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W esetup a setofm any-body kineticBloch equationswith spacialinhom ogeneity.W ereexam ine

the widely adopted quasi-independent electron m odeland show the inadequacy ofthis m odelin

studying the spin transport. W e further point out a new decoherence e�ect based on interference

along the direction ofdi�usion in spin transport due to the so called inhom ogeneous broadening

e�ectin the Bloch equations.W e show thatthisinhom ogeneousbroadening can cause decoherence

alone,even in the absence ofthe scattering and that the resulting decoherence is m ore im portant

than the dephasing e�ectdue to both the D ’yakonov-Perel’(D P)term and the scattering.

PACS:72.25.D c;72.25.Rb

Study ofspintronics has attracted trem endous atten-

tion in recentyears,both in theoreticaland experim ental

circles,1 thanksto the discovery ofthe long-lived (som e-

tim es> 100 ns)coherentelectron spin statesin n-typed

sem iconductors.2{7 Possible applications of spintronics

include qubits for quantum com puters,quantum m em -

orydevices,spin transistors,and spin valvesetc.Thelast

twoapplicationsinvolvetransportingspin polarized elec-

tronsfrom aplacetoanotherby m eansofan electricalor

di�usive current.Therefore,itisofgreatim portance to

studythespin transport.Apartfrom thegreatnum berof

workson spin injection,thereareonly a few experim en-

talreportson coherentspin transportoverm acroscopic

distance.3;8;9 O n theoreticalaspect,m ostworksarebased

on a quasi-independent electron m odeland focused on

the di�usive transportregim e,10{15 where equationsfor

spin polarized currentscan be setup and the longitudi-

nalspin dephasing,generally referred to asspin di�usion

length can be achieved. In these theories,the m echa-

nism forthe spin relaxation isassum ed to be due to the

spin-ip scattering.In the absenceofthe scattering,the

spin polarization willnot decay in a nonm agnetic sam -

ple.In Ref.16,Takahashietal.calculated thescattering

induced spin relaxation tim eassociated with thespin dif-

fusion starting from the m any body kinetic equations.

O f particular interest to the spin transport theory

in sem iconductors has been the question as to whether

thequasi-independentelectron m odelcan adequately ac-

countfortheexperim entalresultsorwhetherm any-body

processes are im portant. Flatte et al. have concluded

that an independent electron approach is quite capable

ofexplaining m easurem entsofspin lifetim esin thedi�u-

siveregim e.17 In thispaper,wereexam inethisissuefrom

a fullm any-body transporttheory and show the inade-

quacy ofthe independent electron m odelin describing

the spin transport. W e also propose a m echanism that

m ay causestrong longitudinalspin decoherence in addi-

tion to the spin dephasing due to scattering. The new

m echanism isbased on the interferencee�ectdue to the

wavevector dependence ofthe spin densities along the

spacialgradientsin the spin di�usion. This wavevector

dependence can be considered assom e sortof\inhom o-

geneousbroadening",which can cause spin decay alone,

even in the absenceofscattering.

Recently,wehavepresented a m any-body kineticthe-

ory to describe the spin precession and dephasing in in-

sulating sam plesaswellasn-doped sam ples.18{20 In this

paperweextend thistheorytothespacialinhom ogeneous

regim e and obtain the m any-body transport equations

necessary to investigate the spin di�usion in n-doped

G aAs. Here, we only focus on the spin transport in-

side the sem iconductor and avoid the problem ofspin

injection atthe boundary. Based on the two-spin-band

m odel19 in theconduction bands,weconstructthesem i-

conductorBloch equations by using the nonequilibrium

G reen function m ethod with gradientexpansion aswell

asthe generalized K adano�-Baym Ansatz21 asfollows:
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Here �(R ;k;t) represents a single particle density m a-

trix.The diagonalelem entsdescribe the electron distri-

bution functions���(R ;k;t)= f�(R ;k;t)ofwavevector

k and spin �(= � 1=2)atposition R and tim et.Theo�-

diagonalelem ents ���� (R ;k;t) describe the inter-spin-

band polarization com ponents(coherences)forthe spin

coherence.Thequasi-particleenergy �"��0(R ;k;t),in the

presence ofa m oderate m agnetic �eld B and with the

DP m echanism 22 included,can be written as

�"��0(R ;k;t)= "k���0 +
�
g�B B + h(k)

