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W e dem onstrate a m esoscopic spin polarizer/analyzer system that allow s the spin polarization of
current from a quantum point contact in an in-plane m agnetic eld to be m easured. A transverse
focusing geom etry is used to couple current from an em itter point contact into a collector point
contact. At large Inplane elds, with the point contacts biased to tranam it only a singlke spin
g< &’=h), the volage across the collector depends on the spin polarization of the current incident

on it. Spin polarizations of > 80%
Inplane ed.

PACS numbers: 72.704m , 7320F z, 7323 D

T he detection of single electron spins hasbeen the ain
of extensive experim entale orts form any years. In ad-
dition to providing a new toolto investigate the physics
of m esoscopic devices, there is hope that the abiliy to
m anjpulate and m easure electron spins in a solid state
system m ay open the way for quantum inform ation pro-
cessing tl_.', :_2]. H ow ever, the long coherence tim es [_3] that
m ake electron spins such a prom ising system for quan-—
tum m anpulation result findam entally from their weak
coupling to the environm ent, and this m akes the task of
measuring soin di cul.

In this Letter we dem onstrate a technique to m easure
spdn by converting the problem into the easierone ofm ea—
suring charge. At low
row constriction in a 2D electron gas @D EG ), known as
a quantum point contact QPC) [seeFig.1@)], tranan its
through two spin-degenerate channels, producing con—
ductance plateaus at Integer m ultiples of 2e’=h. W hen
a large inplanem agnetic eld is applied, the degeneracy
is lifted and conductance becom es quantized in m ultiples
of 1’=h Fig.10)] 4, 8]. W hik i is widely believed
that the e?=h plateau is associated w ith spih-polarized
tranam ission, this has not been established experin en—
tally to our know ledge. O ne key result of this Letter is
the dem onstration that point contacts do operate as spin
am itters and detectors, and therefore allow the detection
of soin polarization to be accom plished by sin ply m ea—
suring electrical resistance.

Our experiment is based on a technigque known as
transverse electron focusing E’g'], w hich hasbeen used pre—
viously to study phenom ena ranging from anisotropy in
the band structure of m etals d d] and sem iconductors
[9', :10 to com posﬂ:e ferm ions in the fractional quantum
Hallregin e f_l]_; Thisdevice geom etry Fig. 1(@)]allows
electrons from a spin-polarizing em Jtter| In this case a
QPC | to be ocoupled into a second QPC serving as a
soin-sensitive collector. A magnetic eld, B, , applied
perpendicularto the 2D EG plane, bends and focusesbal-
listic electron tra fectories from the em itter to the col
kctor, resulting in peaks in the base-collector voltage
Figs.1(c) and 1 (d)]whenever the spacing between point

eld and low tem perature, a nar-

are found for both em itter and collector at 300 m K and 7 T

contacts is an integerm ultiple of the cyclotron diam eter,
2m vg =eB, ,wherem isthee ectiveelectron m assand
vy the Fem ivelocity.

T he coupling e ciency between em itter and collector
can be quite high in clean 2D EG m aterials, allow ing the
two QP C sto be separated by severalm icrons. T his sep—
aration is useful for investigating soin physics in m eso—
soopic structures because it allow s goIn m easurem ents to
be decoupled from the device under test, sin plifying the
Interpretation of results. A further advantage of a fo—
cusing geom etry is that only ballistic tra fgctories con—
tribute to the signal, so soin detection occurs very quickly

(< 10 ps) after the polarized electrons are em itted, leav—
Ing little tin e for spin relaxation.

In the present experim ent, the focusing signal ism ea—
sured as a voltage between collector and base regions,
wih xed current applied between em itter and base
Fig.1l@)]. W ith the collector con gured as a volage
probe, current inpcted ballistically into the collector re—
gion at the focusing condition must ow back into the
base region, giving rise to a voltage V. = I.=g. between
collector and base, where 1. is the current ingcted into
the collector and g, is the conductance of the collector
point contact. For this experin ent both point contacts
are kept at or below one channel of conductance; there—
fore the collector voltage m ay be w ritten in term s of the
tranam ission of the collector point contact, T ( 1), as
Ve = (2e’=h) ! I.=T..

To analyze how spin polarization a ects the base-
collector voltage, we assume I / L. T., where I, is the
em itter current, and the constant of proportionality does
not depend on the transm issions of either of the point
contacts. In the absence of soin e ects, one then expects
V. to be independent ofg.. Because I, is xed, L would
also be independent of the em itter conductance, ge .

