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Spin rotation for ballistic electron transm ission induced by spin-orbit interaction
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W estudy spin dependentelectron transm ission through one-and two-dim ensionalcurved waveg-

uides and quantum dots with account ofspin-orbit interaction. W e prove that for a transm ission

through arbitrary structurethereisno spin polarization provided thatelectron transm itsin isolated

energy subband and only two leads are attached to the structure. In particular there is no spin

polarization in the one-dim ensionalwire for which spin dependent solution is found analytically.

The solution dem onstratesspin evolution asdependenton a length ofwire.Num ericalsolution for

transm ission ofelectrons through the two-dim ensionalcurved waveguides coincides with the solu-

tion fortheone-dim ensionalwire iftheenergy ofelectron iswithin the�rstenergy subband.In the

vicinity ofedgesofthe energy subbandsthere are sharp anom aliesofspin ipping.

PACS num bers:72.10.-d,72.25.-b

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

The electron spin precession phenom ena atzero m ag-

netic �eld induced by a variable spin-orbit interaction

(SO I) in 2DEG system s was �rstly proposed by Datta

and Das[1]asa way fortherealization ofthespin tran-

sistor. Forthis,the spin precession iscontrolled via the

Razhba SO I associated with the interface electric �eld

present in the G aAs heterostructures that contains the

2DEG channel[2]

V
�
SO = ~�[̂px�y � p̂y�x]: (1)

The reason ofspin precession isthatthe spin operators

do notcom m utate with the SO Ioperatorwhatleadsto

the spin evolution for electron transport. In particular

the SO I has a polarization e�ect on particle scattering

processes[3]and this e�ectwasconsidered fordi�erent

geom etriesofcon�nem entofthe 2DEG [4,5,6,7,8,9].

The m ostsim ple case ofthe stripe geom etry with the

x-axis along the stripe and the z-axis perpendicular to

thestripegivesthefollowingtransform ation ofspin state

aftertransm ission

�
1

0

�

)

�
cos�=2

sin�=2

�

(2)

where[1,9]

� = 2m
�
�L (3)

and L is a length ofthe stripe. Therefore,the Razhba

SO I induces a spin precession ofthe transm itted elec-

trons. Notice that the spin precession is energy inde-

pendent. This result is valid ifthe con�nem ent energy

~
2=2m �d2,whered isawidth ofthestripe,ism uch larger

than the spin-splitting energy induced by the SO I,and

therefore,the intersubband m ixing isnegligible [9]. For

the strong SO Ithe spin rotation angle � becom esto be

the Ferm ienergy depend for ballistic transportofelec-

tronsin thequasione-dim ensionalwiresand stripes[6,9].

W hatevertheRazhbaSO Ileadsto thespin precession in

the(x;z)plane.Hereweconsidersim ilarphenom ena for

electron transm ission through thecurved waveguideand

quantum dots.Them ain di�erencebetween thestraight

waveguide and curved one is that the spin rotation is

given by two angles.

Next,we �nd out conditions under which there is no

a spin polarization oftransm itted electrons. W e im ply

that a ow ofincident electrons have no spin polariza-

tion.By thespin polarization weconsiderthem ean spin

< �� > ;� = x;y;z averaged overthe electron ow. In

particularforthe transm ission through quantum dotwe

show a principalroleofthethird lead forthespin polar-

ization.

II. T H E SP IN -O R B IT IN T ER A C T IO N IN T H E

IN H O M O G EN EO U S T W O -D IM EN SIO N A L C A SE

W ewritethetotalHam iltonian ofa con�ned 2DEG as

H = �
~
2

2m �

�
@

@x2
+

@

@y2

�

+ V (x;y)+ VSO (4)

whereV (x;y)isthelateralcon�ningpotential.Following

toM orozand Barnes[6]weassum ethattheSO Ioperator

VSO isform ed by three contributions

VSO = V
�
SO + V



SO
+ V

��
SO :

The�rstV �
SO isrelated to theRazhba SO I(1),in which

the SO I constant � proportional to the m acroscopic

interface-induced electric �eld isconsidered asconstant.

Thesecond contribution V


SO
to theSO Icom esfrom the

electric�eld E(x;y)related to the con�ning potential.

