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C onductance ofa quantum point contact in the presence ofspin-orbit interaction
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A recursive G reen’s function technique isdeveloped to calculate the spin-dependentconductance

in m esoscopicstructures.Using thistechnique,westudy thespin-dependentelectronictransportof

quantum pointcontactsin thepresenceoftheRashbaspin-orbitinteraction.W eobserved thatsom e

oscillationsin the ‘quantized’conductanceare induced by the spin-orbitinteraction,and indicated

thattheoscillationsm ay stem from thespin-orbitcoupling associated m ultiplere
ections.Itisalso

indicated thatthe 0:7 structure ofthe conductance observed in m esoscopic experim entswould not

stem from the spin-orbitinteraction.

PACS num bers:71.70.Ej,73.23.-b,73.20.D x

(J.Appl.Phys.91,6545 (2002))

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

The interaction between the electron spin and its or-

bitalm otion,com m only refered to asthespin-orbit(SO )

interaction or SO coupling,has been known for a long

tim e. Recently the e�ect of SO -interaction on m eso-

scopictransportphenom ena and thequantum Halle�ect

hasattracted growing interest.1{8 Although the interac-

tion m agnitude is sm allcom pared to the Ferm ienergy,

it m ay have signi�cant im pact on electronic transport,

particularly in m esoscopicsystem swherequantum inter-

ferenceisextrem elyim portant.Usingthetransferm atrix

m ethod,M eir etal.1 showed thatthe SO -interaction in

one-dim ensional(1D)non-interactingdisorderedringsin-

ducesan e�ectivespin-dependentm agnetic
ux,andthen

any spin-dependenttransportquantity can be expressed

in term softhe sam e quantity in the absence ofthe SO

scattering butwith an e�ective m agnetic 
ux. The adi-

abatic Berry phase induced by the SO -interaction and

itse�ecton the electronictransportwerestudied exten-

sively by Lossetal.,2 Aronov and Lyanda-G eller.3 Per-

sistentcurrentsin m esoscopic ringsinduced by the SO -

interaction wasaddressed in Ref.4. Prom isingly,as ob-

served by M orpurgo etal.,6 thegeom etricphaseinduced

by the SO -interaction1{5 could induce the splitting of

them ain peak in theensem bleaverageFourierspectrum .

Also interestingly,lifting ofthe spin degeneracy by the

Rashba SO -interaction9 was reported experim entally in

two-dim ensional(2D)electron system sfordi�erentsem i-

conductorstructures.10 Lom m eretal. pointed outthat

the Rashba m echanism becom es dom inant in a narrow

gap sem iconductor system .11 The spin splitting energy

at the Ferm ienergy in the absence ofm agnetic �eld is

� = 2�k F (with � asa SO coupling constantand kF as

�
To whom correspondence should be addressed. Em ailad-

dress:zwang@ hkucc.hku.hk

theFerm iwavevector),which isabout1:0� 5:0 m eV in

typicalsem iconductorm aterials.10

O ntheotherhand,theobservationoftheuniversal12;13

and thenonuniversal14 quantizationsoftheconductance

in a quasi-1D constrication isalsorem arkable.In a clean

quasi-1D constrication, if the m ean free path is m uch

longerthan thee�ectivechannellength,theconductance

is quantized in unit of 2G 0 with G 0 = e2=h at zero

m agnetic �eld,referred to asthe universalquantization,

wherethe factorof2 ariesfrom theelectron spin degen-

eracy.12;13 Recently,Thom asand co-workersfound that,

in addition to theabovequantized conductanceplateau,

there is also a structure at0:7(2G 0). This so-called 0:7

structure (nonuniversalorfractionalconductance quan-

tization)appearsto be related to spontaneouslifting of

spin degeneracy in the 1D constrication,but the origin

ofitrem ainsasan open question.14 Since the 0:7 struc-

turem ay beunderstood asazero-�eld spin splittingwith

an estim ated energy of� � 1m eV ,14 which isthe sam e

order as the spin splitting energy induced by the SO -

interaction,it is nature to ask an im portant question:

