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The in uence of spin-orbit coupling in two-dim ensional system s is investigated w thin the fram e-
work of the LandauerButtiker coherent scattering formm alisn . This form alismn usually deals w ith
spin-independent stationary states and, therefore, it does not include a spin-orbit contrbution to
the current. In this article, we w ill rederive the coherent scattering form alism , accounting for the
changes brought about by the spin-orbi coupling. A fter a short review of the features of spin—
orbit coupling in two-dim ensional electron gases, we de ne the creation/annihilaton operators in
the stationary states of the spin-orbit coupling H am iltonian and use them to calculate the current
operator w thin the LandauerButtiker form alisn . T he current is expressed as it is in the standard
soin—-independent case, but w ith the soin label replaced by a new labelwhich we call the spin-orbit
coupling label. T he spin-orbit coupling e ects can then be represented in a scattering m atrix w hich
relates the spin-orbit coupling stationary states in di erent leads. This scattering m atrix is calcu-
lated in the case of a ourport beam splitter, and it is shown to m ix states w ith di erent spin-orbit
coupling labels In a m anner that dependson the angle between the leads. T he form alisn isthen used
to calculate the e ect of spin-orbit coupling on the current and noise in two exam ples of electron

collision .

I. NTRODUCTION

C oherent electron transport through nanostructures in
cryogenic tw o-din ensional electron gas system s is inher-
ently a quantum m echanicalphenom enon. Severalexper—
In ents have dem onstrated certain aspects of this quan-—
tum behavior, whether it relies directly on the wave na—
ture of the electron and can be probed through a cur-
rent or conductance m easurem ent (eg., quantized resis—
tance in the quantum Hgile ect¥, conduction m odes ofa
quantum point contact?), or on the particle nature and
quantum statistics of the electrons and can be probed
through a noisem easurem ent eg., H anbuil;y Brown and
T w isstype experin ent??, electron collision?, observation
of thg fractional charge in the fractional quantum Hall
e ect?), In addition, 2D electron gases could be used to
study the fundam entalnon-local features ofquantym m e—
chanics through electron entanglem entAdatazidad A
these experin ents can be successfiilly explained w ithin
the coherent scattering fom alin 2349, a theoretical tool
describing coherent and non-interacting electron trans—
port. This form alisn relies on soin-independent station—
ary states in the leads of the device and, therefore, de—
scribbes spin-independent transport. A lthough it is pos-
sble to add a local spin-dependent e ect directly in the
scattering m atrix, it is not possble In general to take
Into acocount soin e ects occurring over the whole sys—
tem . O ne potentially im portant spin e ect occurring in
the leads of the conductor is spin-orbit coupling. Any
electric eld in the reference fram e ofthe laboratory gen—
erates a m agnetic eld In the m oving electron reference
fram e, coupling the electron’s orbital degrees of freedom
wih its soin. One can nd several sources of electric

elds In sem iconductors. In three dim ensional crystals,
the periodic crystal potential generates the D ressehaus

e ect’?, which induces a spin-splitting of the conduc-
tion band that is proportionalto k. In two-din ensional
system s, the dom inant term results from the asymme-
try of the jn-plane con ning potential. F irst jntroduced
by Rashbal8, this e ect causes a spin-splittingd propor-
tionalto k, and it depends on the strength ofthe applied
electric eld. Recently, there hasbeen a grow Ing interest
In electronic devices which rely on the spin properties of
the electrons. T hese spin-dependent devices m ay be in—

uenced by spin-orbi coupling e ects, orm ay even rely
on i as, or example, In a coherent version of a spin-
polrized el e ect transistorf¥®l. Therefore, i may
be useful to nclude spin-orbit coupling in the coherent
scattering form aligm .

II. SPIN-ORBIT COUPLING IN
TWO-DIM ENSIONAL ELECTRON GASES

The spin-orbit coupling is govemed by the follow ing
$in-orbit Ham ittonian24, which is obtained using an ex—
pansion in v=c of the D irac equation

A h R .
Hso = (ZTOC)Zr Vv ( P 1)

where m o is the free electron m ass, P is the m om entum
operator, ~ = (%; ;%) arethePaulispin m atrices , V
is the electrostatic potential, and r is the gradient oper—
atorsothat r V istheelctric eld. E lectron transport
In the presence of an electric eld results n a spin-orbit
e ect which couples the electron spin and orbital degrees
of freedom through the * P tem . Here, we will ne—
glct the bulk e ect arising from the periodic crystalpo—
tential O ressehaus e ect) and consider only the e ect
caused by the asymm etry of the con ning quantum well
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R ashba e ect), as it is stronger than the D rgsselhaus ef-
fect in m ost tw o-din ensionalheterostructure£ 32429 | Let
z be the direction of con nem ent, perpendicular to the
plne of motion. The asymm etry of the con ning po—
tential along the z-direction results In a non-zero electric

eld along the zaxis E = Ep u, throughout the arti-
cle, where u, representsa unit vector n the z-direction).
T he spin-orbi coupling tem of the H am iltonian can be
w ritten