�
�
~���0

2

� e (R ;t)+ ���0(R ;k;t): (2)
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Here "k = k2=2m � is the energy spectrum with m �

denoting electron e�ective m ass, � e is the electron

charge and ~� are the Pauli m atrices and h(k) origi-

nate from the DP m echanism which contains both the

Dresselhaus23 and the Rashba term s.24 In this paper,

we only consider the �rstone. For [001]quantum well,

it can be written as25 hx(k) = kx(k
2
y � �2z),hy(k) =

ky(�
2
z � k2x),with �

2
z denoting theaverageoftheopera-

tor� (@=@z)2 overthe electronicstateofthe lowestsub-

band.  = (4=3)(m �=m cv)(1=
p
2m �3E g)(�=

p
1� �=3)

and � = �=(E g + �). Here E g denotes the band gap,

� representsthespin-orbitsplitting ofthevalenceband,

and m cv isaconstantclosein m agnitudeto thefreeelec-

tron m ass m 0.
26 The electric potential (R ;t) satis�es

the Poisson equation

r
2

R  (R ;t)= � e
�
n(R ;t)� n0(R )

�
=�; (3)

where n(R ;t) =
P

�k
f�(R ;k;t) is the electron den-

sity at position R and tim e t,and n0(R ) is the back-

ground positive electric charge density. ���0(R ;k;t) =

�
P

q
Vq���0(R ;k� q;t)istheHartree-Fock self-energy,

with Vq denoting the Coulom b m atrix elem ent. In 2D

case,Vq isgiven by

Vq =
X

qz

4�e2

�0(q
2 + q2z + �2)

jI(iqz)j
2
; (4)

in which � = 2e2m �=�0
P

�
f�(K = 0) is the inverse

screening length,with "0 being the static dielectric con-

stant.Theform factorjI(iqz)j
2 = �2 sin2 y=[y2(y2� �2)2]

with y = qza=2. It is noted that when one takes only

the diagonalelem ents ��� of Eq.(1) and neglects all

o�-diagonalones ���� ,the �rstthree term s on the left

hand sideoftheequation correspond tothedriftterm sin

the classicalBoltzm ann equation,m odi�ed with the DP

term s and selfenergy from the Coulom b Hartree term .
@�(R ;k;t)

@t
jc and

@�(R ;k;t)

@t
js in the Bloch equations(1)are

the coherentand scattering term srespectively,with the

sym bolsjc and js standing for\coherent" and \scatter-

ing".Thecom ponentsofthecoherentterm scan bewrit-

ten as21;20
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W hilethescattering term s
@�(R ;k;t)

@t

�
�
�
s
aregiven in detail

in Eqs.(5)and (7)ofRef.20.

TheBloch equations(1)can bereduced to theircoun-

terpartin the independentelectron approach asfollows.

The DP term form s an e�ective m agnetic �eld. It can

ip thespin-up electronsto thespin-down ones,and vice

versa.TheDP term com bineswith thescatteringwillre-

sultin a longitudinalspin dephasing.22;19;20 By applying

the relaxation tim e approxim ation to describe this de-

phasing and discarding thespin coherences���� (R ;k;t)

as wellas the DP term (to avoid double counting)and

carrying outthe sum m ation overk,one obtainsthe the

continuity equation forelectronsofspin �

@n�(R ;t)

@t
�
1

e
r R � J�(R ;t)= �

n�(R ;t)� n0(R ;t)

�s
;

(7)

in which n0(R ;t)= [n�(R ;t)+ n�� (R ;t)]=2 isthe total

electron num beratR .J�(R ;t)=
P

k
(� e)v�kf�(R ;k;t)

isthe electric currentofspin �.The spin dependentve-

locity isv�k = r k�"��(R ;k;t)where �"��(R ;k;t)isgiven

by Eq.(2)butwithoutthe DP term h(k). By applying

the relaxation tim e approxim ation to describe the m o-

m entum scattering and keeping term s ofthe the lowest

order(ie.,neglecting term scontaining ���� )and carry-

ingoutthesum m ation overk,oneobtainstheexpression

forthe currentin the steady state:

J�(R ;t)= n�(R ;t)e�E(R ;t)+ eD r R n�(R ;t): (8)

Here � and D represent the electron m obility and dif-

fusion constant respectively. Equations (7) and (8)

are the di�usion equations in the independent electron

approach.10;11;13{15

O ne can see from the derivation of above di�usion

equations that,by sum m ing over k,the k dependence

ofthe coe�cientsofr R �(R ;k;t)in the Bloch equation

(1) is rem oved. This willnot cause any problem when

there isno spin precession. However,when the electron

spin precessesalong with the di�usion,e.g. in the pres-

enceofam agnetic�eld orofan e�ectiveone(i.e.theDP

term ),this kind ofk dependence m ay cause additional

decoherence.

