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Thepresenceofspin{orbitcoupling a�ectsthespontaneously owing persistentcurrentsin m eso-

scopic conducting rings. Here we analyze their dependence on m agnetic ux with em phasis on

identifying possibilities to prove the presence and extract the strength ofRashba spin splitting in

low{dim ensionalsystem s. E�ects ofdisorder and m ixing between quasi{onedim ensionalring sub-

bandsareconsidered.Thespin-orbitcoupling strength can beinferred from thevaluesofux where

sign changesoccurin thepersistentchargecurrent.Asan im portantconsequenceofthepresenceof

spin splitting,we identify a nontrivialpersistentspin currentthatisnotsim ply proportionalto the

charge current. The di�erentux dependencesofpersistentcharge and spin currentsare a unique

signature ofspin{orbitcoupling a�ecting the electronic structure ofthe ring.

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

The interplay between spin-orbit (SO ) coupling and

quantum con�nem entin sem iconductorheterostructures

has recently attracted greatinterest. Itprovidesa use-

ful tool to m anipulate the spin degree of freedom of

electrons by coupling to their orbitalm otion,and vice

versa. As a result, spin-orbit coupling has becom e

one ofthe key ingredients for phase-coherent spintron-

ics applications.1,2 Various sources of broken inversion

sym m etry give rise to intrinsic (zero{�eld) spin split-

ting in sem iconductor heterostructures.3 W e focus here

on the one induced by structuralinversion asym m etry,

i.e.,theRashbae�ect.4 Itistypically im portantin sm all-

gap zinc{blende{type sem iconductorsand can be tuned

by externalgatevoltages.5,6,7

M any proposalshavebeen putforward recently forde-

vices based on spin-dependent transport e�ects due to

theRashbaSO couplingin low-dim ensionalsystem s.8 To

explore possibilities for their realization,it is desirable

to have a reliable way to determ ine experim entally the

strength � oftheRashbaSO coupling.Transportexperi-

m entshavebeen perform ed in two-dim ensional(2D)elec-

tron system s,and � wasextracted from beating patterns

in the Shubnikov-de Haasoscillations5,6,7 aswellasthe

SO relaxation tim e obtained from weak{antilocalization

behavior in the resistance.9 The only previous experi-

m entalstudiesofSO coupling in quasi{1D system shave

m easured transportthrough m esoscopicrings.10,11 Beat-

ing patternsin the Aharonov-Bohm (AB)oscillationsof

the ring’sconductance are expected to arise from quan-

tum phases12,13,14,15 induced by thepresenceofSO cou-

pling.

In practice,itturnsout,16 however,thatthesignature

ofthe Rashba e�ect in AB oscillations can be m asked

by features arising due to the ring’s nonidealcoupling

to externalleads. As an alternative, we explore here

the possibility to obtain a directm easure ofthe Rashba

SO coupling strength from thepersistentcurrent17,18 in-

duced by a m agneticux perpendicularto thering.This

approach would havetheadvantageofcircum ventingen-

tirely any problem sarising from contacting the ring.

There is a vast literature of

theoretical17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25 and experim ental26,27,28

studieson persistentcurrents.From thetheoreticalpoint

ofview,the e�ect ofSO coupling on the Fouriertrans-

form ofobservableshasbeen addressed in Refs.22,23,24.

M easurem entsofthepersistentchargecurrenthavebeen

perform ed both in an ensem ble ofm etallic rings26 and

on single isolated rings realized in nanostructured 2D

electron system s.27,28 So far, persistent currents have

notyetbeen studied in ringswhere the Rashba e�ectis

likely to be im portant.From ourstudy,we �nd features

in the ux dependence ofthe persistent charge current

thatallow fora directquantitative determ ination ofthe

Rashba SO coupling strength.W ediscusshow averaging

overringswith di�erentnum bersofparticlesand m ixing

between di�erent 1D subbands a�ects these features.