Hso = - pPr=1 "y— %)i @)

w here is the spin-orbit coupling constant and de—
pends on the strength of the elctric eld. It takes
values 0 the range 1 to 10 1012 eV am ﬁ)n.a
large variety of system §- (A s/G aSb?%, A s/A 15K,
T,Ga; (As/Tn AL ,ALI%landGahs/ALGa; LA LY)
depending on the shape of the con ning well. U sing the
standard e ective m ass approxin ation, we can deduce
the system Ham iltonian asthe free H am iltonian plus the
soin-orbit coupling H am ilttonian
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wherem is always taken to be the e ective m ass. Since
the operators gy and g, commute with H , we can search
for eigenstates of the form

joi= ORI i ) @)
where §'i and #i label the up and down states of the
z-com ponent of the spin. W e can now diagonalize the
Ham ilttonian

in this spin subgpace. The eigenvaluesare E (k) = %
k, and the associated eigenfinctions are

ei(kx x+ kyy) ) )

E, = —PE— 7 J'i+ e 7 3] ©)
ei(kx x+ kyy) ) )

5= T P B7 J'i e 7 ] )

where isthe anglkebetween k = (k;k,) and the y-axis
(see Fig. :}') . The electrons feel a virtualm agnetic eld
In the 2D plane in a direction perpendicular to k. 'T'he
spin is aligned or antialigned to this eld (see Fig.i) ,
so that (k;Sj . i) = =2, and (k;Sj .. J-_) = =2,
where (k;Sg ;) is the angle between k and the spin
S In the state g . The amplitude of the m agnetic
eld depends on the velocity of the electron and van-—
ishes for k = 0, preventing a possble spin polarization
In the system . The sohh-orbi solitting is usually small
com pared to the kinetic energy of the electrons ( 0:15
m eV ke 15mevV forEf = 14 meV). Follow Ing

FIG .1: D irection of the virtualm agnetic eld and spin. An
electron w ith wave vector k in the presence of an electric eld
E = Ejpu; felsavirtual ed B (k;E) perendicularto k.

Ref.:_ig;, wew ill introduce a transverse con nem ent In the
Jeads of the conductor, allow ing us to address the longi-
tudinal transport m odes for each given transverse m ode.
Focusing on one kad, ,wew illm ake two sin plifying as—
sum ptions. First, we consider only a single independent
transverse m ode. Second, we neglct the 1D SO cou-—
pling e ect that this transverse con ning potentialcould
create, since, to our know ledge, there is no experin en—
tal veri cation of this e ect, and i ds estim ated to be
much sn aller than the Rashba e ect?d. W ithin these ap—
proxim ations, we can use our previous analysis to deduce
the eigenstates and the associated energy dispersion di-
agram (see Fig. :2:), wih k lying In the direction x of
the kad (m aking the angle w ih the y axis). W e will
now Introduce three labels for the eigenstates that will
prove usefill in w riting the creation and annihilation op—
erators of these states. = a orb labels the direction of
propagation from the sign of the group velocity vy (a if
sgn (vg) > 0, b otherw ise). The param eter k labels the
Iongiudinal m ode wavevector. The SO ocoupling label
designates the two di erent branches of the en—
ergy dJspers:Dn dJagram fora given k + branch and
branch n Fig. Q.) U sing these labels, we nd the ollow -

Ib,k, - >

| bk, +>

[a, k, +> |a, k, ->

J] - states Ep=- ma”

2h*®

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

ko k%< 1 range (a states) is deduced from Eq. da)
wih k= k. The 1 < k®< ko range (b states) is then
deduced from m irror sym m etry &’= k).



ng e:genstates and elgenvaluesofthe system from Eq. (G
and ()

i kx
jiki 1= (y)—PE—EeiT Ji+ e 7T ]
hk?
E = —+ k ke k<1 ®)
2m
w here = +1( 1) when = ap),and = +1( 1)
when = +( ). () is the nom alized transverse

wavefiinction for the transverse m ode under consider—
ation. By oconvention, k is only taken in the range

ko k < 1 for both the a and b states. W e
use = 1 to param eterize explicitly the appropriate
wavevector range for the = a () propagation direction
in the elgenstates’ phase factore® ¥* . T he eigenvalues in
Fjg.'g can be deduced by m irror sym m etry. T his conven—
tion allow sus to track the propagation direction through—
out the calculation. W e also notice in Fjg.:ga’ that, for
a given energy, the corresponding + and states w ith
sam e label do not have the sam e w avevector:

k€; ) kE;j+t)= k=2k= : ©

The stateswih = have their spin perpendicular to
the direction of propagation v4 and in opposite direc-

tions, so that (%;iSy; i) = =2 and (%iSx;r1) =
=2 (see FJg.E It is In portant to notice that the
©,)
1
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FIG . 3: D irection of propagation and direction of the spin