Is the spin polarization induced by the SO coupling re-

sponsibleforthe0:7 structure? To answerthisquestion,

we study the e�ect ofSO -interaction on the electronic

transportthrough quantum pointcontacts(Q PC)in this

paper.W e�nd thatthe0:7 structureisunlikely to stem

from the SO -interaction. However,som e interesting os-

cillationsin the‘quantized’conductancem ay beinduced

by the SO -interaction,and m ay be experim entally ob-

servable. M oreover,the spin-dependenttransportprop-

ertiesareofcurrentinterestin both fundam entalphysics

and applied spin electronics. Itisquitintriguing to de-

velop am ethod tocalculatethespin-dependenttransport

in m esoscopic system s. Also in this paper,generalizing

a m ethod established forspin-independentcases15;16 we

have done such a job. Itisworth pointing outthatan-

other theoreticalapproach17 m ay be generalized to cal-

culatethe spin-dependentconductance.

The paperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.IIA,we de-

rive the 2D tight-binding Ham iltonian with the Rashba

1
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SO coupling.In Sec.IIB,the recursiveG reen’sfunction

technique is presented to calculate the spin-dependent

transm ission coe�cient. In Sec.III the conductance is

calculated num erically in a m odelQ PC in the presence

ofSO couplingand/orm agnetic�eld.The�nitetem per-

aturee�ectisalso studied.Thispaperendswith a brief

sum m ary.

II.M O D EL A N D C A LC U LA T IO N M ET H O D

A .2D tight-binding H am iltonian w ith the R ashba

SO coupling

             
                        

                                                        Fig.1             Zhu et al.,  J. Appl. Phys. 
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FIG .1. Schem atic diagram ofthe system . Electrons are

injected from the leftlead.

In a m agnetic �eld,the 2D Ham iltonian forelectrons

(ofe�ectivem assm � and chargee)with theRashba SO -

interaction reads9

H =
� 2

x + � 2
y

2m �
+
�

�h
(̂�x� y � �̂y� x)+ U (x;y)�

g�B

2

!̂
� � B ;

(1)

where� = p � e

c
A isthe canonicalm om entum ,U (x;y)

representsthe spin-independentpotential,A isthe elec-

trom agneticgaugepotentialwith B = r � A relating it

tothem agnetic�elds,and g,�B ,
!̂
� arethegfactor,Bohr

m agneton,Paulim atricesrespectively. � is the Rashba

SO -interaction constantwhich isdeterm ined from an ef-

fective electric �eld along z direction given by the form

ofthe con�ning potentialin the absence ofan inversion

center.Now wechooseadiscretesquarelattice,on which

pointsare located atx = na and y = m a,with n;m as

integers and a as the lattice constant. In term s ofthe

quaternion,the one-electron tight-binding Ham iltonian

with the Rashba SO coupling can now beparam eterized

as

H =
X

nm

"nm jnm ihnm j�
X

nm

(Vnm ;n�1m jnm ihn � 1m j

+ Vnm ;nm �1 jnm ihnm � 1j+ H :C:); (2)

where jnm i is a two-com ponent orthonorm al set in

the lattice sites (n;m ); "nm = (Unm + 4t)�0 � i
�3

with Unm = U (x = na;y = m a), t = �h
2
=2m �a2,


 = g�B B z=2; Vnm ;n�1m = Vxexp(� ieA xa=�h) and

Vnm ;nm �1 = Vyexp(� ieA ya=�h) with Vx = t�0 � �0�2,

Vy = t�0 + �0�1 and �0 = �=2a. The quaternion ba-

sis f�ig is de�ned by the 2 � 2 unit m atrix �0 and

�l = � î�l (l = 1;2;3) with �̂l as the Paulim atrices.

A x orA y isevaluated atthe m iddle pointbetween sites

(n;m )and (n + 1;m )or(n;m + 1).

B .M odeland the recursive G reen’s function

technique

To describe spin-dependent transport properties

through a speci�c m esoscopic structure,we consider a

2D structurecom posed ofthreedi�erentregions(Fig.1).

