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Spin rotation for ballistic electron transm ission induced by spin-orbit interaction
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W e study spin dependent electron tranam ission through one-and two-din ensional curved waveg-
uides and quantum dots w ith account of spin-orbit interaction. W e prove that for a tranan ission
through arbitrary structure there isno spin polarization provided that electron tranam its in isolated
energy subband and only two lads are attached to the structure. In particular there is no spin
polarization in the one-dim ensional wire for which spin dependent solution is found analytically.
T he solution dem onstrates spin evolution as dependent on a length of w ire. N um erical solution for
tranan ission of electrons through the two-dim ensional curved waveguides coincides w ith the solu—
tion for the one-din ensionalw ire if the energy of electron isw ithin the rst energy subband. In the
vicinity of edges of the energy subbands there are sharp anom alies of spin  fpping.

PACS numbers: 72.10.d, 72255

I. NTRODUCTION

T he electron spin precession phenom ena at zero m ag—
netic eld induced by a variable spin-orbit interaction
(SOD In 2DEG systam s was rstly proposed by D atta
and D as Eh] as a way for the realization of the spin tran—
sistor. For this, the soin precession is controlled via the
Razhba SO I associated w ih the interface electric eld
present in the G aA s heterostructures that contains the
2DEG channel ]

Vso = ~ Bx v

T he reason of spin precession is that the spin operators
do not com m utate w ith the SO I operator what leads to
the spin evolution for electron transport. In particular
the SO I has a polarization e ect on particle scattering
processes B] and this e ect was considered for di erent
geom etries of con nem ent ofthe 2DEG E4 5 -6' -72 é d

The m ost sin ple case of the stripe geom etry w ith the
x-axis along the stripe and the z-axis perpendicular to
the stripe gives the ollow ing transform ation of soin state
after transm ission

1 cos =2

0 sin =2 @)

ere L, 4]
=2m L 3)

and L is a length of the stripe. Therefore, the Razhba
SO I induces a spin precession of the transm itted elec—
trons. Notice that the spin precession is energy inde—
pendent. This result is valid if the con nem ent energy
~2=2m &, whered isa w idth ofthe stripe, ism uch larger
than the spin-splitting energy induced by the SO I, and
therefore, the Intersubband m ixing is negligble E_Q]. For
the strong SO I the spin rotation angle becom es to be
the Fem i energy depend for ballistic transport of elec—
trons in the quasione-din ensionalw iresand stripes i_é, :_‘fi].

W hatever the R azhba SO I leads to the soin precession in
the (x;z) plane. Here we consider sim ilar phenom ena for
electron tranam ission through the curved waveguide and
quantum dots. Them ain di erence between the straight
waveguide and curved one is that the soin rotation is
given by two angles.

Next, we nd out conditions under which there is no
a spin polarization of tranam itted electrons. W e inply
that a ow of incident electrons have no spin polariza—
tion. By the spin polarization we consider the m ean spin
< >; = x;y;z averaged over the electron ow . In
particular for the tranam ission through quantum dotwe
show a principalrole ofthe third lead for the spin polar-
ization.

II. THE SPIN-ORBIT INTERACTION IN THE
INHOM OGENEOUSTW ODIM ENSIONAL CASE

W e w rite the totalH am iltonian ofa con ned 2DEG as

om @X2 @y2 + V (X;y) + VSO (4)

whereV (x;y) isthe lJateralcon ningpotential. Follow ing
toM oroz and B ames Ed Jwe assum e that the SO Ioperator
Vso is form ed by three contributions

Vso = VSO + VSO + VSO :

The rstVg, isrelated to the Razhba SO I (L), in which
the SO I constant proportional to the m acroscopic
Interface-induced electric eld is considered as constant.
T he second contribution Vg, to the SO I com es from the
electric eld E (x;y) related to the con ning potential.

In order to derive the second contribution to the SO I
we begin w ith generaldescription of SO I hO

Voo = —o E )+ S ¢ B) ;6
SO g2 piv 5 & .
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For m icroscopic electric eld E the second tem in ("5')')
equals zero. However for m odel cases of the con ning
potentialV (x;y) the electric eld can violate an equality
r E = 0.In thiscasethe second term in é:_'ﬂ) isnecessary
to provide a hem iticity of the total SO I operator.