In orderto derive the second contribution to the SO I

webegin with generaldescription ofSO I[10]

VSO = �
e

4m 2c2

�

�(E � p̂)+
i~

2
�(r � E)

�

: (5)
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For m icroscopic electric �eld E the second term in (5)

equals zero. However for m odelcases ofthe con�ning

potentialV (x;y)theelectric�eld can violatean equality

r � E = 0.In thiscasethesecond term in (5)isnecessary

to providea herm iticity ofthe totalSO Ioperator.

Fora2DEG con�ned atsem iconductorheterostructure

interfacewecan reducethez-coordinateperform ingaver-

age overelectron wave function  0(z)strongly localized

along the z-direction

VSO )

Z

dz 0(z)VSO  0(z): (6)

Asa resultweobtain

V


SO
= � 

(

�z(E xp̂y � E yp̂x)� E z(�xp̂y � �yp̂x)

�
i

2
~�z

�
@E x

@y
�
@E y

@x

�

�
i

2
~

�

�y
@E z

@x
� �x

@E z

@y

� )

:

(7)

Hereelectric�eld com ponentsareconsideringin a m ean-

ing ofintegral(6)and depend on x;y only.

Forparticularcase ofstraightwire directed along the

y-axis with the lateral con�ning potential U = U (x)

we obtain from (7) the expression given by M oroz and

Barnes(form ula(5)in [6]).They used aparabolicapprox-

im ation for the con�ning potential. Here we considera

popularhard wallapproxim ation and im ply thefollowing

con�ning potential

U (x)=

�
0; if jxj< d=2;

U0;if jxj� d=2
:

Then substituting theelectric�eld E x = � U 0(x)into (7)

wehave

V


SO
(x)= ~k�zsign(x)U0�(x � d=2): (8)

Forjxj> d=2 wehavefrom theSchr�odingerequation the

following solution

 (x)= C exp

 

�

p
2m �(U0 � E )

~

x

!

(9)

whereC isthenorm alization constant.Using a property

ofdelta function thata di�erencebetween derivativesof

thewavefunction attherightand leftofthedelta func-

tion is obeying to � 0(� d=2))= � 2m �k�zU0 (� d=2)

wehavefrom (9)that

� 
0
(� d=2))! 0

forU0 ! 1 . Therefore in the hard wallapproxim ation

an e�ectofthe second contribution V


SO
lim itsto zero.

Next,for num ericalcom putation ofthe transm ission

through the sem iconductorheterostructureweassum e a

connection atleastto two electrodesin which thereisno

theSO I.Then wecan specify theelectron stateby quan-

tum num bers,the num berofthe energy subband n and

spin projection � = �z. This assum ption im plies that

far from waveguidesorquantum dots the SO Iconstant

� equalszero in the electrodes.Neglecting by realspace

behavior ofthe m icroscopic electric �eld at the edge of

the heterestructure we assum e that the �eld is directed

norm alto the plane ofthe heterostructure everywhere

and has a stepwise behavior at the edges. As a result

weobtain thestepwisebehaviorfortheRazhba SO Icon-

stant�.Such a m odelwasused by Hu and M atsuyam a

[11].Sim ilarto (7)weobtain thatthethird contribution

to the SO Itakesthe following form

V
��
SO = � ~

2
i

2

�

�y
@�

@x
� �x

@�

@y

�

: (10)

III. T H E T R A N SM ISSIO N T H R O U G H

B ILLIA R D W IT H T H E SO I

In this section we prove that the SO I gives no spin

polarization forelectron transm ission through arbitrary

billiardsifenergy ofincidentelectron belongsto the�rst

energy subband. In dim ensionless form the stationary

Schr�odingerequation hasthe following form

�
� r

2
+ vSO

	
 = � ;  =

�
u1(x;y)

u2(x;y)

�

: (11)

Here� = E =E0;E 0 =
~
2

2m �L 2 ,

vSO = �

�

i�x
@

@y
� i�y

@

@x

�

�
i

2

�

�y
@�

@x
� �x

@�

@y

�

;

(12)

L is a characteristic scale ofthe system ,� = 2m ��L is

thedim ensionlessSO Iconstant.Correspondingly in Eqs

(11)and (12)coordinatesx;y arealso dim ensionless.