The shadowed central zone is a m esoscopic structure

where the SO coupling and/or a hom ogeneous perpen-

dicular m agnetic �eld are present. To sim plify scatter-

ing boundary conditions,we assum e that the structure

is connected to both sides with sem i-in�nite idealleads

withoutSO -interaction and m agnetic�eld.In ourlattice

m odelatom sareatthesitesofa squarelattice(na;m a)

( with a to be set equalto unit,m = 1;2;� � � ;M .) in

the shadowed zone and two ideal leads. As a result

the system is described by a one-electron tight-binding

Ham iltonian sim ilarto Eq.(2).Fora hom ogeneousm ag-

netic �eld B = (0; 0; B )perpendicularto the 2D-plane

(A = (� yB ; 0; 0)in the Landau gauge),we can write

the Ham iltonian forthe shadowed centralzoneas

H c =

NX

n= 1

jn)H n(nj+

N �1X

n= 1

[jn)H n;n+ 1(n + 1j+ H :C:]; (3)

where jn)is the setof2M ketvectorsbelonging to the

nth cell,and

H n � H n;n =

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

"n1 � V +
y 0 � � � 0

� Vy "n2 � V +
y � � � 0

0 � Vy "n3 � � � 0
...

...
...

...
...

0 0 0 � � � "nM

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

; (4)

(H n;n+ 1)pp0 = � V
+

x e
�i2��(p�

M + 1

2
)
�pp0 (p;p0= 1;� � � ;M ):

(5)

Here � = B a2=�0 with �0 = hc=e asthe m agnetic 
ux

quantum . The form s ofHam iltonian for the two ideal

leadsarethesam easEq.(3),butwith di�erentsum m ing

regions(� 1 < n < 1 atthe left lead and N < n < 1

2



attherightlead)and di�erentvaluesoftheparam eters:

Vx = Vy = t�0; "nm = 4t�0; B = 0.M oreover,itseem s

acceptabletoassum ethatthecouplingbetween theideal

leadsand them esoscopicstructuretakessim ply theform

H 0;1 = H N ;N + 1 = � t�pp0.
18

Following the recursive G reen’s function technique

developed for som e spin-independent system s,15;16;19

we m ay generalize the m ethod to the nontrivialspin-

dependent cases. The spin-dependent transm ission t��
0

lj

for the incident channel (l;�) and out-going channel

(j;�0) can be found readily (see the appendix A) .At

a �nite tem perature T,the conductance through a 2D

m esoscopic structure is given by the Landauer-B�uttiker

form ula20

G = � G 0

X

lj;��0

Z 1

0

T
��

0

lj

@f(E ;T)

@E
dE ; (6)

where T ��
0

lj
= jt��

0

lj
j2 is determ ined from Eq.(A3),and

f(E ;T)= [1+ exp(E � E f)=kB T]
�1 isthe Ferm i-Dirac

distribution function with kB astheBoltzm ann constant.

O bviously,Eq (6) reduces to G = G 0

P

flj;��0g
T ��

0

lj at

zero tem perature.

In thefollowing,wefocuson aQ PC structurewith the

B�uttikersaddle-pointpotential

Unm = V0 �
1

2
m

�
!
2

xa
2[n � (N + 1)=2]2

+
1

2
m

�
!
2

ya
2[m � (M + 1)=2]2; (7)

which isa practicalcandidateto describe a realQ PC.21

!x;y indicate the strength of the lateral con�nem ent.

Note thatthe well-pronounced quantized plateausoccur

if!y � !x.

Beforetheend ofthissection,itisworth pointing out

thatthe recursiveG reen’sfunction m ethod described in

this section can be straightforwardly generalized to 3D

m esoscopicstructures,and thusisquite usefulin study-

ingthespin-dependenttransportofm any di�erentm eso-

scopic structures which are ofcurrent interest,such as

the devices with quantum Halle�ect,giantm agnetore-

sistance,tunnelm agnetoresistence.

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

W e now calculate num erically the conductance ofthe

Q PC in thepresenceofSO -interaction and/oram agnetic

�eld.W eherepresenttheresultsforthe system ofM =

7,N = 1522 and t= 1.

A .T he e�ects ofSO interaction

It is wellknown that the conductance through Q PC

is quantized with the unit of2G 0 as a function ofthe

saddle energy V0. The conductance quantization iswell

explained by Landauer-B�uttikerform ulaofquantum bal-

listictransport:foranonm agneticQ PC,thespin-up and

spin-downelectronsm akethesam econtributionand then

the unit ofthe conductance quantization is 2G 0. How-

ever,iftheRashbaSO -interaction ispresentin theQ PC,

the spin degeneracy ofconductance electrons would be

broken.W hetherthe quantization ofthe conductanceis

a�ected by the SO -interaction in a m eaningfulsense?