Taking into account di erent tranam issions for the two
soin channels, however, one expects the voltage on the
collector to double ifboth em itter and collector pass the
sam e spin, or drop to zero if the tw o pass opposite spins.
This conclusion assum es that a spin polarized current
Inected Into the collector region w ill lose all polarization


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0206379v1

= | 1 1 1 1 -
-650 Vg (mV) -450
(C) ' Emitter': CollectorI ' '
< 8f 2, . 2 2, . 2,
=2 o - g=2e/h :g=2e/h --- 05e/h: 2e/h
o - - 2% 0.56%h — 0.5e%h: 0.56%h
o 6 )
8
s
>
S
Q
@
5
o
T T T T 1
- 8_(d) Emitter : Collector T T |
£ AN 2¢%h : 2¢%h 5L
o gl - - 2% : 056%h i
2 . 2
s \ ---05e%h : 2e%n
S 4 A\ — 05e¥h : 05e%h 00 4
S ; R
3 2| 100 |
)
(@] 0 ) 1
-250 -200 -150 -100 -50
By (mT)

FIG.1l: (@) SEM m icrograph of a device sim ilar to the one
m easured in this experin ent, two quantum point contacts in
a transverse focusing geom etry w ith perpendicular B, ) and
inplane By ) m agnetic eldsoriented asshown.W ith a xed
current applied between em itter (E) and base B), the voltage
between base and collector (C) showed focusing peaks as a
function of B, . () At T = 300 m K , both point contacts
showed conductance quantized in units of 26’=h at By =0,
and in units of€®=h at large By . () AtBy = 0, the collector
voltage was nearly independent of the conductances of the
two point contacts. (d) At By = 7 T the focusing peaks
were enhanced only when both em itter and collector were set
tog= 0:5e’=h. The enhancem ent dem onstrates that both
em itter and detector are spin selective, by Eq. (1).

before owing out again. Under these conditions, the
collector voltage generally depends on the polarization
of the em itter current P, = (In I;)=(Iv + I3) and the

spin selectivity ofthe collectorPe = (Tv Ty)=(Tn + Ty)
in the Hllow ing sinple way [13]:
h
Ve / 5T L+ PePo): @)
2e

Note from Eqg. 1l that colinear and com plkte spin polar-
zation P. = 1) and spin sekctivity P. = 1) gives a
collector voltage tw ice as large as when either em itter or
collector is not goin polarized.

T he ocusing device was fabricated on a high-m obility
tw o-din ensional electron gas 2DEG ) form ed at the in—
terface of a G aA s=A 134G ag:64A s heterostructure, de—

ned using C r/Au surface depletion gates pattemed by
electron-beam lithography, and contacted w ith nonm ag—

netic PtAuGe) ohm ic contacts. The 2DEG was 68 nm

from the Sidelta-doped layer (ng; = 25 10*2 an ?)
and 102 nm below the wafer surface. M obility of the
unpattemed 2DEG was 5:5 10° am °=V s in the dark,
lim ited m ostly by rem ote In puriy scattering in the rel-
atively shallow structure, w ith an estin ated background
impurity kevel< 5 103 an 3. W ih an electron den—
sity of 13 10 an ?, the transport m ean free path
was 45 m,much greater than the distance 15 m)

betw een em itter and collector point contacts. The Ferm i
velocity associated w ith thisdensity isve = 2 107 an =s,
consistent w ith the cbserved 80 m T spacing between
focusing peaks.

M easurem ents w ere perfom ed in a 3H e cryostat w ith
a base tem perature of 300 m K . A conventional super-
conducting sokenoid was used to generate n-plane elds,
By, and a am aller superconducting coil wound on the
refrigerator vacuum can allowed ne control of the per—
pendicular eld, B, {_l-é] B wasoriented along the axis
betw een the two point contacts, as shown in Fig. 1 @).

Independent ac current biasesof1l nA were applied be—

tween base and em itter (17 H z), and base and collector
(43 H z), allow ing sin ultaneous lock-in m easurem ent of
the em itter conductance (pase-em ittervoltageat17H z),
collector conductance (pase-collector volage at 43 H z),
and the focusing signal pase-collector voltageat 17 H z).
T he base-collector current bias was found to have no ef-
fect on the focusing signal. Additionally, the focusing
signalwas found to be linear in base-em iter current for
the an all currents used In thism easurem ent.

