0k

0(E ;�0)= � �� ��
2m �

�h2
,

we�nd

Î
� �

0

K ��0(E ;E
0)j�6= �0 = � ��

e

h

��
m �

�h2

k(E ;+ )+ m �

�h2

e
� i��(2k(E ;�)+ �� �k)x : (26)

Ifweonly considerthekineticterm ofthecurrent,a non-vanishing contribution for� 6= �0leadsto term slike âyb̂and

b̂yâ in the expression ofthe current,corresponding to electronspropagating in oppositedirections.

Now,letusstudy the contribution ofthe spin-orbitcoupling current ÎSO . Using Eq.(14)to calculate Î
� �

0

SO ��0 in

Eq.(22)with K ! SO ,we �nd

Î
� �

0

SO ��0(E ;E
0)= �

e

h

�

�hp
vg(E )vg(E

0)
�
�
y

� �y�
�
0

�0 e
i(��0k(E

0
;�

0
)� ��k(E ;�))x: (27)

Using ��0��0 = ����,we have from Eq.(18)�y�
�
0

�0 = � ��0��0��
0

�0 and ��
y

� �y�
�
0

�0 = � ���� (���0 ���0 + ��6= �0 ��6= �0),so

that

Î
� �

0

SO ��0(E ;E
0)= ��

e

h

��
m �

�h2

k(E ;+ )+ m �

�h2

h
���0 ���0 + e

� i��(2k(E ;�)+ �� �k)x ��6= �0 ��6= �0

i
: (28)

W ecan now calculatethevalueofthetotalcurrentfrom

Eq.(25),(26)and (28)

Î
� �

0

��0(E ;E
0) = Î

� �
0

K ��0(E ;E
0)+ Î

� �
0

SO ��0(E ;E
0)

= ��
e

h
���0 ���0: (29)

Although the spin-orbitcoupling m ixeselectronshaving

di�erentdirectionsofpropagation when weconsideronly

thekineticterm ofthecurrent,thesecontributionscancel

when weadd thespin-orbitcouplingcurrentISO ,and we

�nd the standard form ula forthe currentoperator,

Î =
e

h

X

�

Z

dE dE
0[ây�(E )â�(E

0)

� b̂y�(E )b̂�(E
0)]ei

E � E
0

�h
t
: (30)

In thisform ula,thede�nition ofthe â(̂b)statesasstates

with positive(negative)group velocity,and notnecessar-

ily positive(negative)wavevector,is consistentwith the

fact that they carry the current in opposite directions.

M ore im portantly,the �nalexpression ofthe currentis

sim ilarto theonefound in Ref.15,butwith thespin in-

dex replaced by thespin-orbitcouplinglabel� = � .The

spin related tothisnew index dependson thedirection of

propagation,thatis,theangleofthelead �.Therefore,

weexpecta� dependencein thescatteringm atrix relat-

ing the spin-orbitcoupling statesin leadswith di�erent

orientations.Asan exam ple,we investigate the scatter-

ing m atrix in the case ofa four-port beam splitter (two

inputleads,two outputleads)used in electron collisions.

The scattering m atrix relatesthe outgoing statesin the

outputs (̂b states)to the incidentstatesatthe input (̂a

states)

b̂� =
X

��0

S
�

��0
â��0: (31)
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In thespin-independenttransportcase,asthebeam split-