0.72 0.73 0.74 0.75

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

 

Fig.2      Zhu et al.,  J. Appl. Phys.
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FIG .2. TheconductanceG versusthesaddleenergy V0 (in

unitofE f)in thepresenceofSO -interaction for� = kB T = 0,

E f = 1:21,!y = 3!x.The insetshowsan enlargem entofthe

curve around the arrow.

Figure 2 shows the conductance G as a function of

V0 for the SO param eters �0 = 0; 0:005, 0:01, and

0:015. O ther param eters are E f = 1:21, !y = 3!x.

Twoe�ectsoftheSO -interaction on theconductanceare

seen. (i) The SO -interaction induces som e oscillations

on the plateaus,and the stronger the SO -interaction is

thelargertheoscillation am plitudeis.Rem arkably,som e

sharp dipsexiston theoscillation forthestrong SO cou-

pling,for exam ple,the height ofdip is alm ost 2G 0 for

�0 � 0:015. (ii)A tiny plateau existsnear0:7(2G 0)for

a weak SO interaction � � 0:005 ( W e willaddressthe

tem peraturee�ecton thistineplateau later).Butitbe-

com esa sharp dip forthestrong SO -interaction (seethe

inset ofFig.2). The conductance oscillations as wellas

thesharp dipsin theplateausm aybeobservablein future

m esoscopicexperim ents.

W enow attem pttounderstand theabovenum ericalre-

sults heuristically. The conductance oscillationsappear

to stem from the m ultiple re
ections with the SO cou-

pling. By taking into account the m ultiple re
ections,

the conductanceofthe Q PC m ay be rewritten as12

G = G 0

X

j�

(1� R j�)
2

1� 2R j�cos(2kj�Lx)+ R 2
j�

; (8)

3



where the re
ection probability R j� forchannel(j;�)is

given by

R j� =

 
vLj � vcj�

vLj + vcj�

! 2

; (9)

with vLj ( vcj�) as the value of velocity in the leads (

scattering zone). vcj� = @E c
j�=�h@k isdeterm ined by the

dispersion relation for the electron states in the Q PC,

which isapproxim ately written as

E
c
j � �h

2
k
2

j=2m
� + (j� 1=2)�h!y + V0 (10)

(independenton �)in the absenceofthe SO coupling,12

butas

E
c
j� � �h

2
k
2

j�=2m
� + ��jkj�j+ (j� 1=2)�h!y + V0 (11)

in thepresenceofSO coupling.Hereweonlyconsiderthe

energy spectrum atx = 0 since the transportproperties

fortheB�uttikersaddle-pointpotentialdepend m ainly on

thenarrowestpart.Notethatthequantized plateausare

well-pronounced in the absence ofthe SO coupling (as

shown in Fig.2)since vcj = �h
2
kj=m

� � vLj and thus R j

fora propagating m odelin theB�uttikersaddle-pointpo-

tentialis negligible. However,the additionalR j� m ay

be induced from the SO coupling because as seen from

Eq.(11) vcj� in the presence ofSO coupling is di�erent

from thatin the absence ofSO coupling.Therefore,the

oscillationsm ay stem from theSO coupling sinceEq (8)

predictsthetransm ission oscillations,provided thatR j�

induced by the SO coupling are not too sm all.23 M ore-

over,we can understand from Eqs. (8) and (9) that a

dip in theconductancem ay appearfora relatively larger

R j� when an electron in the channel(j;�)isin a prop-

agating state (kj� > 0) with vcj� � 0. It is interesting

to note from Eq.(11) that vcj� = 0 for ~kj = m ��=�h
2
,

which correspondsthe m inim um ofE c
j� asa function of

m om entum . W hen V0 varies in the scale ofm agnitude

� �~kj,v
c
j � 0 forthesam evLj -channelasin theabsence

ofSO coupling.Thisclearly showsthatalargerR j� m ay

appearin a narrow region in thepresenceoftheSO cou-

pling,leading to a dip. O ur num ericalresults in Fig.2

agreequalitatively with the aboveargum ents.

W e now look into whether the interesting behaviors

seen in Fig.2 are sensitive to the set of param eters.