Fora2DEG ocon ned at sam iconductor heterostructure
Interface w e can reduce the z-coordinate perform ing aver-
age over electron wave function ¢ (z) strongly localized
along the z-direction

Z
Vso ) dz ¢ (2)Vso o(2): (6)
Asa result we obtain

(

Vig = : ExBy EyBx) Ez(xBy vPx)
)

_i QE , QE, _1 QE, QE,
2 7 ey @x 2 Y @x * @y

(7)
Here electric eld com ponents are considering in a m ean—
Ing of Integral 6'_6) and depend on x;y only.

For particular case of straight w ire directed along the
y-axis wih the lateral con ning potential U = U (x)
we obtain from (-'j.) the expression given by M oroz and
Bames (omula () in Er§]) T hey used a parabolic approx—
In ation for the con ning potential. Here we consider a
popularhard wallapproxin ation and in ply the follow ing
con ning potential

0; if ¥j< d=2;

Oy %) a2
Then substiuting theelectric edE, = U%x) into {})
we have
Voo ®) = ~k ;sign ®X)Uy K d=2): 8)

For kj> d=2 we have from the Schrodinger equation the
follow ing solution

P
2 9] E)
()= Ceaxp —0 0 "y ©)

where C isthe nom alization constant. U sing a property
of delta function that a di erence betw een derivatives of
the wave function at the right and left of the delta func-
tion is cbeyngto  %( d=2)) = 2m k , U, ( d=2)
we have from 6'_9) that

°Ca=2)! o

forUy ! 1 . Therefore in the hard wall approxin ation
an e ect of the second contrbution Vg, lm its to zero.
Next, for num erical com putation of the trananm ission
through the sem iconductor heterostructure we assum e a
connection at least to two electrodes In which there isno

the SO I.Then we can specify the electron state by quan-—
tum num bers, the num ber of the energy subband n and
soin profction = .. This assum ption in plies that
far from waveguides or quantum dots the SO I constant

equals zero In the electrodes. N eglecting by real space
behavior of the m icroscopic electric eld at the edge of
the heterestructure we assum e that the eld is directed
nom al to the plane of the heterostructure everyw here
and has a stepw ise behavior at the edges. As a result
we obtain the stepw ise behavior for the R azhba SO I con—
stant . Such amodelwasused by Hu and M atsuyam a
f1]. Sin ilarto (1) we obtain that the third contribution
to the SO I takes the follow ing form

10)

III. THE TRANSM ISSION THROUGH
BILLITARD W ITH THE SOI

In this section we prove that the SO I gives no spin
polarization for electron transm ission through arbitrary
billiards ifenergy of incident electron belongsto the rst
energy subband. In din ensionless form the stationary
Schrodinger equation has the follow Ing fom

u; X;y)

2
r“+ v = ; = : 11
S0 ’ Uy X;y) b
2
Here =E=E0;Eo=m,
. . i @

Vso = 1yxy— 1y— - — —

S0 ey Yex 2 Yex Tey '
12)
L is a characteristic scale ofthe system, = 2m L is

the din ensionless SO I constant. C orrespondingly In Egs
ﬁ_l-il:) and c_iz_i) coordinates x;y are also din ensionless.

Let S be an area of the structure under consideration
which involves a billiard the SO I and lads as shown in
Fig. &.

Let denote a boundary which crosses input lead and
output one at 1 and ; respectively. W e suppose that
there is no spin-orbi interaction in the leads, ie = 0
at i;i= 1;2. At the rest ofboundary we inply the
D irichlet boundary conditions for solution of Schrodinger
equation (1) j = 0.AsthescaleL wetakeL = d.