An unam biguous signature ofSO coupling is obtained

from a com parison ofthe persistent spin current with

the persistent charge current. In the absence of SO

coupling,the persistentspin currentis�nite only foran

odd num ber ofparticlesin the ring and is proportional

to the persistentchargecurrent.W ith SO coupling,the

persistentspin currentis�nite also foran even electron

num ber.Foran odd num berofelectronsin thering,the

persistent spin current is sizeable only for sm allvalues

oftheSO coupling strength.Theux dependenceofthe

persistent spin current is generally strikingly di�erent

from thatofthechargecurrent.O bservability oftheper-

sistentspin currentby itsinduced electric �eld29,30,31,32

should enable the unam biguous identi�cation of SO

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0305310v1


2

e�ectsin low{dim ensionalm esoscopicrings.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II,we

write down and discuss the m odelHam iltonian used to

describe the ring. Electronic properties and persistent

currentsofapurely1D ringarecom puted in thefollowing

Sec.III. Section IV is devoted to the e�ect ofhigher

radialsubbands.Conclusionsarepresented in Sec.V.

II. M O D EL O F A M ESO SC O P IC R IN G W IT H

R A SH B A SP IN {O R B IT C O U P LIN G

Forcom pletenessand to introducenotation used later

in ourwork,weoutlineherebriey thederivation ofthe

Ham iltonian describing the m otion ofan electron in a

realistic quasi{1D ring.33 W e consider 2D electrons in

the xy plane thatare furthercon�ned to m ove in a ring
by a radialpotentialVc(r).The electronsaresubjectto
the Rashba SO coupling,which reads

H so =
�

�h

�

�x (~p� e~A)y � �y (~p� e~A)x
�

: (1)

Here ~A is the vector potentialofan externalm agnetic

�eld applied in the z direction.The coupling strength �
de�nesthe spin-precession length lso = ��h2=(m �). The
fullsingle-electron Ham iltonian reads

H =
(~p� e~A)2x + (~p� e~A)2y

2m
+ Vc(r)+ H so + �h!z�z;

(2)

where the Zeem an splitting from the externalm agnetic

�eld is included as the last term . Due to the circular

sym m etry ofthe problem , it is naturalto rewrite the

Ham iltonian in polarcoordinates:33

H = �
�h2

2m

"
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+
1

r

@

@r
�

1

r2

�

i
@

@’
+

�

�0

� 2
#

+ Vc(r)

�
�

r
�r

�

i
@

@’
+

�

�0

�
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@r
+ �h!z�z; (3)

where � is the m agnetic ux threading the ring, � 0

the ux quantum , �r = cos’ �x + sin’ �y and �’ =

� sin’ �x + cos’ �y. In the case of a thin ring, i.e.,

when the radius a ofthe ring is m uch larger than the

radialwidth of the wave function, it is convenient to

project the Ham iltonian on the eigenstates of H 0 =

� �h
2

2m

h
@
2

@r2
+ 1

r

@

@r

i

+ Vc(r). To be speci�c, we use a

parabolicradialcon�ning potential,

Vc(r)=
1

2
m !2(r� a)2 ; (4)

forwhich the radialwidth ofthe wave function isgiven

by l! =
p
�h=m !.In the following,we assum e l!=a � 1

and neglectcontributionsoforderl!=a.In thislim it,H 0

reducesto

H 0 = �
�h2

2m

�
@2

@r2

�

+
1

2
m !2(r� a)2 : (5)
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FIG .1: Schem atic illustration ofthe spin texture exhibited

by the eigenstatesofthe idealone-dim ensionalring.

W e now calculate m atrix elem ents ofthe Ham iltonian

Eq.(3)in thebasisofeigenfunctionsofEq.(5)thatcor-

respond toquasi{1D radialsubbands,labeled hereby the

quantum num ber n. The diagonalm atrix elem ents are

given by

H n;n =
�h2

2m a2

�

i
@

@’
+

�

�0

� 2

�
�

a
�r

�

i
@

@’
+

�

�0

�

� i
�

2a
�’ + �h!z�z + �h!(n +

1

2
) : (6)

The only nonvanishing o�diagonalm atrix elem ents are

thosecoupling adjacentradialsubbands:

H n;n+ 1 = H y

n+ 1;n = i�’

r
n + 1

2

�

l!
: (7)

III. P R O P ER T IES O F ID EA L 1D R IN G S

The ideal1D lim it for a m esoscopic ring is realized

when only thelowestradialsubband isoccupied by elec-

tronsand allrelevantenergy scalesas,e.g.,tem perature,

voltage,and disorderbroadening are sm allenough such

thatinterband excitationscan be neglected. In the fol-

lowing Section,we focus on this situation that can be

realized in recently fabricated ring structures.34,35,36

A . Energy spectrum of1D ring w ith im purity

Straightforward algebra yields the eigenenergies of

H 0;0 which areusually labeled by an integernum berq:

E q;� = �h!a

�

q�
�

�0

+
1

2
�

1

2cos�q

� 2

+
�h!a
4

�

1�
1

cos2 �q

�

�
�h!z
cos�q

: (8)

Here we have introduced the frequency !a = �h=(2m a2)
and om itted the constantenergy shiftofthe radialsub-

band bottom . The eigenvectors corresponding to the
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FIG .2: Single-particle energy spectrum ofan ideal1D ring

with a m odeldelta{barrierim purity.Param etersare cos� =

2=5,and A = 0:1. Energy levels for states corresponding to

spin-up (solid line)and spin-down (dashed line)in the local-

spin-fram e basisare shifted,in ux direction,by 1=cos�.

eigenenergiesgiven in Eq.(8)are

	 q;� = ei(q+
1

2
)’�q;� ; (9)

with the spinors

�q;+ =

 

cos(
�q

2
)e� i

1

2
’

sin(
�q

2
)ei

1

2
’

!

; (10a)

�q;� =

 

� sin(
�q

2
)e� i

1

2
’

cos(
�q

2
)ei

1

2
’

!

: (10b)

The angle�q isgiven by13

tan(�q)= �

�

a
(q� �

� 0

+ 1

2
)

�h!a(q�
�

� 0

+ 1

2
)� �h!z

: (11)

Thespinors�q;� arethe eigenstatesoftheoperator

��q = �z cos�q + �r sin�q ; (12)

and constituteabasisin spin spacewith space-dependent

quantization direction,asshown in Fig.1.W e willrefer

to this ’-dependent spin basis as the localspin fram e.

�q is the angle between the localquantization axis and

thedirection perpendicularto the ring (z axis).Thetilt
angle described by Eq.(11)becom esindependentofthe

quantum num berqwhen theZeem an energyisnegligible,

i.e.,when

�
�
��h!a(q� �

� 0

+ 1

2
)

�
�
�� �h!z.Fortypicalrealiza-

tions ofm esoscopic rings with m any electrons present,

statescontributing im portantly to thepersistentcurrent

ful�llthisrequirem ent.Therefore,in thefollowing,wefo-

cusexclusively on thelim itwhereZeem an splitting van-

ishesand �q ! � = lim!z! 0 �q.Then alleigenstateshave
thesam elocalspin fram e,to which wecan transform us-

ing the SU(2)m atrix

U =

�
e� i’=2 cos�

2
� e� i’=2 sin �

2

ei’=2 sin �

2
ei’=2 cos�

2

�

: (13)

ThisyieldsH 1D � Uy (H 0;0 � �h!=2)
!z= 0

U where

H 1D = �h!a

�

� i
@

@’
�

�

�0

�
1

2cos�
�z

� 2

+
�h!a
4
(1�

1

cos2 �
) : (14)

Here cos� param eterizes the strength of the SO cou-

pling.Theeigenstatesin thelocalspin fram earesim ply

ei(q+
1

2
)’j� i,wherej� idenotetheeigenspinorsof�z,and

the eigenenergiesare given by Eq.(8)with �q ! � and

!z = 0. Note that the orbitalpart ofthe eigenstates

obeys antiperiodic boundary conditions to com pensate

forthe antiperiodicity ofthe spinorsofEq.(10).

Todiscussthee�ectofanonm agneticim purity,weex-

ploittheform alanalogy between a ringwith an im purity

and a 1D periodicpotential.17 Thelatterisdescribed by

a K ronig{Penney m odel,37 with the m agnetic ux play-

ing the role ofthe quasim om entum ofthe 1D crystal.

Theim purity ism odeled by itsenergy{dependenttrans-

m ission am plitude t= jtjexp(i�). The energy spectrum
forthe electronswith spin j� i can now be obtained by

solving the transcendentalsecularequation

jtjcos

�

2�

�
�

�0

�
1

2cos(�)

��

= � cos(2��� + �); (15)

com plem ented by the relation

E � = �h!a

�

�2� +
1

4
(1�

1

cos2 �
)

�

: (16)

In general,the secular equation (15) cannot be solved

analyticallyforarbitrarytransm issionfunction t.Tosim -
plify theproblem ,wewillnow assum ethattheim purity

isadelta-function barrierV0�(’).Thetransm ission coef-
�cientfora stateexp(i�’)j� iist= 2�=[2�+ iV0=(�h!a)].
ForstatesclosetotheFerm ilevel,Eq.(15)can bewritten

as

cos

�

2�
��

�0

�

= cos(2��� )+ sign(�� )A sin(2��� );