Firstly, we plot Fig.3(a) and (b) for two other di�er-

ent!y=!x (the otherparam etersare the sam e asthose

in Fig.2). The plateaus are not well pronounced for

!y = 1:5!x even if�0 = 0(Fig.3(a)). In this case,the

SO -induced oscillations are not so distinctive with the

conductance curve for �0 = 0,but the sharp dips still

appear in the conductance. For !y = 6!x ( Fig.3(b)),

thewidth oftheplateausiswidened.Com paring there-

sultsin Fig.2,Fig.3(a),and (b),we found thatthe well-

pronounced plateausoccurforlargerratio !y=!x,which

is due to the B�uttiker saddle-point potential. W e also

noticed thatthe e�ectsinduced by the SO coupling are

sim ilarto those in Fig.2.Secondly,we plotFig.3(c)and

(d)fortwo otherdi�erentFerm ienergies(the otherpa-

ram etersare the sam e asthose in Fig.2).Itisseen that

them ain e�ectsinduced by theSO couplingarestillsim -

ilarto those in Fig.2. Therefore,we m ay conclude that

theessentialfeatureinduced by theSO coupling in Fig.2

is not quite sensitive to the Ferm ienergy and the ra-

tio of!y=!x,butisindeed sensitive to the SO coupling

param eter�0.
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FIG .3. The conductance G versus the saddle energy V0

in the presence of SO -interaction for � = kB T = 0. (a)

E f = 1:21, !y = 1:5!x; (b) E f = 1:21, !y = 6!x; (c)

E f = 2:0,!y = 3!x;(d)E f = 1:0,!y = 3!x.

The tem perature dependence ofthe conductance asa

function ofV0 can beseen from Figs.4(a)and (b).Firstly,

in certain tem peratureregions,theoscillation induced by

the SO -interaction disappearswhen the tem perature in-

creases,m eanwhilethequality ofthequantized plateaus

is im proved. However the quantized plateaus are de-

stroyed when tem peratureincreasesfurther.Them echa-

nism forthedestruction ofthequantized plateausby the

�nite tem perature is energy averaging.12 Secondly,the

tine plateau and the dip near0:7(2G 0)are destroyed by

energy averaging before the integer plateaus disappear.

Howeverthe 0:7 structure observed by Thom asetal. is

stillobservableeven ata tem perature when allthe inte-

gerquantized plateausdisappear.14 Thisobviousdi�er-

enttem perature e�ecton the quantization conductance

suggeststhatthe0:7 structureshould notstem from the

SO -interaction. Finally, the quantized plateaus disap-

pear at kB T � 0:1 for �0 = 0:005,while the plateaus

is stillobvious at this tem perature for �0 = 0:01 (the

plateau disappearsatahighertem peraturekB T � 0:12).
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FIG .4. The conductance G versus V0 at �nite tem pera-

tures for di�erent SO -interactions: (a) �
0
= 0:005,with the

insetshowing an enlargem entofthe curve around the arrow;

(b)�
0
= 0:01.O therparam etersare E f = 1:21,!y = 3!x.

B .T he e�ects ofm agnetic �elds

W enow discussthee�ectofa perpendicularm agnetic

�eld on theconductancequantization:theZeem an e�ect

and thePeierlsphasefactor.In m anytheoreticalcalcula-

tions,theZeem an e�ectisusually ignored forsim plicity.

Hereweconsiderboth thePeierlsphaseand theZeem an

e�ect.Figures.5(a)and(b)show the�eld-dependentcon-

ductanceasafunction ofV0 for�
0= 0;0:01,respectively.

From Fig.5,oneofthecharacteristicfeaturesofQ PC’sin

am agnetic�eld isthatconductancestepsbegin toappear

at odd integer m ultiples ofG 0 at � � 0:09,due to the

lifting ofthe spin degeneracy by the Zeem an e�ect.An-

otherfeatureisthatthewidth oftheplateausiswidened

when com pared to the � = 0 case. O n the otherhand,

the num berofe�ective subbandsisdecreased when the

m agnetic �eld isapplied,and actually itisproportional

to 1=�.12 M oreover,�gure 5(b) shows that the oscilla-

tion aswellasthesharp dipsaredestroyed athigh �elds.