M easurem ents were taken over several them al cycles
of the device. W hile details of focusing peak shapes
and point contact conductance traces changed som ew hat
upon them al cycling, their qualitative behavior did not
change. A lthough all of the data presented in this paper
com es from a single device, the resultswere con m ed in
a sin ilar device on the sam e heterostructure.

Spin polarization and spin selectivity ofthe point con—
tactsw ere detected by com paring the focusing signal (the
collector voltage at the top ofa focusing peak) forvarious
conductances of the em itter and collector point contacts.
AtBy = 0,where no static spin polarization is expected,
the focusing signal was found to be nearly independent
of the conductances of both em itter and collector point
contacts, asshown in Fig.1 (c). In contrast,atB, = 7T,
the focusing signal cbserved when both the em itter and
collector point contacts were set well below 2e°=h was
larger by a factor of 2 com pared to the signal when
efther em itter or collector was set to 2e?=h, as seen in
Fig.1(d).A factoroftwoenhancem ent is consistent w ith
Eqg. (1) Porfully soin polarized em ission and aligned, fiilly
spin-selective detection.

To nom alize for overall variations in transm ission
through the buk from the em itter to the collector (for
Instance upon them al cycling), the focusing signal at
any em itter or collector setting can be nom alized by
the value when both the em itter and collector are set to
2e’=h. W e denote the point contact settings as & :y)
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FIG .2: (@) Theheight ofthe third focusing peak asa function
of By for di erent conductances of the point contacts x :vy),
where x is the em itter conductance and y is the collector
conductance (in units of ezzh), all nom alized by the 2 :2)
focusing peak height. A ccording to Eqg. (1), a factoroftwo in
the ratio Indicates fully spin polarized em ission and detection .
() Tem perature dependence of the ratio of focusing signals
05 :05)=@2 :2) PrBy = 7T and 0 T. (@) and () are
from di erent cooldowns. Inset: Ratio (05 :0:5)=@2 :2) for
By = 5;7;and 85 T plotted as a function of kT=g By . The
solid curve is the prediction ofa sim ple m odel (see text) that
accounts for only them albroadening in the leads.

where x is the conductance of the em itter and y is the

oconductance of the collector, both in units of e’=h. For
instance, (2 :2) indicates both em itter and collector set
to 2e’=h (expected to be unpolarized in any eld), whilke
(05 : 05) indicates both point contacts set to 05e?=h

(expected to be polarized in a sizabl Inplane eld).Ra-
tios are then denoted (x :y)=@ :2).

Figures 2 and 3 show the focusing signal ratios for the
third focusingpeak @B, 230 250m T ), chosen because
its height and structure In the @ : 2) condition were
Jess sensitive to By and sm all variations in point contact
tuning com pared to the rst and second peaks. H ow ever,
allpeaks showed qualitatively sim ilar behavior.

Figure 2 (@) show sthat only the ratio (05 :05)=@2 :2)
grow s with By, reaching a value 2 at 7T, whilk the
other ratios, 2 :0:5)=@2 :2) and 05 :2)=@2 :2), are es—

sentially independent of inplane eld, as expected from
Eqg. (1) if no spin selectivity exists when the conduc—
tance is 2 e’=h. At By = 0, we nd (0S5 :05)=Q
2) 14, rather than the expected 10, for this particu—
lar cooldown. A s discussed below , these ratios uctuate
som ew hat between thermm alcycles.

Tem perature dependences of the (05 : 05)=@2 : 2)
ratio are shown In Fig.2 (o) ora di erent cooldown. At
By = 7T, the ratio (05 : 0:5)=@2 : 2) decreases from

22 atT = 300m K to the zero— eld value of1:4 above
2K . Note that 2K is roughly the tem perature at which
g By=kT 1, using the GaAsgfactorg=  044. At
By = 0, the ratio (055 : 05)=@2 : 2) ram ains near 14,
w ih only a weak tem perature dependence up to 6K .

The inset ofFig. 2 (o) show s that focusing data at dif-
ferent values of By scale to a single curve when plotted
as a function of kT=g B,, suggesting that both spin-
polarized em ission and spin-selective detection arise from
an energy splitting that is linear In By . A sin ple m odel
that acocounts roughly for the observed scaling of the fo—
cusing signal assum es that the point contact transm is—
sion, T €),i3s0 PrE < Eg,and 1 ©rE > Eo,where E
is the electron kinetic energy and E is a gatevoltage-
dependent threshold. Spin selectivity then resuls from
the Zeam an splitting of the two spin sub-bands, and is
reduced by them al broadening. Except for a vertical
o sstof 0%#4, this sin ple m odel agrees reasonably well
w ith the data Fig. 2 (), inset].