LetS be an area ofthe structure underconsideration

which involvesa billiard the SO Iand leadsasshown in

Fig.1.

Let� denotea boundary which crossesinputlead and

outputone at�1 and �2 respectively. W e suppose that

there isno spin-orbitinteraction in the leads,i.e � = 0

at�i;i= 1;2. Atthe restofboundary � we im ply the

Dirichletboundary conditionsforsolution ofSchr�odinger

equation (11) j
�
= 0.Asthe scaleL wetakeL = d.

Therefore we can write solution in the electrodes as

follows

jinc;n;� > =
p
2sin(�ny)exp(iknx)j� > ;

jrefl;n;� > =
p
2
X

m ;�0

rm n;�;�0 sin(�m y)exp(� ikm x)j�
0
> ;

jtr;n;� > =
p
2
X

m ;�0

tm n;�;�0 sin(�m y
0
)exp(ikm x

0
)j�

0
>

(13)
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FIG .1:Schem aticalview oftwo-dim ensionalbilliard with two

attached leads.D ashed areashowsaregion with theSO I.The

area S has boundary � which crosses inputlead and output

one at�1 and �2 respectively.

wherej� > isthespin statesde�ned spin projection along

som eaxis,say,the z-axis.The energy is

� = k
2

n + �
2
n
2

(14)

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

subbands.

Introducecom plex derivatives

@

@z
=
1

2

�
@

@x
� i

@

@y

�

(15)

wewrite the Schr�odingerequation (11)asfollows

�
@2

@z@z�
+
1

4
�

�

u1 +
�

2

@u2

@z
+
u2

4

@�

@z
= 0;

�
@2

@z@z�
+
1

4
�

�

u2 �
�

2

@u1

@z�
�
u1

4

@�

@z�
= 0; (16)

where u1;u2 are the com ponents ofthe spin state. As-

sum ethatthereisauxiliary degenerated statewith com -

ponents v1;v2. In particular,it m ight be the K ram ers

degenerated state.Then,forthese two statesthe G reen

form ula follows

Z

S

(u�v� v�u)dS =

I

�

�

u
@v

@n
� v

@u

@n

�

dl (17)

wheren isan exteriornorm alto the boundary �.

From the Schr�odingerequation wehave

v2

�
@2

@z@z�
+
1

4
�

�

u1 +
�

2
v2
@u2

@z
+
1

4
u2v2

@�

@z
= 0;

u2

�
@2

@z@z�
+
1

4
�

�

v1 +
�

2
u2
@v2

@z
+
1

4
u2v2

@�

@z
= 0;

u1

�
@2

@z@z�
+
1

4
�

�

v2 �
�

2
u1
@v1

@z�
�
1

4
u1v1

@�

@z�
= 0;

v1

�
@2

@z@z�
+
1

4
�

�

u2 �
�

2
v1
@u1

@z�
�
1

4
u1v1

@�

@z�
= 0:(18)

Com bining each coupleofequationsin (18)we obtain

v2
@2u1

@z@z�
+ u2

@2v1

@z@z�
+
1

4
�(u1v2+ u2v1)+

1

2

@(�u2v2)

@z
= 0;

u1
@2v2

@z@z�
+ v1

@2u2

@z@z�
+
1

4
�(u1v2+ u2v1)�

1

2

@(�u1v1)

@z�
= 0:

(19)

Extracting thesecond equation from the�rstonein (19)

weobtain

v2
@2u1

@z@z�
� u1

@2v2

@z@z�
+ u2

@2v1

@z@z�
� v1

@2u2

@z@z�

+
1

2

@(�u1v1)

@z�
+
1

2

@(�u2v2)

@z
= 0: (20)

Integration of this equation over the billiard area S

with useofthe G reen form ula (17)givesthe following

I

�

�

v2
@u1

@n
� u1

@v2

@n

�

dl+

I

�

�

u2
@v1

@n
� v1

@u2

@n

�

dl

+

Z

S

@(2�u1v1)

@z�
dS +

Z

S

@(2�u2v2)