= + () statesdonot coincidew ith the g, E
states, as it is v4, and not k, which detem ines the di-
rection ofthe spin (9., 1 Fig.33, the spin ofthe + state
is perpendjcularto and on the J:]ght side ofvg). For ex—
ampl, In Fig. Q. the two de nitions are consistent for
states w ith positive (negative) k° and group velocity Vg -
H owever, they are Inconsistent for positive (negative) k°
and negative (positive) vg. W e choose here to link the
direction of the spin to v, (rather than k°) through the
label = (rather than E ), because it is the group
velocity which determ ines the direction of the current.
Note that In the case without SO coupling, no di eren—
tiation between vy and k° is necessary since they always
share the sam e sign.

III. SPIN-ORBIT COUPLING AND COHERENT
SCATTERING FORM A LISM

The LandauerButtiker form alisn relies on a second
quantization formulation of quantum m echanics. The
current is expressed as a function of the eld operator,
which is expanded in the basis of the scattering states
using the operators that create and destroy electrons in
the leads of the conductor. A scattering state is a coher—
ent sum ofan incident wave in one lead and the outgoing
waves it generates In all the other leads. T he am plitude
of each outgoing wave is given by the scattering m atrix
S, whose elem ents depend on the properties of the scat—
terer. As our nalgoalis to study the uctuations of
the current, it is inportant to nd a sinpl way to ex—
press the tin e dependence of the current operator. T his
Jeads us to choose the stationary states n each lead for
the purpose of expanding the eld operator. In our red—
erivation of the coherent scattering form alism , we will
follow the sam e analysis as In Ref. :15 but introducing
two in portant changes: we w ill rederive the expression
ofthe current operatorasa fiinction ofthe eld operator,
adding a new contrbution com ing from spin-orbit cou-
pling, and we w ill expand the eld operator in the new
stationary basis ofthe SO coupling H am ittonian.

A . Calculation of the current operator

One way to nd the current operator f©or non-
Interacting electrons is to use the sihgleparticke
Schrodinger equation

e _ n e e " @ s
et m lee eyttt Uvex ey Y
(10)

where isa two-com ponents spinor. T he current oper-
atorAjcanbe extracted from the conservation of charge

equation S ¥ ]+ r = 0; using Eq. (0) and is
adpint,
. e e eyt oe | .
* T mi ex  ex no Y
h i
eh y
= = 2 B Lty
2m i Qy Qy h

W e can identify the usual kinetic tem of the current
density

h i
eh
% = ] Yr r Y : 13)

N ote that SO coupling adds a new contribution propor-
tionalto thatwe callthe SO coupling current density
_—:EO ’

y y

e
yUX+T x Uy: (14)

e
h
In the fram ework of second quantization, becomes a

eld operator, and we have to expand it using a conve—
nient basis: the stationary states.

ko =



B . Expansion ofthe eld operator

The st step is to de ne the creation (@annihilation)
operators for the SO coupling stationary states. W e rst
Introduce the creation operators in the old spin basis:
ayk,. (ﬁyk#) creates an ncom Ing (outgoing) electron w ith
soin up down) In the rstmode oflead with m omen—
tum k, in the state g;k;"i (jk;#1i ), where j ;k;"1 =
et ¥* Ji These frandard operators satisfy the anticom —
mutation relation & ;s & ;ko;s°]"' =  kk©
s labels the soin ofthe electron. Through Eq. (:_8) we in—
troduce ayk , which creates an lncom ing electron in lead

w ith m om entum k and spin-orbit coupling label (not
to be confiised w ith the spin s) satisfying the relation

ss0y Where

1 . .
a’, = p_gblTéykﬁ e "Tal (1€5)

K now Ing the anticom m utation relationships in the spin
basis, we can calculate it in our new stationary basis to
be

h i
ak; ;o7 aio; ;0 . = kk© 07 (16)
w here we used the relation o=2 o 1.Thisresul
Justi es our labeling of the SO coupling eigenstates and
the use of the spin-orbit coupling label instead of the
son. The stationary states form a com plete basis, and
we can use them to expand the eld operator in lead
From now on, we willchoose x andy asthe reference
axis (so that 5), speci cally tracking all of the
angular dependence in the scattering m atrix.