Fig. 3 (@) show s the evolution of spin selectivity in the
collector point contact as a function of its conductance.
At By = 6 T, wih the eam itter point contact set to
0:5e?=h, the collector point contact is swept from 2e’=h
to 0. The focusing signal increases as the collector point
contact conductance is reduced below 2e?=h, saturating
as the collector conductance goes below the e’=h spin-
split plateau. T he polarization saturates com pletely only
well into the tunneling regin e, below  0:5e’=h. Sin ilar
to thee ect seen In Fig. 2 (b), soIn selectivity decreases
w ith increasing tem perature, approaching the zero eld
curveat 13K .

Fig.3 () show s the sam e m easurem ent taken at By =
0. The focusing peak rises slightly when both point con—
tacts are set below one spin degenerate channel. Unlke
athigh eld, however, the increase of the focusing signal
is very gradual as the point contact is pinched o . In
addition, tem perature has only a weak e ect.

A sm entioned above, both the Iow and high eld ratios
05 :05)=@2 :2) werem easured to be larger than their
ideal theoretical values of 1 and 2 respectively. Sam pled
overm uliple them alcycles, severalgate voltage settings
(shifting the point contact centersby 100 nm ), and dif-
ferent focusing peaks, the ratio at By = 0 varded between
1.0 and 1.6, wih an average value of 125 and a stan—
dard deviation = 02. The average value of the ratio
atBy= 7T was21,wih = 0.

Both point contacts display a m odest am ount of zero-

eld 0.7 structure,[14; 151, as seen in Figs. 1 ) and 3 ().
A though a static soin polarization associated with 0.7
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FIG . 3: (a) Focusing signal ratio (05 :y)=(@2 :2) and collec—
tor conductance g at By = 6 T as a function of the voltage
applied to one of the collector gates, w ith the em itter xed at
g = 0:5e’=h. This shows the onset of spin selectivity as the
collector point contact is brought into the tunneling regin e,
g< 26?=h. (b) The sam e data taken at B, = 0, show ing little
tem perature dependence up to 4 K . A m id 0.7 structure in
the conductance becom esm ore prom Inent at 13 K .

structure would be consistent w ith our largerthan-one
ratio (05 :05)=@ :2) at zero eld, thisdoesnot explain

the enhanced ratio found both at zero eld and high eld.

R ather, we believe the enhancem ent is due to a slight in—
crease In the e ciency of focusing for (T¢;Te) < 1. For
exam ple, m ore of the em itted current m ay be focused

Into the collector as the point contacts are pinched o ,
causing deviations from the assum ption I. / L.T.. This
explanation is also consistent w ith the weak tem perature
dependence ofthe zero— eld ratioup to 4 K ,which would
not occur if the enhancem ent were due a static polariza—
tion at zero eld.

An unexplained feature of our data is the relative sup—
pression of the lower-index focusing peaks| particularly
the st peak| In a large mplane eld, as seen In
Figs.1l(c) and 1(d). Thise ect was observed over m ul-
tiple them al cycles and for all point contact positions.
The e ect is not readily explained asa eld-dependent
change in the scattering rate, as neither the bulk m obik-
iy, nor the w idth of the focusing peak isa ected. A Iso,
the e ect is not obviously related to spin, as it occurred
for both polarized and unpolarized point contacts.

In conclusion, w e have developed a new m ethod for cre—
ating and rem otely detecting soin currents using quan-—
tum point contacts. The technigue has allowed a st
dem onstration ofw hat wasw idely expected, nam ely that
a point contact n an n-plane eld can act asa spin po—
larized em itter and a spin sensitive detector. From our
perspective, how ever, this result also has a larger signi -
cance: i isthe rst dem onstration ofa wholly new tech—
nigque to m easure spin-current from a m esoscopic device
using a rem ote electrical soin detector. In future work,
this technique can be applied to m ore subtle m esoscopic
soin system s such asm easuring spin currents from open
or C oulom b-blockaded quantum dots, or directly m easur—
ing spin precession due to a spin-orbit interaction.
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