Thus the quality ofthe quantization is im proved when

the m agnetic �eld isapplied.Certainly,the e�ectofthe

SO -interaction issuppressed by a high m agnetic�eld.
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Fig.5     Zhu et al., J. Appl. Phys.
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FIG .5. The conductance G versus V0 in the presence of

m agnetic�eld.(a)�
0
= 0;kB T = 0;(b)�

0
= 0:01;kB T = 0.

O therparam etersare E f = 1:21,!y = 3!x.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N S A N D D ISC U SSIO N S

The SO -interaction is equivalent to a m om entum -

dependent e�ective m agnetic �eld.1;3;4 However, com -

paring with a genuine m agnetic �eld,there exist som e

essentialdi�erences in the energy spectra of electrons

induced by an e�ective �eld or a genuine �eld,7 which

induceseveralsigni�cantdi�erente�ectson theconduc-

tance. Firstly,spin split energy � induced by the SO -

interaction atjki = 0jiszero,whilethespectrum induced

by a genuine �eld isdeterm ined by the nonzero Zeem an

energy g�B z. This is the reason why the conductance

steps do not appear at odd integer m ultiples ofG 0 in

the presence ofSO -interaction but zero m agnetic �eld,

noting theappearanceofthiskind ofquantized plateaus

is the essentialfeature induced by a genuine �eld. Sec-

ondly,in thepresenceofSO coupling,thereexistbum ps

( a nonm onotonic portion) in the spectrum as a func-

tion oftransverse m om entum ,while the spectrum is a

m onotonousfunction ofthe m om entum in the presence

ofa genuinem agnetic�eld.Therefore,the re
ectionsat

thescattering region in thepresenceofSO coupling m ay

induce by the negative velocity for k > 0.12 It provides

usanotherunderstandingofthetransm issionoscillations.

Finally,theSO -interaction can rem ovethespin degener-

acy in the band structurebutcould notlead to an over-

allspin polarization.7 Consequently,the 0:7 structure is

unlikely induced by the SO -interaction. O n the other

hand,the resultsaddressed in the presence ofm agnetic

�eld m ay be restricted within weak �eld since the non-

interacting electron m odelused in the recursive G reen’s

function isinvalid in a very strong m agnetic�eld.

W e are now concerned with the possible experim en-

tal test of the above SO -induced properties. In unit

5



oft,�0 = m ��a=�h
2
,which is estim ated to be (0:54 �

5:4)� 10�3 for som e typicalsem iconductors [here we

choose the param eters of InAs, where a � 0:608 nm ,

� � (1:0 � 10:0)� 10�10 ev cm ,and m � � 0:067 m e

with m e asthe m assofa free electron.
10]. Thusthe os-

cillationsinduced by SO couplingm ay beexperim entally

observable,depending crucially on the value of�0.

Finally,we wish to m ake a few rem arks on why the

SO -induced e�ects on the quantized conductance have

notbeen observed in experim entsso far.Firstly,the ex-

perim entalobservation on the SO -induced phenom enon

would crucially depend on thevalueof�0,but�0in som e

typicalsem iconductor system s m ay be relatively sm all

based on the above estim ation. Thusitishelpfulto in-

crease the coupling coe�cient in experim ents. As indi-

cated by Heida et al.,10 two m ethods m ay be used to

increasethecoe�cient� in m esoscopicexperim ents:one

isto increase the electron density ns in Q PC since � is

proportionalto ns;and theotheristo vary thegatebias

which controlsthe m agnitude ofthe SO -interaction.O n

the otherhand,a largere�ectivem assofchargecarriers

would also behelpfulforobservingtheSO -induced oscil-

lationsin experim ents.Secondly,theSO coupling in the

leadshasbeen neglected in the presentstudy. Thisap-

proxim ation m ay enhancetheoscillationsobserved above

although theRashba SO coupling in Q PC islargerthan

thatin theleads.26 Itisextrem ely di�cultto includethe

SO coupling in the leads using the present m ethod be-

causetheanalyticalwavefunction in theleadsshould be

given;whileitappearsto beunsolvablein theleadswith

theSO coupling .Nevertheless,with theadvancem entof

nanotechnology,it is possible to fabricate a m esoscopic

structurewheretheSO coupling isim portantonly in the

Q PC (i.e.,negligible in the two leads).In such system s,

itcould be easierto observethe SO -induced e�ectspre-

dicted here.