T herefore we can write solution in the electrodes as
follow s

P -
ji>r(1cm; >=  2sin( ny)exp (k,x)j >;
j o
yeflin; >= 2 Ty, ;osh(my)exp( ik, x)j °>;
. 0

p_m)’( 0 0 0
Frin; >= 2 tan; ;osn(my)exp (ky, x)j ">

m; 0

13)



FIG .1: Schem aticalview oftwo-din ensionalbilliard w ith two
attached leads. D ashed area show sa region w ith the SO I.T he
area S has boundary which crosses Input lead and output
one at 1 and ; respectively.

where j > isthe spin statesde ned spin progction along
som e axis, say, the z-axis. T he energy is

=K+ “n? (14)

where n = 1;2;::: num erates a num ber of the energy

subbands.
Introduce com plex derivatives

i— @5)

@2 1 @U2 U2@
+ 2wt ——+ ==
QzRz 4 2 @z 4 Qz
2
1
@ 1w owme o
@Qz@z 4 2@z 4 @z

where uj;u,; are the com ponents of the soin state. A s
sum e that there is auxiliary degenerated state w ith com —
ponents vy ;v, . In particular, i m ight be the K ram ers
degenerated state. Then, for these two states the G reen
form ula ollow s

Z I
Qv @Qu
v wvu)ds= u— v— dl @17)
S @n @n

where n is an exterior nom alto the boundary
From the Schrodinger equation we have

@2 1 Qu, 1
+ - Wt —wn—+ —upvy— = 0;
Qz@z 4 2 Qz 4 Qz
¢ + ! + QA + ! 0
- v —Uy—— + —UsVo— ;
@zez 4 17 272y ' 372"
Q2 1 @w, 1 Q
+ - v —w— -—wmvi—=0;
QzQz 4 2 " Qz 4 Qz
@2 1 Qu; 1 Q
+ = —vi—  Sujvi— = 0:(18
ezez 4 2 27z 4 ey a8)

@%u, @%n 1 1@ ( upvy)
+ = + + = — =21 = 0;
ezez azaz g Wvtuen)t o
“ @%v, v @21.12_'_} v + W) }@(U1V1)=O
Yezez | ‘ezez 4 rv2T WV o5Tey

19)
E xtracting the second equation from the rstone in @9)
we obtain

@2u1 @2V2 @2V1 @21.12
Vo Uz Uo Vi
Qz@z Qz@z @z@z QzQz
N 1e(uwwv)  1@(uwve) 0: 20)

2 Rz 2 Qz

Integration of this equation over the billiard area S
w ith use of the G reen ormula C;Lj) gives the ollow ing

I I
VZ% ul% dl+ uzg Vl% dl
@1’1 @1’1 @n @n
2 2
€2 wvi) yo, BR ww) o o
s Qz S ez

Since at eji:her_ul = 0;vy = 0,0r = Q, the last
two Integrals in Q1) equal zero and Hmula 1) can be
rew ritten as ollow s

Z

X Q Q
Vzﬂ ulﬂ a1
i=1;2 i €n €n
Z
X
+ e L8 g, 22)
@n @n

i=1;2 %

This ormula is su cient to establish som e symm etry

rules between Ingoing and outgoing states. Let us con—
sider the rst-channeltransm ission or < 4 2. In order
to ignore evanescent m odes we w ill consider that bound—
aries ; crossthe leads far from the scattering region as
shown in Fig. i . Let electron incidents from the in-
put lead being com pltely spin polarized up. It means

that for the incident state (13) § >= . Wede

1
0
note the corresponding state interior the structure S as

Uir ®iY) L ih dsused as the u-solution n Eq. 124).
uzr (X;Y) =
urs ;)
i Uzy (27Y)
Eqg. d_22_5) for the case ofelectron incidenting w ith spin po-—
larized down . W e suppose that the boundaries ; and

2 cross the leads nom ally the leads and the x-axis is
parallel to the leads. Hence the nom aln is parallel to
the x-axis. Then from {_ig‘) at the boundary ; which
crosses the output lead we obtain the follow ng relations

C orrespondingly denotes the v-solution in

ef

— ik, £ 23
an 1 23)



where function f refers to
UpnsUzr Ul sUoy -
T hese relations allow to exclude the boundary , from

C22 At the boundary ; which crosses the input lead

all com ponents

we have
Quyw , . .
= ikjuqn 21k1 sin ( Y);
@n
Qugn i«
= Uy ;
@n L2
@uiy .
= ikjuig;
@n
@uoy , o
an = lkluz# 21k1831’1( y): (24)

W e In ply here that the origin ofthe x;y coordinate sys—
te_m is at the boundary 1. Substituting the relations
d24 Into Eq (22. we obtain