@z
dS = 0: (21)

Since at � either u1 = 0;v1 = 0 ,or � = 0,the last

two integralsin (21)equalzero and form ula (21)can be

rewritten asfollows

X

i= 1;2

Z

�i

�

v2
@u1

@n
� u1

@v2

@n

�

dl

+
X

i= 1;2

Z

�i

�

u2
@v1

@n
� v1

@u2

@n

�

dl= 0: (22)

This form ula is su�cient to establish som e sym m etry

rules between ingoing and outgoing states. Let us con-

siderthe�rst-channeltransm ission for� < 4�2.In order

to ignoreevanescentm odeswewillconsiderthatbound-

aries�i crossthe leadsfarfrom the scattering region as

shown in Fig. 1 . Let electron incidents from the in-

put lead being com pletely spin polarized up. It m eans

that for the incident state (13) j� > =

�
1

0

�

. W e de-

note the corresponding state interiorthe structure S as�
u1"(x;y)

u2"(x;y)

�

which isused astheu-solution in Eq.(22).

Correspondingly

�
u1#(x;y)

u2#(x;y)

�

denotes the v-solution in

Eq.(22)forthecaseofelectron incidentingwith spin po-

larized down . W e suppose thatthe boundaries�1 and

�2 cross the leads norm ally the leads and the x-axis is

parallelto the leads. Hence the norm aln is parallelto

the x-axis. Then from (13) at the boundary �2 which

crossestheoutputlead weobtain the following relations

@f

@n
= ik1f (23)
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where function f refers to all com ponents

u1";u2";u1#;u2#.

Theserelationsallow to excludetheboundary �2 from

(22). At the boundary �1 which crossesthe input lead

wehave

@u1"

@n
= ik1u1" � 2ik1 sin(�y);

@u2"

@n
= ik1u2";

@u1#

@n
= ik1u1#;

@u2#

@n
= ik1u2# � 2ik1 sin(�y): (24)

W eim ply herethattheorigin ofthex;y coordinatesys-

tem is at the boundary �1. Substituting the relations

(24)into Eq (22)weobtain

Z

�1

(u1" � u2#)sin(�y)dy = 0: (25)

Since atthe boundary �1

u1" = ~u1"(x)sin(�y);u2# = ~u2#(x)sin(�y):

weobtain from (25)

u1" = u2#:

Thusfrom (13)itfollowsthatam plitudesofthereection

r";" = r#;#: (26)

Next,we take that the state

�
u1
u2

�

=

�
u1"
u2"

�

coin-

cideswith the state

�
v1

v2

�

in (22). Then equation (22)

sim pli�esasfollows

X

i= 1;2

Z

�i

�

u2
@u1

@n
� u1

@u2

@n

�

dl= 0:

Substituting into thisform ula relations(24)weobtain

� 2ik

Z

�1

u2" sin(�y)dy = 0: (27)

It gives us that u2" = 0 or according to (13) r"# = 0 .

Also sim ilarly we obtain that u1# = 0 at the boundary

�1. Thus we can write the second sym m etry rule for

reection am plitudes

r";# = r#;" = 0: (28)

From sym m etry rules(26)and (28)and from thecurrent

preservation itfollowsthatthetransm ission probabilities

T� =
X

�0

jt�;�0j
2
= T (29)

do notdepend on the spin polarization ofincidentelec-

tron.

Tillnow weconsidered incidentwavesasspin polarized

along the z-axis at the boundary �1. Let now consider

a ow ofincidentelectronswhich haveno averaged spin

polarization. In particular we can present that halfof

electronshavetheincidentstatewith spin up and halfof

electronshavethe incidentstatewith spin down.Letus

considercorresponding transm itted wavesatthebound-

ary �2. W e prove that for a transm ission through the

billiard with two attached leadsthereisno averaged spin

polarization,i.e. < �� > = 0;� = x;y;z ifelectron inci-

dentsbeing spin unpolarized in the�rstenergy subband.