terdoesnotacton thespin degreesoffreedom ,thescat-

tering m atrix doesnotm ix di�erentspins(thescattering

m atrix isdiagonalin each subspaceofspin:spin-up and

spin-down). In thiscase the reection and transm ission

coe�cients do not depend on the spin. However,when

weincludespin-orbitcoupling,thesituation ism orecom -

plicated,becausethe spin associated with the spin-orbit

couplinglabel� isdi�erentin each lead (theleadshaving

di�erent orientations). The conservation ofthe spin at

the beam splitter then im plies that we have a m ixing of

the spin-orbit states (o�-diagonalelem ents in the scat-

tering m atrix),and thism ixing becom esm oreim portant

when the angle between the leads increases. A beam -

Beamsplitter

Lead 1 Lead 2

Lead 3 Lead 4

a
2

+
a

1
+

a
3

+ a
4

+

b
+

1
b

+

2

b
+

3
b

+

4

θ

θ

FIG .5:Four-portbeam splitter

splitter,with allleadsoriented atthe sam e angle � (the

caseillustrated in Fig.5)isinvestigated in Appendix B,

and the following scattering m atrix is found after som e

sim plifying assum ptions

0

B
B
@

b̂3+

b̂3�

b̂4+

b̂4�

1

C
C
A =

0

B
@

rcos� irsin� t 0

irsin� rcos� 0 t

t 0 rcos� � irsin�

0 t � irsin� rcos�

1

C
A

| {z }
S

0

B
@

â1+

â1�
â2+
â2�

1

C
A (32)

W e notethatthe unitarity ofthe S m atrix requiresjrj
2
+ jtj

2
� R + T = 1 and rt� + tr� = 0.

IV . SP IN -O R B IT C O U P LIN G A N D N O ISE IN

ELEC T R O N C O LLISIO N S

W e willnow use the expression ofthe current oper-

ator and the scattering m atrix to calculate the current

and noise in two experim entsusing the four-portbeam -

splittersetup. The �rstisan unpolarized electron colli-

sion,which hasalready been realized experim entally (see

Ref.6).Thesecond isa spin-polarized electron collision.

A . U npolarized electron collision

This experim ent is a collision at a 50/50 beam split-

ter ofelectrons from leads 1 and 2 which are biased at

E f+ eV:Atzerotem peratureand withoutspin-orbitcou-

pling,each electron with a speci�c spin in lead 1 hasan

identicalpartnerin lead 2.ThePauliexclusion principle

then forbids us to �nd these two electrons in the sam e

output. W e expect a totalsuppression ofthe partition

noise. W ith spin-orbit coupling,we do not expect this

resultto be m odi�ed. Itrelies only on the fulloccupa-

tion ofthe energy eigenstates,which is not m odi�ed at

zero tem perature by SO coupling. W e willcon�rm this

by studying the collision offour electrons at the sam e

energy.Theinitialstateis:

j	 ii= â
y

k;+ ;1
(E )â

y

k0;� ;1
(E )â

y

k;+ ;2
(E )â

y

k0;� ;2
(E ) j0i;

(33)

From now on,wewilldrop theE ,k and k0labelsforthe

energy and them om entum oftheelectrons,associatinga

+ (� )SO coupling state with k(k0). The outputstate is

found using thenew scattering m atrix with SO coupling

using Eq.(31)and Eq.(32)
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j	 fi =

h
r[cos� b̂

y

+ 3
+ isin� b̂

y

� 3 ]+ tb̂
y

+ 4

i h
r[isin� b̂

y

+ 3
+ cos� b̂

y

� 3 ]+ tb̂
y

� 4

i

�

h
tb̂

y

+ 3 + r[cos� b̂
y

+ 4 � isin�b̂
y

� 4 ]

i h
tb̂

y

� 3 + r[� isin�b̂
y

+ 4 + cos� b̂
y

� 4 ]

i
j0i

= b̂
y

+ 3b̂
y

� 3b̂
y

+ 4b̂
y

� 4 j0i (34)

where we have used the relation r4 + t4 � 2 r2 t2 = 1.

As expected,a fulloccupation ofthe two input states

atenergy E leadsto a fulloccupation ofthe two output

states as well. A calculation ofthe noise for the fully

occupied outputswould show a com plete suppression of

the partition noise. The only di�erence with the spin-

independenttransportcaseisthatthecolliding electrons

atthesam eenergydonothavethesam em om entum (k 6=

k0). Therefore,the non-ideality in the noise suppression

observed in Ref.6 cannotbecaused by theSO coupling.