X )é‘ ei kx (y)
. S Y gy
i k= ko L

where * = aﬁ) is the annihilation operator in the incom —
ng (outgoing) states and is a two-com ponent spinor

obtained from Eq. @),settjng =3

ei kx (y) 1+i
jiki 1= —p=— 2, 4 s 18)
|— (22—}

Asshown In Fig. :f!, its spin depends on the SO coupling
state ( ) and on the direction ofpropagation (@ orb).At
thispoint, it ism ore convenient to go from a discrete sum

In k-space to a continuous Integral in energy by de ning
the operators &' € ), which create electrons in the energy
continuum . A s our labeling de nes a one-to-one corre—
soondence between ( ;k; ) and ( ;E; ), we can de ne

unambiguously & )= €)4, , so that
h i
a,E®);48, €9 = o B E) (19

+

where () isthedensity ofstatesatenergy E .A priord,

E ) could depend on the spin-orbit coupling label ,but
©yy) -
yy S

FIG . 4: D irection ofthe spin of

one can check in Appendix :Z-\-: that it isnot the case. Re—
placing the discrete sum overk by an integraloverE and
Introducing the new operatorsand their tin e-dependence
A€ ;0 =e **aE®),we nd

N 1 X %1 dE
x;y;iD) = p=— ", &) V)
2, 5, hvE)
g kE;xg ift ©0)
with E 7, and k has been replaced by k€ ; )

to rem ind us that, for a given energy, k depends on the
soin-orbit coupling label

C . Current in the spin-orbit coupling basis

The current n lead is given by
Z Z
T = dvk= dvGax + kso) Tk +Lo: @1

W e will begin by caloulating the usaalkinetic tem fx .
Using Eq. C}é),wehave

N X X z A 0 e 50
& ©= EE'L EEHNT @)Y @9 & ©2)
0 0
eh vl
A 1 : . .
£ PUEED) = — p " [ kE; )+ k@7 9 ]et( KETD  xE;x, @3)



W e notice from Eq. C_Z-g') that the ! frequency ofthe cur-
rentisgivenby E = E %+ h! . Follow ingRef. |15, we calou-
late the current and noise In the zero—frequency lim i, and
m ake the approxination k €% ) kE; ) @sE )
for electrons having the sam e SO ooupling label, and,
using Eq. @), k€% 9= kE; )+ k Prekctrons

having di erent SO coupling labels. From Eq. C_f@:), we

also have, With o= 1if % %0 otherwise)
y 0
0 = 0 o+ §0 g 03 24)
|
Inthe = Ccase, mp¥ying = andk &% 9 kE&;
A 0 Oy
IK o(E;E)j= 0=
Inthe 6 ‘case, mplying 6 %andk®% 9 kE;
we nd
£ P EEY c
; o= -
Ko Js h kE

T his resul is consistent w ith the fact that only electrons
with the sam e direction of propagation and the sam e
soin-orbit coupling label, or opposite direction of prop—
agation and opposite spin-orbi coupling label, have the
sam e spin.

), we nd
e kE;
Eikaﬂ;f)+)r;—2: (25)
)+ X, sothat k®; )+ ok’E; 9= o,
m_
- ;1:_ % e I CkE; )+ kx ©26)

Ifwe only consider the kinetic tem ofthe current, a non-vanishing contrbbution Hr € ° leadsto tem s lke a¥b and
a in the expression of the current, corresponding to electrons propagating in opposite directions. .
Now, ket us study the contribution of the soin-orbit coupling current fso . Usihg Eq. C_lé_i) to calculate fso o In

Eqg. C_Z-%‘)Wjﬂ’lK! so,we nd

£, VBE)= S p—B
EGE) = - p————
50 h ™ v E)vg €O
Using o o= , we have from Eq. C_l-§') v o= 0
that
m h

A O e -7

i EO) = — .

o BB NiEm e

We can now ca]cu]at_e the value of the total current from
Eq. £3), £6) and {9)

A

0 0
I oEEY) =

A 0 0 A 0 0
IK O(E;E)+ISO o(E;E)

e

= — 0 0:
h
A Yhough the spin-orbit coupling m ixes electrons having
di erent directions of propagation w hen we consider only
the kinetic temm ofthe current, these contributions cancel
when we add the spin-orbit coupling current Iso ,and we
nd the standard form ula for the current operator,

X Z
e 0 Ay 0
— de dE " [&" E)a& E)

@9)

f =

E 80

& E)b &% 1e T o

(30)