Z

ir  uz4)sin( y)dy = O: @35)

1

Since at the boundary 1
ure = e () sin ( y)juzy = oy &) sin( y):
we obtain from {5)
Upr = Ups:
T hus from C_l-Z:') it ollow sthat am plitudes ofthe re ection
Togw = T4t (26)

ug Uqnr

Next, we take that the state = coin—
Uy Ugn
cides w ith the state Zl in {22). Then equation {_Z-gi)
2
sin pli es as ollow s
Z
X @u Qu
U2—1 1—2 dl= 0
@n @

i=1;2 %

Substiniting into this orm ula relations (24) we obtain
Z
2ik uge sin( y)dy = O: 27)
1
Tt gives us that uy» = 0 or according to C_l-g:) my = 0 .
A lso sin flarly we obtain that u;s = 0 at the boundary
1. Thus we can write the second symm etry rule for
re ection am plitudes

Loy = Iy = 0 (28)

From symm etry rules 6_2-6) and z_2-§) and from the current
preservation it follow sthat the tranam ission probabilities

X

T = T,of=T 29)

do not depend on the spin polarization of incident elec—
tron.

T illnow we considered ncident w aves as spin polarized
along the z-axis at the boundary ;. Let now consider
a ow of incident electrons which have no averaged spin
polarization. In particular we can present that half of
electrons have the Incident state w ith spin up and halfof
electrons have the incident state w ith soin down. Let us
consider corresponding tranan itted waves at the bound-
ary 2. W e prove that for a tranam ission through the
billiard w ith tw o attached leads there isno averaged spin
polarization, ie. < >= 0; = x;y;z ifelectron inci-
dentsbeing spin unpolarized in the rstenergy subband.
A spreviously we take the incident state in the form C_lé)
and w rite the states in leads as
Ugn . . Ul

J4>= (30)

Joe>=
e Uzt

w here the arrow sup and down indicate that electron in—
cident w ith spins up and down. W e take in the G reen
form ulas C_ZZ_;) the rst function u as j » > and the sec—
ond function v as "yCAj + > where ¢ meansa com plex
conjigation. It m eans that the second finction is the
K ram ers degenerated state. Hence

u1 Uz Vi j-uz#

= . = . : 1
Uo Upn ! A\ J.L'll# (3 )

Let us calculate integral {_Z-Q) .Ataboundary ; cross-
ing the input lead the integral equals zero since in the
nput lead uz = 0;vi = 0. The second contribution into
Integral C22 relates to the boundary cross:ng the out—
put lead. U sing tranam itted solution Cl3 one can w rite
Eq. £4) as ©lows

Z Z
@u Qv Qv Qu
Vo — u; -2 dl+ Uy - \%1 —2 dl
) @n @n , @n @n
I
= 2ik (pu;  ugwvy)dy = O:

2

Therefore u; v = U,Vy, Or In tem s of notations (31)
UpnlUqy = Uanlpy: (32)
From (33) i obviously olows
Jn Tig 3= Jaon Doy
M oreover relation {_2-9') In plies that
B F + donF = Juef + Jaoe f

From these two relations one can obtain that

JznJ= g F e J= o (33)
Finally relations {_B-é and 6_3- ) give

UirlUye = Upglgy: (34)
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FIG . 2: Spin polarization of electrons transm itted through
the three term inal quantum dot versus energy of electron in
the rst energy subband. An inset above show s a geom etry
of the structure.

Mean values of spin components in corresponding
states {30) are the ©llow ing

< g >w=ReUnuyw)i< y >e=Im @Uinuye);

< o= ef G

< x>3= Re(puyy)i <y > 4= Im (Uiguyy);

< L >y= gt B G5)

Egs {_3-;%') - ¢_3-5') give rise to

< >w= < >4 = XiViZi (36)
ie. the spin polarizations are exactly opposite in sign
fortransm ission ofelectrons incidenting in corresponding
soin polarized states.