(17)

with a constant A = V0=(�h!aN ),where N is the total

num berofelectrons.W e also de�ned the e�ective uxes

�� = �+ � 0

�
1

2
�

1

2cos(�)

�

: (18)

Equation (17) with constant A would be exact for a

barrierwith energy-independenttransm ission am plitude

t= [1� iA sign(�)]=(A2 + 1).Theapproxim ated secular

equation (17)hasthe solution
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�q;� = q+
1

2�
arcos

2

6
6
4

cos(2�� �

� 0

)� sign(q)

r

A 2

�

sin
2
(2�� �

� 0

)+ A 2

�

1+ A 2

3

7
7
5 : (19)

Equation (19) together with Eq.(16) yields the single-

particle energy spectrum for the ring with an idealized

im purity. Note that,in the representation ofthe local

spin fram e,the im purity problem m aps to that ofelec-

trons without SO coupling but with an e�ective spin{

dependentux22,23 given by Eq.(18).Thisisillustrated

in an exam plespectrum shown in Fig.2.

B . Persistent charge currents

Having calculated the single-particle electronic prop-

ertiesofthe ring,we proceed to evaluate the persistent

chargecurrent.Atzero tem perature,itisgiven by17

I = �
@E gs

@�
= �

X

i2occupied

@E i

@�
; (20)

whereE gs istheground stateenergy,and E i arethesin-

gleparticleeigenenergies.Hereistandsforasetofquan-
tum num bersused tolabelcorrespondingeigenstates,in-

cluding here the spin projection in the localspin fram e.

The second equality in Eq.(20)is valid only in the ab-

sence ofelectron-electron interactions,which we neglect

here. The zero-tem perature form ula applies when the

therm alenergy kB T issm allerthan theenergy di�erence

between thelastoccupied stateand the�rstunoccupied

one.In thefollowing,wewillalwaysconsiderthenum ber

N ofelectrons in the ring to be �xed,i.e.,work in the

canonicalensem ble.Thisisthe relevantsituation foran

isolated ring.

Forspinfulelectrons,the ux dependence ofthe per-

sistent charge current is distinctly di�erent for the fol-

lowing cases:19 i) N = 4N , ii) N = 4N + 2, and

iii) N = 2N + 1,where N denotes a positive integer.

W hen N is large enough,the persistent charge current

in unitsofI0 = �h!aN =�0 hasa universalbehaviorinde-

pendentofN .W estartdiscussingtheweak barrierlim it

(sm allA in ourm odel),shown in Fig.3. In the case i)

where N = 4N ,the num bersofspin-up and spin-down

electrons (spin projection in the localspin fram e!) are

both even,resulting in jum psofthepersistentcurrentat

�=� 0 = M + 1=2� 1=(2cos�),with M beinginteger.This

issim ply thesuperposition oftheeven{num berspinless{

electron persistent{current characteristics for each spin

direction,shifted in ux by � 1=(2cos�). Case ii) cor-

responds to an odd num ber ofspin-up and spin-down

electronsand exhibitsjum psofthepersistentchargecur-

rentat�=� 0 = M � 1=(2cos�),which isthe analogous

superposition ofthe appropriately ux{shifted spinless

odd-electron currentsforeach spin direction. Note that

thecaseN = 4N + 2 isobtained from theN = 4N case

sim ply by shifting ux by 1=2� 0. It is apparent that,

forboth casesi)and (ii),them inim um distancebetween

jum ps ofthe persistent charge current within the peri-

odic ux intervalisa m easure of1=cos� and,hence,of

the SO coupling strength. In contrast,forcase iii),i.e.,

an odd num ber ofelectrons in the ring,jum ps appear

at the sam e values ofux (�=� 0 = 0 and � 1=2) as in
theabsenceofspin{orbitcoupling.Theonly e�ectofSO

couplingturnsouttobeasuppression ofim purity round-

ing forthese jum ps. Thiscan be explained quite easily.