In this form ula, the de nition ofthe & (k/S) states as states
w ith positive (hegative) group velocity, and not necessar-

v . 0
Y el( ok E 7 7) kE; )x @7)
0 y 0
0 o and % 0o = ( o o + 60 6 0), SO
i
o e FOEREIY X oo @8)

ily positive (hegative) wavevector, is consistent w ith the
fact that they carry the current in opposite directions.
M ore im portantly, the nalexpression of the current is
sin ilar to the one found in Ref. :_2[5, but w ith the spin In—
dex replaced by the soin-orbit coupling label = . The
soin related to thisnew index depends on the direction of
propagation, that is, the angle ofthe lead . T herefore,
weexpecta  dependence in the scatteringm atrix relat—
Ing the spin-orbit coupling states in leads w ith di erent
orjentations. A s an exam ple, we investigate the scatter—
Ing m atrix In the case of a fourport beam splitter (two
nput leads, two output leads) used in electron collisions.
T he scattering m atrix relates the outgoing states in the
outputs (B states) to the incident states at the nput @
states)

(31)



In the spin-independent transport case, as the beam solit—
ter does not act on the soin degrees of freedom , the scat—
tering m atrix doesnotm ix di erent spins (the scattering
m atrix is diagonalin each subspace of spin: spin-up and
soin-down). In this case the re ection and transm ission
coe cients do not depend on the soin. However, when

w e inclide spin-orbit coupling, the situation ism ore com —
plicated, because the spin associated w ith the spin-orbit
coupling label isdi erent in each lead (the kadshaving
di erent ordentations). The conservation of the soin at
the beam gplitter then im plies that we have a m ixing of
the spin-orbi states (0 -diagonal elem ents in the scat—
tering m atrix), and thism ixing becom esm ore In portant
when the angle between the leads Increases. A beam —

Lead 3 . Lead 4
a*’3 a;
+ ‘ +
PN (o] v’
bt A 0 \b;
1y \J .
a+1 a+2
Lead 1 Lead 2
Beamsplitter
0. 1 0
o34 rcos irshn
B fvj 8 _B irsin ¥ Cos
8 64+ A ¢ t 0
£, 0 t

FIG . 5: Fourport beam splitter

splitter, w ith all leads ordented at the sam e angle (t‘t_1
case illustrated in F ig.8) is investigated in A ppendix B!,
and the follow ing scattering m atrix is found after some
sim plifying assum ptions

t 0 10 a1+ 1

0 t CB a ¢
r cos irsin A€ 4. A (32)
irsin r Cos &,

W e note that the uniarity of the S m atrix requires jr32 + j:j2

Iv. SPIN-ORBIT COUPLING AND NOISE IN

ELECTRON COLLISIONS

W e will now use the expression of the current oper—
ator and the scattering m atrix to calculate the current
and noise in two experin ents using the fourport beam -
splitter setup. The rst is an unpolarized electron colli-
sion, w hich has already been realized experin entally (see
Ref. '-_d) . The second is a spin-polarized electron collision.

A . Unpolarized electron collision

This experin ent is a collision at a 50/50 beam split-
ter of electrons from leads 1 and 2 which are biased at

E ¢+ eV :At zero tem perature and w ithout spin-orb it cou—
pling, each electron w ith a speci ¢ spin In lead 1 has an

R+ T=1landrt + tr 0.

denticalpartner in lead 2. The Pauliexclusion principle
then forbids us to nd these two electrons in the sam e
output. W e expect a total suppression of the partition
noise. W ith spin-orbi coupling, we do not expect this
result to be modi ed. It relies only on the fiill occupa—
tion of the energy eigenstates, which is not m odi ed at
zero tem perature by SO coupling. W e willcon m this
by studying the collision of four electrons at the sam e
energy. The initial state is:
1= 8, 1 E) &, B, ,E) & ,E) Di;
33)
From now on,wew illdrop theE , k and k° labels for the
energy and them om entum ofthe electrons, associating a
+ () SO coupling state w ith k (¢). T he output state is
found using the new scattering m atrix with SO coupling
using Eq. C_3-1:) and Eq. 6_3-2:)

]



h ih i
jfi= rlcos B ,+ishn B, 1+th, rlish B ,+ cos O, 1+ t0,
h ih i
th ;+ r{cos B/, dsn &/,1 t&,+r[ ish &/ ,+cos B ,] Di
= B139/3@34@4 Pi 34)
where we have used the relation r* + £ 2272 £ = 1. m this by calculating the non-equilbbrium noise (ofthe