T hus, for the tranam ission through any billiard with
the SO I wih two attached leads the spin polarization
doesnot exist ifthe ow ofelectrons incidents in the rst
energy subband and have no spin polarization. A Iso, if
there is no intersubband tranam issions t, ,; o= O;m €
n, the spin polarization equals zero or arbirary energy.
Tt takes place approxin ately, or exam ple, or adiabatic
structures sim ilarto curved waveguides (section V) .H ow —
ever In a vicinity of edges of the energy subbands “n?
the SO I gives rise to intersubband m ixing. Asa resultwe
obtain In num erical calculations strong spin polarization
near the edges. M oreover, if the billiard is connected to
three or m ore lads, the soin polarization of tranam it—
ted electrons exists even for the tranam ission in the st
energy subband. The e ect of the third lad is dem on—
strated In Fig. '_ Hence this e ect propose a way of
the soin transistor com plin entary to the way proposed
by D atta and D as i}:]. T he spin polarization of tranan it—
ted electrons can be govemed by a value of connection
of the third lead w ith the quantum dot. The m ost sim —
pk way is to apply bbcalekctric eld in the vicihiy of
the connection which in plies potentialbarrier closing the
connection of the dot w ith the third lead.

input

\

output

FIG . 3: Schem atical view of one-din ensional curved w ire.

Iv. THE ONE DIM ENSIONAL CURVED W IRE

A modelin which only the single channel tranam ission
takes place is the onedin ensional wire. Therefore for
a transm ission through the one-dim ensionalw ire of any
form the SO I can not give rise to the spin polarization.
However this m odel is Interesting by that allows to nd
soin evolution analytically. A case of straight wire was
considered by @4', 'g]. Here we consider a curved w ire
consisted of a segm ent of circle w th radius R attached
to in nite straight one din ensionalw iresas shown in F ig.

g.
W e take a length of the ssgment as L. = (R and a
position coordinate as s = R. The Ham iltonian of the
w ire has the Dlow ing om  [[4, 13]

2

" 2m Rzﬁg;
@ 22
£ = i(TJrE(yoos + xsin ) Vi 37
where = 2m R is the din ensionlss SO I constant.
Since J,;H]1= 0 where J, = i(% % 2, @ particular

solution of the stationary Shcrc_)clijn;g‘er_e‘quatjon By >=
j > hasthe Hllow ing orm |[12,,138,,14]

Aet

J >= Beil D

(38)

The param eter de nes the din ensionless wave num ber
ask = =R and is arbirary until the boundary condi-
tions are nposed. Substiuting the state {38) into the

Shcrodinger equation one can obtain the follow ing rela—
tion between the energy ofelectron and the wave num —
ber

( 1) *( 1=2*=0 39)



FIG. 4: The energy spectrum de ned by formula (é(i) for
= 1 .Valiesof corresponded to clockw ise m ovem ent of
electron along the curved w ire are shown by thick points.

w hich gives

2+ 1=4; = 1:
(40)

2 : P
= 1=2)“+ 1=4+ j 1=27
T he spectrum C40) is shown in Fig. -4

For xed energy Egd. l4®) gives four solutions for the
wave num ber It is well known that B] for electron
tranan ission through potentialpro l a re ection isneg-—
ligbly sm all ifthe characteristic length of inhom ogeneity
much exceeds the wave length (adiabatic regine). For
our case we assum e that the radius of curvature of the
w ire ism uch larger in com parison w ith the electron wave
length. So we can ignore the re ection for electron trans—
m ission through the quasione-dim ensionalw aveguide.

Since there is no re ection for transm ission through
the one-dim ensional waveguide we need only those val-
ues ofthe wave num ber which corresoond to clockw ise
m ovem ent of electron In the waveguide. W e denote is
as 1; 2 shown In Fig. :_4 . In what follow s we use the
follow ing relation between 1 and ;:

2 = 2 1= 1+ 2 H (41)
T herefore general solution of the Shcrodinger equation
for the electron tranam ission without re ection can be

w ritten as follow s

X A
J()>= aett ¥ yy() B 42)
=1;2
w here
1 1+ 2 1 A,
= 0; 43
i 1 1+ 2 B2 “3)
1+p1+ 2 A
1 1
= 0: 44
i 1+ 1+ 2 B: @4)

Them atrix U ( ) has the follow ing form

exp (i =2) 0

0 exp( 1 =2) @53)