To revealthise�ect,weapply theabovekineticequa-

tion to study the stationary state in the plane ofan n-

doped G aAsquantum well(Q W ),with itsgrowth direc-

tion along the z-axis. The width ofthe Q W isassum ed

to be sm allenough so that only the lowest subband is

im portant.W e assum e oneside ofthe sam ple(x = 0)is

connected with an O hm ic contact which gives constant

spin polarized injection. In this study,we assum e the

electric �eld E = 0. The di�usion is along the x direc-

tion.Theelectron distribution functionsattheinterface

areassum ed to be the Ferm idistributions

f�(0;k;t)� f
0

�(k)= fexp[("k � ��)=T]+ 1g�1 ; (9)

with T being the tem perature and �� representing the

electron chem icalpotentialofspin �. The spin coher-

enceatthe interfaceisassum ed to be zero

���� (0;k;t)� 0: (10)

Itisunderstood thatthe boundary condition here isan

approxim ation todescribethedistributionsjustafterthe

injection ofthe spin polarization from the O hm ic con-

tact. There isno netcharge injection into the Q W and
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thewelliskeptchargeneutraleverywhere.Actually,this

boundary condition does notnecessarily com e from the

injection at the interface. It can also be produced in

thecenterofsem iconductorsby a circularly polarized cw

laser.

W e �rstconsidera m uch sim pli�ed caseby neglecting

the DP term sh(k),the selfenergiesaswellasthe scat-

tering term s in the Bloch equations(1). The sim pli�ed

equationsarethereforeasfollows

kx

m �
@xf�(x;k)� g�B B Im

�
���;� (x;k)

�
= 0; (11)

kx

m �
@x���� (x;k)� i

g�B B

2
�f �(x;k)= 0: (12)

Here we take the m agnetic �eld B along the x-axis.

�f �(x;k)= f�(x;k)� f�� (x;k). The solution for this

sim pli�ed equations with the boundary conditions (9)

and (10)can be written outdirectly

�f �(x;k)= �f 0(k)cos
g�B B m

�x

kx
; (13)

���� (x;k)=
i

2
�f 0(k)sin

g�B B m
�x

kx
: (14)

Equations (13) and (14) clearly show the e�ect ofthe

k-dependence to the spin precession along the di�usion

direction. For each �xed kx, the spin precesses along

thedi�usion direction with �xed period withoutany de-

cay. Nevertheless,for di�erent kx the period is di�er-

ent. The totaldi�erence ofthe electron densities with

di�erent spin is the sum m ation over all wavenum bers

�N =
P

k
�f �(x;k). Itisnoted thatthe phase atthe

contact x = 0 for di�erent kx is allthe sam e. How-

ever,thespeed ofthephaseofspin precession isdi�erent

for di�erent kx. Consequently,when x is large enough,

spinswith di�erentphasesm ay canceleach other. This

can furtherbe seen from Fig.1 where the electron den-

sitiesN � =
P

k
f�(x;k) forup and down spin are plot-

ted as functions ofposition x. The boundary electron

densities atx = 0 are N 1=2(0)= 2:05� 1011 cm �2 and

N �1=2 (0) = 1:95� 1011 cm �2 . W e take B = 1 T and

T = 200 K .In orderto show thetransversespin dephas-

ing,weplotin thesam e�gurethe incoherently sum m ed

spin coherence �(t)=
P

k
j�1

2
�

1

2

(x;k)j. Itisunderstood

thatboth thetruedissipation and theinterferenceam ong

the k states m ay contribute to the decay. The decay

due to interference is caused by the di�erentprecessing

rates ofelectrons with di�erent wavevectors. For �nite

system ,this leadsto reversible lossofcoherence am ong

electrons.27;28 W e referto this kind oflossofcoherence

as decoherence. W hereas for the true dissipation, the

coherenceofthe electronsislostirreversibly.29;27;28 The

irreversiblelossofcoherenceisterm ed dephasing in this

paper. The incoherent sum m ation is therefore used to

isolate the irreversible decay from the decay caused by

interference.19;29 From the�gure,onecan seeclearly the

longitudinaldecoherence caused by the interference ef-

fect. It is also noted from the �gure that � does not

decay with thedistance.Thisisconsistentwith the fact

thatthereisno scattering in Eqs.(13)and (14)and the

decay com esonly from the interferencee�ect.

Facilitated with the above understanding, we turn

to the spin di�usion problem with the DP term s,self-

energies and scattering included. W e take B = E = 0.