B . Spin-polarized electron collision

In the previousexam ple,an unpolarized collision can-

notshow any SO coupling e�ect,because,starting with

two quiet sources of electrons with fully occupied en-

ergy levels,allthe transport statistics are governed by

thePauliexclusion principleindependentoftheSO cou-

pling. However,thisisnotthe case fora spin-polarized

collision.Asthestandard spin basisisnotthestationary

basis,and astheSO couplingscatteringm atrixm ixesdif-

ferentSO coupling states,som e ofthe partition noise is

recovered,depending on theSO coupling constant� and

on the angle between the colliding leads. W e willcon-

�rm thisby calculating thenon-equilibrium noise(ofthe

electronsabovetheFerm isea)between E f and E f + eV ,

assum ing thattheprocessofpolarization doesnote�ect

the transportin the conductor(forexam ple,there isno

m agnetic�eld in theconductor).Theinputstateisthen

m adeofalltheelectronswith thesam espin,forexam ple

spin-up,between kf and km ax = k(E f + eV ). Follow-

ing Ref.15,we presentthe initialstate and the current

operatorusing the following notations

j	 ii =

km axY

k= kf

â
y

1"
(k)̂a

y

2"
(k)j0i (35)

Î�(t) =
e

h

X

s

X

��0

X

�

Z

dE dE
0
e
i(E � E

0
)t

�h A
�s
���0

� â
y

��
(E )̂a�0(E

0) (36)

A
�s
���0 = ������s��s�0 � S

� �s
�� S

�s
�0 (37)

where km ax is given by E f + eV =
�h
2
k
2

m ax

2m
. W e then

use the current uctuation �Î�(t) = Î�(t)�

D
Î�(t)

E
to

calculatethe uctuation correlation function.

D
�Î�(t)�Î�(0)

E
=

e2

h2

X

ss0

X

��0�00�000

X

���

Z

dE dE
0
dE

00
dE

000
e
i(E � E 0

)t

�h A
�s
���0A

�s
0

���00�000 �
��

0
�
00
�
000

��� (38)

� ��
0
�
00
�
000

��� �

D
â
y

��
(E )̂a�0(E

0)̂a
y

��00
(E 00)̂a��000(E

000)

E
�

D
â
y

��
(E )̂a�0(E

0)

E D
â
y

��00
(E 00)̂a��000(E

000)

E
(39)

Although wederived an expression forthe currentoper-

atorin the SO coupling basis,itism athem atically m ore

convenientin thiscaseto expressalltheoperatorsin the

standard spin basis

â
y

��
(E )=

[ei
��

2 â
y

�"
(k(E ;�))+ ��e

� i
��

2 â
y

�#
(k(E ;�))]

p
2D �(k)

(40)

with D �(k) �
dE (k;�)

dk
= �h

2
k

m
+ ���. De�ning � �p

D �(k)D �0(k0)D �00(k00)D �000(k000),wehave,
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� ��
0
�
00
�
000

��� =
1

4�

h
����� �(kE ;� � kE 000;�000)�(kE 0;�0 � kE 00;�00)n�"(kE ;�)[1� n"(kE 0;�0)]

:::+ ��0��00����� �(kE ;� � kE 000;�000)�(kE 0;�0 � kE 00;�00)n�"(kE ;�)

i
(41)

wherekE ;� = kE 0;�0 forE = E 0+ �k(��0 � ��),so that�(kE ;� � kE 000;�000)= D �(k)�[E � E000+ �k(�� � ��000)].After

integration overE
00

and E
000

and m aking the approxim ation D + (k)� D� (k),we�nd

Z

dE
00
dE

000� ��
0
�
00
�
000

��� =
1

4

h
����� n�"(kE ;�)[1� n"(kE 0;�0)] + ��0��00 �� n�"(kE ;�)

i
: (42)

W e can replace D � (k) by D + (k), because
D � (k)

D + (k)
=

�h
2
k

m
� �

�h 2 k

m
+ �

� 1+ �
�h 2k

2m

� 1,which followsfrom �
�h 2 k

2m

�
�kf

�h 2 k2

f

2m

=

E S O (kf )

E c(kf )
� 1 as the SO coupling is sm all. W e willnow

calculatethepowerspectraldensity atzero frequency in

outputlead num ber3,S33(0),

S33(!)� 2

Z

dte
i!th�I3(t)�I3(0)i: (43)