A s expected, a full occupation of the two Input states
at energy E leads to a fi1ll occupation of the two output
states as well. A calculation of the noise for the fully
occupied outputs would show a com plete suppression of
the partition noise. The only di erence w ih the spin—
Independent transport case is that the colliding electrons
at the sam e energy do not have the sam em om entum (k €

k% . Therefore, the non-ideality in the noise suppression
observed in Ref.:§ cannot be caused by the SO coupling.

electrons above the Ferm isea) between Ef and E¢f + €V,
assum Ing that the process of polarization does not e ect
the transport in the conductor (for exam ple, there is no
m agnetic eld in the conductor). T he Input state is then
m ade ofallthe electronsw ith the sam e spin, for exam ple
spin-up, between ke and knax = kE¢ + V). Follow-
ing Ref. :_15, we present the initial state and the current
operator using the follow Ing notations

Ky ax
B . Spin—polarized electron collision Jil= él§1/" (k)alzl" k) Pi 35)
k= k¢
X X x 2 0
In the previous exam ple, an unpolarized collision can— @ = e dF dE oe”E £ )tA s,
not show any SO coupling e ect, because, starting w ith h s .
two quiet sources of electrons wih fiillly occupied en—
ergy levels, all the transport statistics are govemed by & ®ra «€" (36)
the P auli exclusion principle independent ofthe SO cou-— AS , = s so S %5 % (37)
pling. However, this is not the case for a spin-polarized
collision . A s the standard spin basis isnot the stationary
basis, and asthe.SO coupling scatteringm atF:b.{m J'xe.sdil‘.f— where k; .x is given by Ef + eV = —hz];‘i = We Ehen
ferent SO coupling states, som e of the partition noise is N N D N
recovered, depending on the SO coupling constant and ~ use the current uctuation I () = I (©) I © to
on the angle between the colliding leads. W e will con— calculate the uctuation correlation finction.
|
D A A E e’ X X X z 0 o op_LE E Ot s 50 0 00 000
I @© I O = E dEJdE dE “dE “e =® oA 00 000 (38)
SSO 0 00 000
0w oo D E D ED E
& E)a €898 wEME wE™) & E)a €% &€ &™) @9
A Ythough we derived an expression for the current oper- xlgnth D () % = hrz—k + De ning

ator in the SO coupling basis, i ism athem atically m ore
convenient In this case to express all the operators in the
standard soin basis

(78 kE; N+ e T&,kE; )]
P

2D k)

& E®)=

40)

D ®D oKID » kD o« k™), we have,
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where kg, = kgo;, o OrE = E%+ k( o ), so that (g, koo, w)=D () E EP+ k( w)]. A fter
Integration overEOO andEOOO and m aking the approxin ation D 4+ (k) D (k),we nd
Z 1h i
[00) [000) 0 00 000
dE "dE = 2 nwkg; )L nwkgo; o)] + o nwkg; ) : 42)
[
We can replace D () by D, (), because g+ 8:; = where = 1or2, sincewe Ignored scattering from output
%k ) ke to output. n w (kg ; ) is the number of electrons in lead
T 1+hzz lrWhmﬁ)H@WSﬂothZ v with spin up and m om entum kg ;
Eso (kf) -

Ec (ke) 1 as the SO coupling is amnall. W e will now

calculate the pow er spectraldensity at zero frequency in

output lead number 3, S33 0),
Z
S3z(l) 2

dte"*h @ EO)i: @3)

From Eqg. @Q‘) and Eq. Cfl-@‘),we nd

2 X X X ,
S33 (0)= - ABS 0A3s 00 000
2h ss0 000 00 =12
Z
dE n vkeg; )L nekg; o)+ o o] 44)
|
fX X X iy
S33(O)=— AS oAsooooo[

0 0 00 000

G wen the scattering m atrix calculated in Eqg. {_52_3), we
nd

X X X ,
A3s 0A3s w oo o o= 0; 40)
SSO 0 00 000
and
X X X ,
AsS 0A3s oo + o =4TR Sjl’l2 ;
SSO 0 00 000
@7)
so that
4e? )
S330)= —— (ke ¥ knax) T ( T)sif :  @48)

A fter som e calculation, we nd the current and Fano fac—
tor to be

hI3i =

e’V @9)
h

n "(kE; )_

8

< 0 if E Ef + ke
ljfEf+ kf E E+ev+ kmax
0 ifEef+ &V + Km ax E

A ssum Ing that the SO coupling is weaker than the bias
volage, that is, E¢ + k¢ Ef + eV ki ax r We have
nekeg; JI nwkeg. )16 0OrEs k E B+
ke and n v kg, )L nekg; )16 0 OrEs + &V
Kmax E E + eV ki ax - Therefre, Eq. (44)
becom es

weV + 4 o 2 oy 2 kel: 45)

533(9) - gerq T)si? (kf+kmax):
hI3l ev

0)