In conclusion,wehavegeneralized a recursiveG reen’s

function approach to calculate num erically the spin-

dependent conductance in m esoscopic structures in the

presence ofSO -interaction and m agnetic �eld. The ef-

fect ofSO -interaction on the conductance ofa Q PC is

studied in detail.Som einterestingoscillationsin conduc-

tanceinduced by theSO -interaction havebeen observed

num erically,which m ay be tested by future m esoscopic

experim ents.
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A P P EN D IX A :

In theappendix wepresenttherecursiveG reen’sfunc-

tion approach to calculate the spin-dependenttransm is-

sion t��
0

lj . The electron wave functions in the strip n of

the leads can be expressed as a linear com bination of

eigenfunctions ofa straight in�nite lead at a given en-

ergy E . Ifthe incident electron from the left lead is in

the (l;�)channelwith land � asthe subband and spin

indices,the scattering statesarerepresented as

jn)left = e
ikln�kl� +

X

j�0

r
��

0

lj e
�ik jn�kj�0; (A1)

jn)right =
X

j�0

t
��

0

lj e
ikjn�kj�0; (A2)

wheret
�;�

0

lj
(r

�;�
0

lj
)isthe transm ission (re
ection)am pli-

tudesforthe incidentchannel(l;�)and out-going chan-

nel (j;�0), and the wave functions �kj� are given by

�kj� = �kj 
 �(�z)with

�kj =

r
2

M + 1
(sin

�j

M + 1
;� � � ;sin

�jm

M + 1
;� � � ;sin

�jM

M + 1
)Tr;

and

�(+ )=

�
1

0

�

; �(� )=

�
0

1

�

:

Herethesign Tr denotesthetransposition ofm atrix.The

num berofopen channelsand the value ofkj are deter-

m ined by theFerm ienergy from theenergy dispersion in

idealleads

E = 4t� 2t(coskj + cos
�j

M + 1
):

O nly ifkj isrealdowehaveapropagatingstate;wehave

an evanescentstatewhen kj isim aginary.Allrealkj’sare

positive,because we have already considered separately

the statespropagating to the right(incident and trans-

m itted wave) or to the left (re
ected wave). Following

the recursiveG reen’sfunction technique,we�nd

t
��

0

lj =

q

vj=vl�
+

kj�
0G N + 1;0�(�)� kl�e

�ik jL x ; (A3)

where

vj =
1

�h

@E

@kj
;

�(�)= � 2it

MX

l= 1

sinkl[Q l
 �(�z)];

with

(Q l)pp0 =
2

M + 1
sin

l�p

M + 1
sin

l�p0

M + 1
;(p;p0= 1;� � � ;M );
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�(+ )=

�
1 0

0 0

�

; �(� )=

�
0 0

0 1

�

:

The set ofvectors �
+

kj�
0 are the duals ofthe set �kl�,

de�ned by �
+

kj�
0�kl� = �jl��0�. G N + 1;0 is the retarded

G reen’s function for the scattering region between two

idealleads,which can be obtained by a setofrecursion

form ulasin a m atrix form ,24

G n0+ 1;0 = g
n
0
+ 1
H n0+ 1;n0G n0;0; (0 � n

0
� N ) (A4)

g
n
0
+ 1 = [E � eH n0+ 1 � �n

0

]�1 ; (A5)

(�n
0

)pp0 = e
i2�(p�p

0
)�
V
+

x (gn
0

)pp0Vx; (p;p0= 1;� � � ;M ) (A6)

byiteration startingform g0 = G 0;0 = (E � eH 0)
�1 ,where

eH 0 = H 0 � tF (�in), eH l = H l (1 � l � N ), eH N + 1 =

H N + 1 � tF (�out)with �in (�out)asthespin stateofthe

incident(outgoing)electrons,and

F (�)=

MX

j= 1

e
ikj[Q j 
 �(�z)]; (A7)

It is worth pointing out that each elem ent of G reen’s

function in the above recursion form ula is given by a

quaternion num berin thepresenceoftheSO -interaction

orthe Zeem an e�ect.25 In the num ericalcalculationsof

G N + 1;0 and �(�)in Eq.(A3),wehaveused explicitly the

m ultiplication tableforquaternion num ber.
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