From Eq.(38)and Eq.(42),we �nd

S33(0)=
e2

2h

X

ss0

X

��0�00�000

X

�;= 1;2

A
3s
���0 A

3s
0

��00�000

�

Z

dE n�"(kE ;�)[1� n"(kE ;�0)+ ��0��00] (44)

where = 1or2,sinceweignored scatteringfrom output

to output. n�"(kE ;�)isthe num berofelectronsin lead

� with spin up and m om entum kE ;�

n�"(kE ;�)=

8
<

:

0 if E � Ef + ���kf

1 if E f + ���kf � E � Ef + eV + ���km ax

0 if E f + eV + ���km ax � E

:

Assum ing thatthe SO coupling isweakerthan the bias

voltage,thatis,E f + �kf � Ef + eV � �km ax,wehave

n�"(kE ;� )[1� n"(kE ;+ )]6= 0 forE f � �kf � E � Ef +

�kf and n�"(kE ;+ )[1 � n"(kE ;� )]6= 0 for E f + eV �

�km ax � E � Ef + eV � �km ax. Therefore,Eq.(44)

becom es

S33(0)=
e2

2h

X

ss0

X

��0�00�000

X

�;

A
3s
���0 A

3s
0

��00�000[��0��00 eV + ��+ ��0� 2�km ax + ��� ��0+ 2�kf]: (45)

G iven the scattering m atrix calculated in Eq.(32),we

�nd
X

ss0

X

��0�00�000

X

�;

A
3s
���0 A

3s
0

��00�000��0��00 = 0; (46)

and
X

ss0

X

��0�00�000

X

�;

A
3s
���0 A

3s
0

��00�000��+ ��0� = 4 TR sin2 �;

(47)

so that

S33(0)=
4e2

h
(�kf + �km ax)T(1� T)sin2 �: (48)

Aftersom ecalculation,we�nd thecurrentand Fanofac-

torto be

hI3i =
e2V

h
(49)

F �
S33(0)

hI3i
= 4eT(1� T)sin2 �

�(kf + km ax)

eV
:

(50)

This result reveals two typicalfeatures ofSO coupling:

�rst,the noise is proportionalto the SO coupling con-

stant,and second,itdepends on the angle between the

input leads 1 and 2. O ne can check that the obtained

noise isidenticalto the partition noise fortwo indepen-

dentleadswhereonly a fraction (
�(kf + km ax )

eV
)oftheelec-

tronsiscolliding,and forwhich the noiseism odi�ed by

thefactorsin2 �.Thisresultcan also beexplained using

Fig.6.In theinputs,thespin-up electron statesbetween

kf and km ax are fully occupied. However,in term s of

theSO coupling states,only thestatesbetween E (kf;+ )

and E (km ax;� ) are jointly occupied,giving no contri-

bution to the noise asin the unpolarized case. Between

E (kf;� )and E (kf;+ ),only the � statesare �lled,and
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k kkk f fmax max

+

-

E ( k  )

E ( k  )

-

f

f

+

E ( k       )
max

+

E ( k       )
max

-

  without SO coupling 
       no splitting

  with SO coupling 
         splitting

E  + eV

E 

f

f

E E

kk

+ states occupied only

+ and - states occupied

- states occupied only

FIG .6:Energy diagram swith and withoutSO coupling

between E (km ax;� )and E (km ax;+ ),only the + states

are�lled.Thesestatesdonothavethesam espin in leads

1 and 2 (theiroverlap iscos2 �),so thatthePauliexclu-

sion principle doesnotfully suppressthe noise,and the

classicalpartition noiseispartiallyrecovered through the

factorsin2 � = 1� cos2 �.In thistreatm ent,we haveas-

sum ed thattheSO couplingissm all(
�(kf + km ax )

eV
� 1),so

thatE (kf;+ )� E (km ax;� ).But,a typicalvalue ofthe

applied bias voltage is eV = 0:1 m eV,which is sm aller

than the typicalvaluesofenergy splitting caused by the

Rashba e�ect(0:3 m eV � 2�kf � 3 m eV).In thiscase,

alltheelectronscontributeto thepartition noise,and we

have F = 4 eT(1 � T)sin2 �. Depending on the angle

between the leads,wecan go from fullnoisesuppression

to the classicallim itofthe partition noise. The m odi�-

cation ofthenoisecaused by SO couplingin thiscollision

experim entcan in principle be m easured,even forsm all

valuesofthe SO coupling constant.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