Aspreviously wetaketheincidentstatein theform (13)

and write the statesin leadsas

j " > =

�
u1"

u2"

�

; j # > =

�
u1#

u2#

�

(30)

wherethearrowsup and down indicatethatelectron in-

cident with spins up and down. W e take in the G reen

form ulas(22)the �rstfunction u asj " > and the sec-

ond function v as �̂yĈ j # > where Ĉ m eansa com plex

conjugation. It m eans that the second function is the

K ram ersdegenerated state.Hence

�
u1
u2

�

=

�
u1"
u2"

�

;

�
v1
v2

�

=

�
iu�

2#

� iu�
1#

�

: (31)

Letuscalculateintegral(22).Ata boundary �1 cross-

ing the input lead the integralequals zero since in the

inputlead u2 = 0;v1 = 0. The second contribution into

integral(22)relatesto theboundary �2 crossingtheout-

putlead. Using transm itted solution (13)one can write

Eq.(22)asfollows

Z

�2

�

v2
@u1

@n
� u1

@v2

@n

�

dl+

Z

�2

�

u2
@v1

@n
� v1

@u2

@n

�

dl

= 2ik

I

�2

(v2u1 � u2v1)dy = 0:

Thereforeu1v2 = u2v1,orin term sofnotations(31)

u1"u
�

1# = � u2"u
�

2#: (32)

From (32)itobviously follows

ju1"jju1#j= ju2"jju2#j:

M oreoverrelation (29)im pliesthat

ju1"j
2
+ ju2"j

2
= ju1#j

2
+ ju2#j

2

From these two relationsonecan obtain that

ju2"j= ju1#j;ju1"j= ju2#j: (33)

Finally relations(32)and (33)give

u1"u
�

2" = � u1#u
�

2#: (34)
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FIG .2: Spin polarization ofelectrons transm itted through

the three term inalquantum dot versusenergy ofelectron in

the �rst energy subband. An inset above shows a geom etry

ofthe structure.

M ean values of spin com ponents in corresponding

states(30)arethe following

< �x > "= Re(u1"u
�

2");< �y > "= Im (u1"u
�

2");

< �z > "= ju1"j
2
� ju2"j

2
;

< �x > #= Re(u1#u
�

2#);< �y > #= Im (u1#u
�

2#);

< �z > #= ju1#j
2
� ju2#j

:
(35)

Eqs(33)-(35)giveriseto

< �� > "= � < �� > #;� = x;y;z; (36)

i.e. the spin polarizations are exactly opposite in sign

fortransm ission ofelectronsincidentingin corresponding

spin polarized states.

Thus,for the transm ission through any billiard with

the SO I with two attached leads the spin polarization

doesnotexistiftheow ofelectronsincidentsin the�rst

energy subband and have no spin polarization. Also,if

there isno intersubband transm issionstm n;��0 = 0;m 6=

n,the spin polarization equalszero forarbitrary energy.

Ittakesplace approxim ately,forexam ple,foradiabatic

structuressim ilartocurvedwaveguides(section V).How-

everin a vicinity ofedgesofthe energy subbands �2n2

theSO Igivesrisetointersubband m ixing.Asaresultwe

obtain in num ericalcalculationsstrong spin polarization

nearthe edges. M oreover,ifthe billiard isconnected to

three or m ore leads,the spin polarization oftransm it-

ted electronsexistseven forthe transm ission in the �rst

energy subband. The e�ect ofthe third lead is dem on-

strated in Fig. 2. Hence this e�ect propose a way of

the spin transistor com plim entary to the way proposed

by Datta and Das[1].Thespin polarization oftransm it-

ted electrons can be governed by a value ofconnection

ofthe third lead with the quantum dot. The m ostsim -

ple way is to apply localelectric �eld in the vicinity of

theconnection which im pliespotentialbarrierclosingthe

connection ofthe dotwith the third lead.

x 

y 

O 

φ=s/R 

input 

output 

R 

φ
0
 

FIG .3:Schem aticalview ofone-dim ensionalcurved wire.

IV . T H E O N E D IM EN SIO N A L C U RV ED W IR E

A m odelin which only thesinglechanneltransm ission

takes place is the one-dim ensionalwire. Therefore for

a transm ission through the one-dim ensionalwire ofany

form the SO Ican notgive rise to the spin polarization.