U()=

Evolution of the electron state Cfl-Z_;) as length s= R
ofthe curved w ire can be presented as

j()>=et" 2P ()
i 0 .
st ) o1y JO@> @
where
A, A
= Bz Bi : @7

From Egs {43) and {44) we can rewrite () as Dlows

_ Z};z AB; a8)
and
A i
B_zz a 1+ 2): 4
{46) can be presented as § () >= T ()3 ) >

w hich show sthat the uniary m atrix T ( ) hasam eaning
of the transfer one. Since the state j () > is soinor
one them atrix T ( ) corresoonds to rotation m atrix for
transport of electron along the w ire. In general case the

rotation m atrix is given by the Eulerangkes (' ; ; ) iLb]
R(j;)=eVT:etTveti: 50)

T he rotation m atrix R has the ollow ing form

R(i i)

1 gy 1 1sqr =L
_ exp( 3¢+ )ocosG ) exp( 3i( ))sin G
exp (if (' )sinG ) exp@E( + ))cosG )
(1)

In orderto nd the Euler angles ket us consider to which
rotation correspondsm atrix

eXp(()l )exp(o.l S (52)
Ifthem atrix were unit, the m atrix
exp@d ) 0
0 exp( i )
would corresoond to the rotation by theangle = 2

around the z-axis. Them atrix in (52-) gives rise to the
clockw ise rotation around the x-axisby theangle which
satis es to the follow Ing equation
i
= —Pp—:
1 1+ 2

(53)

Ay
— = oot( =2)e
B>

)



FIG. 5: A fragm ent of two-dim ensional curved wire w ith
width d= 1.

In order to ful 1l this equation we choose

= =2; oot-=p—nn—": (54)
2 1+ 2 1
Theanglke isremanhingunde ned.Below weput = 0.

Letuschoosenew axisz®i the (y;z) planew ith the angle

as the angle betw een the z-axis and 2-axis. Thus, the
fu1l rotation m atrix consists of the antiglockw ise rotation
around the the z%axis by the angle 1+ 2 and the
clockw ise rotation by the angle around the z-axis. The
Iast statem ent Hlow s from thematrix U () in Eq.{46).
A know ledge of the evolution of the spin state @é) as
dependent on the length R of the curved waveguide
gives us a possbility to calculate in particular evolu—
tion of the spin com ponents. The result of calculation
is shown in Fig. :_é by squares, triangles and circles for
spin components ,; y; y respectively. A s seen the re—
sults of num erical com putation for the two-din ensional
curved waveguide are surprisingly close to present one—
din ensionalm odel.

V. THETW ODIM ENSIONAL CURVED
WAVEGUIDE

For oconsideration of the two-dinensional curved
waveguide we Introduce the curved coordinate system
(s;u) f_l-g‘, :_l-j] where s is the coordinate of central line
along of the waveguide shown in Fig. -'5

W e express the Ham iltonian of the waveguide in di-
m ensionless orm by ollow Ing way

2

H = + v ;
om dz(l‘?o 50 )

w here

12 @ 12 @ 15 @

—; (55)
@s @s Qu Qu

and d is a width of the waveguide. In what Pllows we

consider a segm ent of the tw o-din ensionalring w ith con—

stant curvature = 1=R attached to straight leadsw ith

the sam e width as shown in Fig. [_'5 T herefore for the

segm ent we can w rite

12 @

B, = = g

x=af(s) ub(s)
vy = b(s) + ua’(s)

a(s)= R cos(s=R);b(s) =R sih(s=R)
1=2 u+ R
g “=1l+u (s)= = (56)

wih (s) asa curvature ofthe curved waveguide w hich is
taken below constant. T he SO I takes the follow ing form
at the curved part of the waveguide

Vsi =
is=R @ . 1=2 @
is=R @O L 1=2 @ s et es
(67)
At the leads we assum e that there is no the spin-orbital
interaction ( = 0) aswellas = 0;g72 = 1.
T he Shcrodinger equation
. " "
# #

w ith the totalHam iltonian as H = H'g + vgo takes the
ollow ing form

_, @ , @ _ @
1=2 ¢ 1=2 gl = =2
9 e 7 e 7 @ Y e
P #+ig1=2@ Y
Qu s
_, @ , Q@ ., @ Q@ 4
1=2 & 1=2 gl = =2
g @s g S g Qu g Qu
. @ _ "
+ o4+ e R~ gl = (58)