W e have studied the inuence ofSO coupling in the

fram ework ofthe Landauer-B�uttikerform alism .A short

review ofthe e�ectofSO coupling in 2DEG s(and m ore

preciselyoftheRashbae�ect)hasrem inded usofitsm ain

features:spin-splitting proportionalto k,and stationary

statesofthespin perpendicularto thedirection ofprop-

agation. The electron feels a m agnetic �eld perpendic-

ularto the direction ofpropagation,with an am plitude

proportionalto the velocity. W e have then included the

e�ectsofSO coupling in theLandauer-B�uttikercoherent

scattering form alism . The SO coupling gave rise to two

im portantm odi�cations.First,theaddition ofaSO cou-

pling term in theHam iltonian m odi�estheexpression of

the currentoperator,and an extra term directly related

toSO couplinghastobeincluded.Second,theexpansion

ofthe currentoperatoris in the basis ofthe stationary

statesofSO coupling.The �nalform ula forthe current

operatorwasfound to be identicalto the one derived in

the spin-independent transport case,but with the spin

replaced by the SO coupling label,indicating the align-

m entofthe spin on the virtualm agnetic �eld caused by

theSO coupling.Them ain di�erencesintroduced by the

SO coupling then arise in the calculation ofthe scatter-

ing m atrix relating the stationary statesofSO coupling

in di�erentleadswith di�erentorientations. The direc-

tion ofthevirtualm agnetic�eld (and,consequently,the

direction ofthe spin)dependson thedirection ofpropa-

gation which isdi�erentforeach lead in general.There-

fore,the scattering m atrix is shown to m ix states with

di�erentSO couplinglabels,and thestrength ofthism ix-

ingdependson theanglebetween theleads.Thee�ectof

SO coupling on the currentnoise wasthen investigated

in two exam ples ofelectron collision. In the unpolar-

ized electron collision exam ple,itis shown thatthe SO

coupling doesnotm odify the noise;thiscase isentirely

determ ined by thePauliexclusion principle.In contrast,

the polarized case exhibits a contribution to the noise

caused by SO coupling,which isproportionalto the SO

coupling constant � and depends on the angle between

the leads.A polarized electron collision experim entpro-

vides,in principle,anotherway to m easurethe strength

ofthe Rashba splitting energy.Finally,thisnew form u-

lation ofthe current operator can be applied to other

coherent scattering experim ents in which one wants to

investigateorincorporatethe e�ectsofSO coupling.
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A P P EN D IX A :D EN SIT Y O F STA T ES W IT H

SP IN -O R B IT C O U P LIN G

In thisappendix,wecalculatethedensity ofstatesand

show that it does not depend on the SO coupling label

�,as is suggested by the sym m etry between the + and

� statesin the energy dispersion diagram (see Fig.2),

E =
�h
2
k2(E ;�)

2m
+ ���k(E ;�) (A1)

vg�(E ) =
1

�h

dE (k;�)

dk
=

�h k(E ;�)

m
+ ��

�

�h
: (A2)

From Eq.(9)wededuce

k(E ;�) = k(E ;+ )+ (�� � 1)
m �

�h
2

(A3)

vg�(E ) =
�hk(E ;+ )

m
+
�

�h
= vg(E ) (A4)

�(E ) =
�(k)

�h vg(E )
=

L

2�

1

�h vg(E )
(A5)
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which isindependentof�.

A P P EN D IX B :SC A T T ER IN G M A T R IX IN T H E

FO U R -P O R T B EA M SP LIT T ER C A SE

Here,wedeterm inethescattering m atrix forthefour-

portbeam splitterdescribed in Fig.5. The beam splitter

isverysim plyapproxim atedbyapotentialbarrieratV =

V0 oflength L.Theplaneisthen divided intothreeareas

ofdi�erent potential(see Fig.7) in which the solution

ofthe Schr�odingerequation isknown. Starting with an

( O   )x

( O   )
y

x = 0 x = L

Area II
Area IIIArea I

V = 0 V = V V = 0
0

Incident wave

Reflected wave

Refracted wave

Transmitted wave

Beam-Splitter :
Potential barrier at V = V

0

θ

θ

θ

i

r

R

(lead 1)