Howeverthism odelisinteresting by thatallowsto �nd

spin evolution analytically. A case ofstraightwire was

considered by [1, 9]. Here we consider a curved wire

consisted ofa segm entofcircle with radius R attached

toin�nitestraightonedim ensionalwiresasshown in Fig.

3.

W e take a length ofthe segm ent as L = �0R and a

position coordinate ass = �R. The Ham iltonian ofthe

wirehasthe following form [12,13]

H =
~
2

2m �R 2

eH ;

eH =

�
@

i@�
+
�

2
(�y cos� + �x sin�)

�2

�
�2

4
; (37)

where � = 2m ��R is the dim ensionless SO I constant.

Since [Jz;H ]= 0 where Jz = � i@

@�
� 1

2
�z,a particular

solution ofthestationary Shcr�odingerequation eH j > =

�j > hasthe following form [12,13,14]

j > =

�
Aei��

B ei(��1)�

�

: (38)

Theparam eter� de�nesthedim ensionlesswavenum ber

as k = �=R and is arbitrary untilthe boundary condi-

tions are im posed. Substituting the state (38) into the

Shcr�odingerequation one can obtain the following rela-

tion between theenergy ofelectron � and thewavenum -

ber�

(� � �
2
)(� � (� � 1)

2
)� �

2
(� � 1=2)

2
= 0 (39)
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FIG . 4: The energy spectrum de�ned by form ula (40) for

� = 1 . Valuesof� corresponded to clockwise m ovem entof

electron along the curved wire are shown by thick points.

which gives

�� = (� � 1=2)
2
+ 1=4+ �j� � 1=2j

p
�2 + 1=4; � = � 1:

(40)

The spectrum (40)isshown in Fig.4.

For�xed energy � Eq.(40)givesfoursolutionsforthe

wave num ber �. It is wellknown that [3]for electron

transm ission through potentialpro�lea reection isneg-

ligibly sm allifthecharacteristiclength ofinhom ogeneity

m uch exceeds the wave length (adiabatic regim e). For

our case we assum e that the radius ofcurvature ofthe

wireism uch largerin com parison with theelectron wave

length.So wecan ignorethereection forelectron trans-

m ission through the quasione-dim ensionalwaveguide.

Since there is no reection for transm ission through

the one-dim ensionalwaveguide we need only those val-

uesofthewavenum ber� which correspond to clockwise

m ovem ent ofelectron in the waveguide. W e denote its

as �1;�2 shown in Fig. 4 . In what followswe use the

following relation between �1 and �2:

2� = �2 � �1 = �
p
1+ �2: (41)

Thereforegeneralsolution oftheShcr�odingerequation

for the electron transm ission without reection can be

written asfollows

j (�)> =
X

�= 1;2

a�e
i(�� �1=2)� U (�)

�
A �

B �

�

(42)

where

�
1�

p
1+ �2 � i�

i� � 1�
p
1+ �2

� �
A 2

B 2

�

= 0; (43)

�
1+

p
1+ �2 � i�

i� � 1+
p
1+ �2

� �
A 1

B 1

�

= 0: (44)

Them atrix U (�)hasthe following form

U (�) =

�
exp(i�=2) 0

0 exp(� i�=2)

�

: (45)

Evolution ofthe electron state (42)aslength s = �R

ofthe curved wirecan be presented as

j (�)> = e
i(�1+ �2�1)�=2 U (�)�

�
exp(i��) 0

0 exp(� i��)

�

�
�1
j (0)> (46)

where

� =

�
A 2 A 1

B 2 B 1

�

: (47)

From Eqs(43)and (44)wecan rewrite(47)asfollows

� =

�
A 2 � B �

2

B 2 A �
2

�

(48)

and

A 2

B 2

=
i�

(1�
p
1+ �2)

: (49)

Eq. (46)can be presented as j (�) > = T(�)j (0)>

which showsthattheunitary m atrix T(�)hasa m eaning

ofthe transfer one. Since the state j (�) > is spinor

one the m atrix T(�)correspondsto rotation m atrix for

transportofelectron along the wire.In generalcase the

rotation m atrix isgiven by theEulerangles(’;�;)[15]