By substituting the quasi-particle energy "��0(R ;k;t)

[Eq. (2)] into the Bloch equations (1), the �rst three

term sin Eqs.(1)can be written as

@t���0(R ;k;t)+ e@x (R ;t)@kx ���0(R ;k;t)�
1

2

X

�1

h

@x���1(R ;k;t)@kx ��1�0(R ;k;t)+ @kx ���1(R ;k;t)@x��1�
0(R ;k;t)

i

+
kx

m
@x���0(R ;k;t)+

1

4

h

@x
�
hx(k)� i�hy(k)

�
@x����0(R ;k;t)+ @kx

�
hx(k)+ i�

0
hy(k)

�
@x���� 0(R ;k;t)

i

+
1

2

X

�1

h

@kx ���1(R ;k;t)@x��1�0(R ;k;t)+ @x���1(R ;k;t)@kx ��1�
0(R ;k;t)

i

: (15)

It is therefore noted that the corresponding coe�cients

of@x���0,@x���� 0 and @x���� 0 in the Bloch eqautions

are

kx

m �
+
1

2
@kx [���(R ;k;t)+ ��0�0(R ;k;t)]; (16)

1

2
@kx

�
[hx(k)� i�hy(k)]=2+ ���� (R ;k;t)

	
; (17)

1

2
@kx

�
[hx(k)+ i�

0
hy(k)]=2+ ��� 0�0(R ;k;t)

	
; (18)

respectively. They are allk-dependent. Hence,sim ilar

to thesim pli�ed m odel,theinterferencee�ectisalso im -

portant in the fullkinetic equation. The kinetic equa-

tions(1)and thePoisson equation (3),togetherwith the

boundary conditions(9)and (10)can be solved num er-

ically in an iterative m anner to achieve the stationary

solution.30;31 The num erical results for a typical Q W

with width a = 7:5 nm , boundary spin polarization

N 1=2(0)= 2:05� 1011 cm �2 and N �1=2 (0)= 1:95� 1011

cm �2 attem peratureT = 200K areplotted in Fig.2.In

thiscom putation,weonly takeinto accountthescatter-

ing dueto longitudeoptical(LO )phonon.Itcan beseen

from the �gure thatthe surplusofthe spin up electrons

decreasesrapidly along thedi�usion direction,sim ilarto

the sim pli�ed m odelshown above.
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FIG .1. Electron densitiesofup spin and down spin (solid

curves) and incoherently sum m ed spin coherence � (dashed

curve)versusthe di�usion length x.B = 1 T.Notethe scale

ofthe spin coherence ison the rightside ofthe �gure.

FIG .2. Electron densities ofup spin and down spin and

the incoherently sum m ed spin coherence versusthe di�usion

length x.Solid curvesand dashed curve:N � and � from the

fullBloch equations; D ash-dotted curves and dotted curve:

N � and � from the equationswithoutthe interference e�ect.

Notethescaleofthespin coherenceison therightsideofthe

�gure.

The fastdecay above isunderstood m ainly generated

by the decoherence from the interference e�ect due to

the inhom ogeneousbroadening.O therdephasing e�ects

such asthosecaused by theDP term sin Eqs.(5)and (6)

aswellasthespin conserving LO phonon scattering also

contributeto thedecay.Besides,wepointed outthatthe

inhom ogeneous broadening e�ect com bined with spin-

conserving scattering can also cause spin dephasing.19

Therefore,the above m entioned inhom ogeneous broad-

ening m ay also cause spin dephasing in the presence of

LO phonon scattering.To com parethe decoherencedue

to interference and the dephasing due to the DP term

togetherwith the scattering,we rem ovethe interference

e�ect in the transport equations by replacing k in the

coe�cients [Eqs.(16)-(18)]with k = k F . Here kF rep-

resentsthe Ferm iwavevector. Therefore,ifthere isany

decay ofspin polarization along the di�usion direction,

itcom esfrom the spin dephasing. The num ericalresult

isplotted in Fig.2.Itisshown clearly thatthedecay of

spin polarization duetothedephasinge�ectalone(dash-

dotted curves)is m uch slowerthan that due to the de-

coherence(interference)e�ect.In the�gurewealso plot

the corresponding incoherently sum m ed spin coherences

�. O ne can see from the �gure that both coherences �

decay slowly and theirdecay ratesarecom parablewhen

x > 1 �m . Thisfurtherjusti�es whatm entioned above

thatthefastdecay ofthespin polarization ism ainly due

to the interferencee�ect.

In conclusion,wehavesetup m any-body kineticBloch

equations with spacialinhom ogeneity. W e reexam ined

thewildlyadopted quasi-independentelectron m odeland

pointed out an im portant m any-body spin decoherence

e�ectwhich ism issing in the singleelectron m odel.The

new decoherence e�ect is based on an interference ef-

fect along the di�usion direction in spin transport due

to the so called inhom ogeneous broadening e�ect. W e

have shown that this inhom ogeneous broadening e�ect

can alonecausespin decoherence,even withoutthescat-

tering and thattheresulting decoherenceism oreim por-

tantthan the dephasing e�ectdue to both the DP term

and the scattering. O urstudy showsthe inadequacy of

the quasi-independent electron m odel. Therefore,it is

im portantto usethefullm any-body theory to study the

spin transport.
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