This result reveals two typical features of SO coupling:
rst, the noise is proportional to the SO coupling con—
stant, and second, it depends on the angle between the
Input lads 1 and 2. One can check that the obtained
noise is identical to the partition noise for two Indepen-—
dent leadswhere only a fraction (—*-5222)) ofthe elec-
trons is colliding, and for which the noise ism odi ed by
the factor sin® . This result can also be explained using
FJg:_é In the Inputs, the spin-up electron states between
ks and kp ax are fully occupied. However, In tem s of
the SO coupling states, only the statesbetween E (ke ;+)
and E (ky ax; ) are pintly occupied, giving no contri-
bution to the noise as In the unpolarized case. Between
E ke; )andE (&;+), only the states are lled, and



without SO coupling
no splitting

with SO coupling
splitting

§ + states occupied only
@ +and - states occupied

- - states occupied only

FIG . 6: Energy diagram s w ith and w ithout SO coupling

between E (ky ax; ) and E (4 ax;t ), only the + states
are lled. T hese statesdo not have the sam e spin In leads
1 and 2 (their overlap is cos® ), so that the P auli excli—
sion principle does not filly suppress the noise, and the
classicalpartition noise ispartially recovered through the

factorsin® =1 o8 . In this treatm ent, we have as-
sum ed that the SO coupling is am all (w 1), so
that E (ke;+) E (& ax; ). But, a typicalvalue of the

applied bias voltage is eV = 01 me&V, which is smaller
than the typical values of energy splitting caused by the
Rashba e ect 03 meVv 2 ke 3meV). In this case,
allthe electrons contribute to the partition noise, and we
have ¥ = 4 eT (1 T)sif . D epending on the angle
betw een the lads, we can go from fiill noise suppression
to the classical lim it of the partition noise. The m odi —
cation ofthe noise caused by SO coupling in this collision
experim ent can in principle be m easured, even for an all
valies of the SO ocoupling constant.

V. CONCLUSION

W e have studied the In uence of SO coupling In the
fram ew ork of the LandauerB uttiker form alism . A short
review ofthe e ect 0of SO coupling in 2D EG s (@nd m ore
precisely oftheR ashba e ect) hasrem inded usofitsm ain
features: spin-splitting proportionalto k, and stationary
states of the spin perpendicular to the direction of prop—
agation. The electron feels a m agnetic eld perpendic—
ular to the direction of propagation, w ith an am plitude
proportional to the velocity. W e have then included the
e ects 0f SO coupling in the LandauerB uttiker coherent
scattering form alisn . The SO coupling gave rise to two
In portantm odi cations. F irst, the addition ofa SO cou—
pling term in the H am iltonian m odi es the expression of
the current operator, and an extra temm directly related
to SO coupling hasto be included. Second, the expansion
of the current operator is in the basis of the stationary
states 0of SO coupling. The nal formula for the current
operator was found to be identical to the one derived In
the spin-independent transport case, but w ith the spin

replaced by the SO coupling label, indicating the align—
m ent of the spin on the virtualm agnetic eld caused by

the SO coupling. Them aln di erences introduced by the
SO ocoupling then arise in the calculation of the scatter—
Ing m atrix relating the stationary states of SO coupling
In di erent leads w ith di erent ordentations. T he direc—
tion ofthe virtualm agnetic eld (and, consequently, the
direction of the spin) depends on the direction of propa—
gation which is di erent for each lead in general. T here—
fore, the scattering m atrix is shown to m ix states w ith
di erent SO coupling labels, and the strength ofthism ix—
Ing depends on the angle between the keads. Thee ect of
SO coupling on the current noise was then investigated
In two exam ples of electron collision. In the unpolar-
ized electron collision exam ple, it is shown that the SO

coupling does not m odify the noise; this case is entirely
determm ined by the P auliexclusion principle. In contrast,
the polarized case exhbis a contrbution to the noise
caused by SO coupling, which is proportionalto the SO

coupling constant  and depends on the angle between
the leads. A polarized electron collision experin ent pro—
vides, In principle, another way to m easure the strength
of the Rashba splitting energy. F inally, this new fom u—
lation of the current operator can be applied to other
coherent scattering experim ents In which one wants to
nvestigate or incorporate the e ects 0£ SO coupling.
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APPENDIX A:DENSITY OF STATES W ITH
SPIN-ORBIT COUPLING