R(’;�;) = e
�i’ 1

2
�ze

�i� 1

2
�y e

�i 1

2
�z: (50)

Therotation m atrix R hasthe following form

R(’;�;)

=

�
exp(� i1

2
(’ + ))cos(1

2
�) � exp(� 1

2
i(’ � ))sin(1

2
�)

exp(i1
2
(’ � ))sin(1

2
�) exp(i1

2
(’ + ))cos(1

2
�)

�

:

(51)

In orderto �nd theEuleranglesletusconsiderto which

rotation correspondsm atrix

�

�
exp(i��) 0

0 exp(� i��)

�

�
�1
: (52)

Ifthe m atrix � wereunit,the m atrix

�
exp(i��) 0

0 exp(� i��)

�

would correspond to therotation by theangle� = � 2��

around thez-axis.Them atrix � in (52)givesriseto the

clockwiserotation around thex-axisby theangle� which

satis�esto the following equation

A 2

B 2

= cot(�=2)e
�i’

=
i�

1�
p
1+ �2

: (53)
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FIG . 5: A fragm ent of two-dim ensional curved wire with

width d = 1.

In orderto ful�llthisequation wechoose

’ = �=2; cot
�

2
=

�
p
1+ �2 � 1

: (54)

Theangle isrem ainingunde�ned.Below weput = 0.

Letuschoosenew axisz0in the(y;z)planewith theangle

� asthe angle between the z-axisand z0-axis.Thus,the

fullrotation m atrix consistsoftheanticlockwiserotation

around the the z0-axis by the angle �
p
1+ �2 and the

clockwiserotation by theangle� around thez-axis.The

laststatem entfollowsfrom the m atrix U (�)in Eq.(46).

A knowledge ofthe evolution ofthe spin state (46) as

dependent on the length �R of the curved waveguide

gives us a possibility to calculate in particular evolu-

tion ofthe spin com ponents. The result ofcalculation

is shown in Fig. 6 by squares,triangles and circles for

spin com ponents�z;�x;�y respectively. Asseen the re-

sults ofnum ericalcom putation for the two-dim ensional

curved waveguide are surprisingly close to present one-

dim ensionalm odel.

V . T H E T W O -D IM EN SIO N A L C U RV ED

W AV EG U ID E

For consideration of the two-dim ensional curved

waveguide we introduce the curved coordinate system

(s;u) [16,17]where s is the coordinate ofcentralline

along ofthe waveguideshown in Fig.5.

W e express the Ham iltonian ofthe waveguide in di-

m ensionlessform by following way

H =
~
2

2m �d2
(eH 0 + vSO );

where

eH 0 = � � = � g
�1=2 @

@s
g
�1=2 @

@s
� g

�1=2 @

@u
g
1=2 @

@u
; (55)

and d is a width ofthe waveguide. In what follows we

considera segm entofthetwo-dim ensionalringwith con-

stantcurvature  = 1=R attached to straightleadswith

the sam e width as shown in Fig. 5. Therefore for the

segm entwecan write

x = a(s)� ub
0
(s)

y = b(s)+ ua
0
(s)

a(s)= � R cos(s=R);b(s)= R sin(s=R)

g
1=2

= 1+ u(s)=
u + R

R
(56)

with (s)asacurvatureofthecurved waveguidewhich is

taken below constant.The SO Itakesthe following form

atthe curved partofthe waveguide

vSL =

�

�
0 eis=R

�
@

@u
+ ig�1=2 @

@s

�

� e�is=R
�
@

@u
� ig�1=2 @

@s

�
0

�

:

(57)

Atthe leadswe assum e thatthere isno the spin-orbital

interaction (� = 0)aswellas = 0;g1=2 = 1.