Qu = @s

T he solutions of Egs 0_5-§‘) which satisfy to the D irichlet
b_oun_dary conditions u = 1=2) can be presented as
fe, 17
xR
A"l’l (S) Siln( n (u + l=2))
=1

n(ujs) =

# Wis) = Agn (s)sin( n@+ 1=2)): 59)

n=1



Substitution of {_§§ into Egs ¢_5-§' ) gives

® 00 is
Lim nA"n € "QmnnAyn (s)

n=1

(8)+ PnnAny, (s)

ie RynhAy, @)1= (M)

00 .
LmnBy, 8)+ PunBygn 8)+ €% °QunhAn, (s)

n=1

0

Spin components

(61)

ie’ *RunBu, ©1= (M) Py : (60)
Here we Introduced the follow ing notations
Z -
=2 sin(m @@+ 1=2))sin( n @+ 1=2))
Luyn= 2 > du;
122 1+ u )
Z 4_
%2 sin(m @+ 1=2)) cos( n @+ 1=2))
Phn=2n du;
1=2 1+u
1=2 _. .
sin( m + 1=2))sin( n@u+ 1=2
R.. =2 (m (u ))sin( n @ ))du;
1=2 1+u
Z 1.
Qmn=2n sin(m @+ 1=2))cos( n @+ 1=2))du:
1=2
VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In num erical practice we solve the system ofEgs €60)
and 4_61 ) takinga nite num berofwaveguidem odes. T his
num ber of m odes was controlled by the nom alization
condition that sum of the total re ection probabilities
and the total transm ission ones is to be equaled to unit.
The spin com ponents < > were calculated at the
attached outgoing straight electrode in w hich we assum ed
there isno the spin-orbit interaction by follow ing form ula

Ri-z du <

1-2 ;js)J" 3 =) >

< (s) >=

(62)
12 du < u;s)] w@s) >

n FJgS the outgoing electrode as well as incom ing one
are not shown. Fig. -6 show s evolution of the spin com —
ponents C_62_i) versus the longitudinal coordinate s.

Tt is surprising that for energy of incident electron
far from the edge of energy subband the spin evolution
aln ost coincides w ith the one-dim ensional curved w ire
shown iIn Fig. -é by squares, triangles and circles. In
Fig. fl ) the energy dependence of the spin com ponents
are shown which dem onstrates rem arkable phenom enon
ofspin Ipping at the edge ofthe second energy subband
E,= @2 )2 394. It is interesting that increasing of re—
gion w ith the SO Iby increasing of length curved waveg—
uide or increasing ofthe spin-orbit constant leads to dou—
bl ipping ofelectron soin for tranam ission through the

0 - @oo o
ﬂ Bogg o b
c I ..o
(o) 0.5 VF‘VNVV o
[ v , L V@ o
o vile . O
o v Vo h o VKV %
g oxvvy o o=
\ o
o .
c \ 60 —
‘0. -0.570} o -0
(D (‘OOqu © O-X
vy, y
-
-1 -
0 1 2 3
S

FIG.6: The spin com ponents as dependent on the length s
of a curved twodin ensional waveguide. The result of calcu-
lation based on the state ¢8) for the curved one-din ensional
w ire is shown by squares ( ), triangles ( x) and circles ( ).
The radius of wire R = d where d is the w idth of waveguide.
The dim ensionless spin-orbit constant = 2m d equals
unit.(@) The dim ensionless energy = 25 (the st channel
transm ission) and (o) = 3925 (near an edge of the second
subband) .

waveguide as shown in Fig. :j (o) . This phenom enon is
a consequence of the intersubband m xing by the SO I as
it was discussed in section ITI.

Therefore one can expect strong deviation of the
curved two-din ensional waveguides from the one-
din ensional one for the spin evolution near edges of the
subbands “n?. In fact, one can see from Fig."} (b) that
forenergy of incident electron E 4 2 the spi evolution
w ith length of the curved waveguide is strongly deviates
from the case of one-din ensionalcurved w ire.
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FIG.7: The spin com ponents as dependent on the energy of
incident electron for @) o = 90°-curved waveguide and (b)
o = 180° one. = 1.
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