(lead 3)

(lead 4)

FIG .7:Reected,refracted and transm itted wavesin abeam -

splitter

incident wave in lead num ber one,for exam ple,we can

calculate the reected,refracted,and transm itted waves

in lead 3 and 4,using thecontinuity ofthewavefunction

and itsderivativesatthebeam splitterinterface(x= 0and

x= L). For exam ple,let us start with an incident state

atenergy E with m om entum ki in theSO coupling state

� = + .By theconservation ofenergy,thereected wave

in lead 3 is a superposition ofthe states jkr(E ;+ );+ i

and jkr(E ;� );� iwith

kr(E ;+ )= ki(E ;+ )= kr(E ;� )� �k: (B1)

The translationalinvariance of the beam splitter along

the y-axisleadsto the conservation ofthe y-com ponent

ofthe m om entum

kicos�i = kr(E ;+ )cos�+ = kr(E ;� )cos�� : (B2)

W e deduce that cos�i = cos�r+ ,but cos�i 6= cos�r� .

There is dispersion due to the SO coupling,leading to

an angularseparation between the + and � statesafter

reection atthe beam splitter(see Fig.8). Thisangular

separation isgiven by

�r� = arccos[(1�
�k

kr(E ;� )
)cos�i]6= �r+ : (B3)

Starting with an incident state with SO coupling label

� ,the angularseparation is

�r+ = arccos[(1+
�k

kr(E ;+ )
)cos�i]6= �r� : (B4)

θ

θ

Incident state

Reflected states 

θ

| k  , + >
i

r

i

>

+

+

| k  (E,+), + 

| k (E,-) ,  >r
-

-r
r

k  cos    θ k  (E,+) cos     

k  (E,-) cos    =

=

rr

i rr θ

θ

i + +

-

FIG .8:angularseparation afterreection ata beam splitter

In analogy with the the totalreection forincident an-

gles below the criticalangle in classicaloptics,we can

even have (1+ �k

kr(E ;+ )
)cos�i > 1,leading to a suppres-

sion ofthe reection in the + state for a sm allenough

incidentangle. W e note thatstarting with a m ixture of

+ and � states in the incident beam ofelectrons,one

could suppressthereection ofthe+ state,thusachiev-

ing a polarization ofthe beam . Although interesting,

we willneglect this e�ect ofangulardispersion by con-

sidering only non-equilibrium electronsabove the Ferm i

energy forwhich �k

k
� 1 (asSO coupling issm allcom -

pared to thekineticenergy),and im portantincidentan-

gles(�i =
�

4
).In thiscasetheangularseparation isvery

sm all(�� = �r� � �r+ � 1).The equationsofcontinu-

ity ofthe wavefunction and itsderivativearethen m uch

easier to solve,and one can �nd that the incident,re-

fracted,and reected waveshave the sam e spin atx= 0,

and the refracted and transm itted waveshave the sam e

spin atx= L. Using Eq.(7) to �nd the spin overlap be-

tween di�erentleadswe �nd,starting with a + incident

state,

j	 ti= tjk;+ i j	 ri= r[cos�ijk;+ i+ isin�ijk;� i]

(B5)

wherej	 tiisthetransm itted wave(into lead 4)and j	 ri

thereected wave(into lead 3).Asthetransm itted wave

has the sam e direction of propagation as the incident

wave,there isno m ixing ofthe SO coupling states,and

we have only the usualtransm ission coe�cient t. For

the reected wave,the direction ischanged and wehave

to m ix the di�erent SO coupling states to obtain the

sam espin asthe incidentwaveon the interfacewith the

beam splitter.Ifwestartnow with a � incidentstate,we

�nd

j	 ti= tjk;� i j	ri= r[isin�ijk;+ i+ cos�ijk;� i]:

(B6)

The sam e analysis can be done for an incident state in

lead 2with �ireplaced by� �i.W ethen deducethewhole

scattering m atrix:

S =

2

6
4

rcos�i irsin�i t 0

irsin�i rcos�i 0 t

t 0 rcos�i � irsin�i
0 t � irsin�i rcos�i

3

7
5 (B7)
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