TheShcr�odingerequation

~H

�
 "

 #

�

= �

�
 "

 #

�

with the totalHam iltonian as ~H = ~H 0 + vSO takesthe

following form

g
�1=2 @

@s

�

g
�1=2 @ "

@s

�

+ g
�1=2 @

@u

�

g
1=2@ "

@u

�

+ � " � �e
is=R

�
@ #

@u
+ ig

�1=2 @ #

@s

�

= 0;

g
�1=2 @

@s

�

g
�1=2 @ #

@s

�

+ g
�1=2 @

@u

�

g
1=2@ #

@u

�

+ � # + �e
�is=R

�
@ "

@u
� ig

�1=2 @ "

@s

�

= 0; (58)

The solutionsofEqs(58)which satisfy to the Dirichlet

boundary conditions (u = � 1=2) can be presented as

[16,17]

 "(u;s)=

1X

n= 1

A "n(s)sin(�n(u + 1=2))

 #(u;s)=

1X

n= 1

A #n(s)sin(�n(u + 1=2)): (59)
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Substitution of(59)into Eqs(58)gives

1X

n= 1

[Lm nA
00

"n(s)+ Pm nA "n(s)� �e
is
Q m nA #n(s)

� i�e
is
R m nA

0

#n(s)]= [(�m )
2
� �]A"m

1X

n= 1

[Lm nA
00

#n(s)+ Pm nA #n(s)+ �e
�is

Q m nA "n(s)

� i�e
�is

R m nA
0

"n(s)]= [(�m )
2
� �]A#m : (60)

Hereweintroduced the following notations

Lm n = 2

Z 1=2

�1=2

sin(�m (u + 1=2))sin(�n(u + 1=2))

(1+ u)2
du;

Pm n = 2�n

Z 1=2

�1=2

 sin(�m (u + 1=2))cos(�n(u + 1=2))

1+ u
du;

R m n = 2

Z 1=2

�1=2

sin(�m (u + 1=2))sin(�n(u + 1=2))

1+ u
du;

Q m n = 2�n

Z 1=2

�1=2

sin(�m (u + 1=2))cos(�n(u + 1=2))du:

(61)

V I. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

In num ericalpractice we solve the system ofEqs(60)

and(61)takinga�nitenum berofwaveguidem odes.This

num ber of m odes was controlled by the norm alization

condition that sum ofthe totalreection probabilities

and the totaltransm ission onesisto be equaled to unit.

The spin com ponents < �� > were calculated at the

attachedoutgoingstraightelectrodein whichweassum ed

thereisnothespin-orbitinteraction by followingform ula

< ��(s)> =

R1=2
�1=2

du <  (u;s)j�̂�j (u:s)>

R1=2
�1=2

du <  (u;s)j (u:s)>
: (62)

In Fig.5 the outgoing electrode as wellasincom ing one

are notshown. Fig. 6 showsevolution ofthe spin com -

ponents(62)versusthe longitudinalcoordinates.

It is surprising that for energy of incident electron

far from the edge ofenergy subband the spin evolution

alm ost coincides with the one-dim ensionalcurved wire

shown in Fig. 6 by squares,triangles and circles. In

Fig.7 (a)theenergy dependenceofthespin com ponents

are shown which dem onstratesrem arkable phenom enon

ofspin ipping attheedgeofthesecond energy subband

E 2 = (2�)2 � 39:4.Itisinteresting thatincreasing ofre-

gion with theSO Iby increasing oflength curved waveg-

uideorincreasingofthespin-orbitconstantleadstodou-

bleipping ofelectron spin fortransm ission through the
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FIG .6: The spin com ponents as dependenton the length s

ofa curved two-dim ensionalwaveguide. The resultofcalcu-

lation based on thestate (46)forthecurved one-dim ensional

wireisshown by squares(�z),triangles(�x)and circles(�y).

The radiusofwire R = d where d isthe width ofwaveguide.

The dim ensionless spin-orbit constant � = 2m �
�d equals

unit.(a) The dim ensionless energy � = 25 (the �rst channel

transm ission) and (b)� = 39:25 (nearan edge ofthe second

subband).

waveguideasshown in Fig.7 (b).Thisphenom enon is

a consequenceoftheintersubband m ixing by theSO Ias

itwasdiscussed in section III.

Therefore one can expect strong deviation of the

curved two-dim ensional waveguides from the one-

dim ensionalone forthe spin evolution nearedgesofthe

subbands�2n2.In fact,onecan seefrom Fig.7 (b)that

forenergyofincidentelectron E � 4�2 thespin evolution

with length ofthe curved waveguideisstrongly deviates

from the caseofone-dim ensionalcurved wire.
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