In this appendix, we calculate the density of states and

show that it does not depend on the SO coupling label

, as is suggested by the symm etry between the + and
states In the energy dispersion diagram (see Fng'_é),

h’k? © ;
- MREI DL e @1)
2m
_1E&; ) _ hkE&; )
N m tog e
From Eqg. (r_Sli) we deduce
KE; ) = KE;+)+ ( 19;—2 @3)
hk € ;+
Vg (E):%"'E:Vg@) ®a4)
k) L 1
= — = — - 5
®) hvy ®) 2 hvg®) ®.3)



w hich is Independent of

APPENDIX B:SCATTERING MATRIX IN THE
FOUR-PORT BEAM SPLITTER CA SE

Here, we determm ne the scattering m atrix for the four-
port beam splitter describbed in Fjg.:'_:J:. T he beam splitter
isvery sin ply approxin ated by a potentialbarrieratVv =
Vo oflength L. The plane isthen divided into three areas
of di erent potential (see Fig. I.'_7:) in which the solution
of the Schrodinger equation is known. Starting w ith an

A oy
|

Beam-Splitter :
Potential barrier atV = V0

Reflected wave
(lead 3)

Refracted wave

' ¢} Transmitted wave
R (lead 4)

q (0y)

Area ll
V=V,

Area lll
V=0

Incident wave
(lead 1)
x=L

x=0
FIG .7: Re ected, refracted and transm itted waves in a beam —
sp litter

Incident wave in lead number one, for exam ple, we can
calculate the re ected, refracted, and tranam itted waves
In lead 3 and 4, using the continuity of the wavefunction
and its derivatives at the beam splitter nterface (x= 0 and
x=1). For exam pl, ket us start wih an incident state
at energy E with m om entum k; In the SO coupling state

= + . By the conservation ofenergy, the re ected wave
In lead 3 is a superposition of the states k, & ;+);+1
and k. E; ); iwih

ke @€B;+)=kiE;+)=k E; ) k: B81)

T he translational invariance of the beam splitter along
the y-axis leads to the conservation of the y-com ponent
of the m om entum

kicos ;= k. E;+)cos + = ke E; )cos B2)

W e deduce that cos ; = cos .+, but cos ; 6 cos ,

T here is dispersion due to the SO coupling, kading to

an angular separation between the + and states after
re ection at the beam splitter (see Fjg.:_g). This angular
separation is given by

B3)

r = arccos[(l )ycos ;16 o+ :

ke ®€; )
Starting w ith an incident state with SO ocoupling label

, the angular separation is
+ = arccos[(l + )oos 116

k. @ ;+) &)

10

—
| Kp(E+), +>
Reflected states

-
I K(E5) s = >
kjcos©;, = Kk (E,+)cos O,

Kk, (E,-) cos © _

Incident state e

-
| Kj, +>

FIG . 8: angular separation after re ection at a beam splitter

In analogy w ith the the total re ection for incident an—
glks below the critical angle in classical optics, we can
even have (1 + Wk“ )cos ; > 1, leading to a suppres—
sion of the re ection in the + state for a am all enough
ncident angle. W e note that starting w ith a m ixture of
+ and states In the incident beam of electrons, one
could suppress the re ection ofthe + state, thus achiev—
Ing a polarization of the beam . A lthough interesting,
we will neglect this e ect of angular dispersion by con-
sidering only non-equilbrium electrons above the Ferm i
energy for which Tk 1 (@s SO coupling is sm all com —
pared to the kinetic energy), and in portant incident an—
gles (1= 7). In this case the angular separation is very
anall ( = r+ 1). T he equations of continu—
ity ofthe wavefunction and its derivative are then much
easier to solve, and one can nd that the incident, re—
fracted, and re ected waves have the sam e spin at x=0,
and the refracted and tranam itted waves have the sam e
soin at x=L. Usihg Eq.(:j) to nd the spin overlap be-
tween di erent leadswe nd, starting wih a + ncident
state,

J ri=rilcos s k;+i+ ish ;%k; il

®B5)
where j iisthe tranam itted wave (Into lead 4) and j i
the re ected wave (into lead 3). A sthe tranam itted wave
has the sam e direction of propagation as the incident
wave, there is no m ixing of the SO coupling states, and
we have only the usual transm ission coe cient t. For
the re ected wave, the direction is changed and we have
to m ix the di erent SO ooupling states to obtain the
sam e spin as the Incident wave on the interface w ith the
beam splitter. Iffwe start now wih a  incident state, we

nd

Jel=tki+1d

jrei=r isn ; k;+i+ cos ;%k; il

B 6)
The sam e analysis can be done for an incident state in
lad 2wih ; replacedby ;. W ethen deducethewhole
scattering m atrix:

Jei=tk; 1

rcos ir sin i t 0 3
6 irsin i XrQoos j 0 t 7
= . 7
S t 0 rcoos ; ir sin i5 &7
0 t irsin ; rcos ;
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