Inspection shows that,for �nite SO coupling,jum ps in

thepersistentchargecurrentin thecaseofan odd num -

berofelectronsare due to crossing oflevelswith oppo-

sitespin,whilethosein thecaseofeven electron num ber

arisefrom crossingsoflevelshaving the sam espin.Asa

spin-independentim purity cannotcouplelevelswith op-

posite spin,only the jum ps in the case ofeven electron

num ber get rounded because ofim purity-induced anti-

crossings.Foran odd num berofelectrons,jum psin the

persistentchargecurrentgetbroadened onlyby tem pera-

ture.Thee�ectofincreasing im purity (barrier)strength

can be seen com paring Fig.3 and Fig.4,wherethe per-

sistentchargecurrentisshown fordi�erentSO coupling

strengths,occupancy ofthe ring,and disorder.

M easurem ents are often perform ed on ensem bles of

m any rings.26 Them easured persistentchargecurrentis

then an averageoverdi�erentoccupation num bers,with

even and odd occupation occurringwith thesam eproba-

bility.Am ongcaseswith evenelectronnum bers,N = 4N
and 4N + 2 would also be equiprobable.An exam ple of

average persistentcharge currentis shown in Fig.5. It

exhibitsthe well{known period halving20,21 which m ust

occurirrespective ofthe presence ofSO coupling. M ost

im portantly,however,allthefeaturespresentforthesin-

gle ring and discussed above fordi�erentoccupancy are

stillvisible.Itshould thereforebepossibleto obtain the

RashbaSO coupling strength from a m easurem entofthe

ensem ble-averaged persistentchargecurrent.

C . Persistent spin currents

Aselectronscarry spin aswellascharge,theirm otion

givesrise also to a spin currentbesides the charge cur-

rent.Very often,thedi�erenceofchargecurrentscarried

by spin-up and spin-down electronsisidenti�ed with the
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FIG .3:Persistentchargecurrentvs.m agneticux forasetof

valuesforthespin-orbitcoupling strength.Thetotalnum ber

ofelectrons is set to 4N in panela),to 4N + 2 in panelb),

and to 2N + 1 in panelc) in the regim e oflarge-enough N

such thatthepersistentcurrentisuniversal.A dim ensionless

barrier strength of A = 0:1 was assum ed. The persistent

currentism easured in unitsofI0 = �h!aN =� 0.

spin current.W hilethisisappropriatein m any contexts,

ithasto bekeptin m ind12,32 thatthespin currentisac-

tually atensor.A particularcasewherethisfactm atters

isthe one to be considered here. Asthe electron veloc-

ity in the presence ofSO coupling turns out to be an

operatorin spin space,38 and eigenstatesforelectronsof

thering correspond to eigenspinorsofa spatially varying

spin m atrix [�� as de�ned in Eq.(12)],the proper ex-
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FIG .4:Sam easFig.3 butwith di�erentim purity param eter

A = 0:5. Note the rem aining sharpnessofjum psin the case

ofodd electron num bereven atthisratherlarge value ofA.

pression forthe spin currenthasto be derived carefully.

Afterpresenting detailsofthisderivation,weproceed to

show resultsforthe persistentspin currentsofelectrons

in a ring with Rashba SO coupling.

The operator ofthe � com ponent ofspin density in

real-spacerepresentation isgiven by s�(~r)= ��(~r0)�(~r�
~r0),with �� being the SU(2) spin m atrix whose eigen-

statesform thebasisforprojection ofspin in � direction.

In general,this projection direction can vary in space.

The equation ofm otion for the spin-density operatoris
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FIG .5: Average persistent charge current for an ensem ble

ofidenticalrings with di�erent electron num bers,shown as

function ofm agneticux fordi�erentvaluesofthespin-orbit

coupling strength. The im purity param eter is A = 0:1 in

panela) and A = 0:5 in panelb). The current unit is �I0 =

�h!a �N =� 0,where �N denotestheaveragenum berofelectrons.

given by the fam iliarHeisenberg form

d

dt
s�(~r)=

i

�h
[H ;s�(~r)] ; (21a)

=

�
d

dt
��(~r0)

�

�(~r� ~r0)� ~r ~r �

�

��(~r0)~v(~r)
�

:(21b)

Here ~r ~r denotesthegradientoperatoracting on theco-

ordinate~r,and~v(~r)istheelectronvelocityoperator.The
latterdi�ersfrom itsexpression ~v0 in the absenceofSO
couplingbyaspin{dependentterm :38 ~v = ~v0+ �(̂z� ~�)=�h.
Straightforward calculation for the case of spatially

constant �� and vanishing Zeem an splitting yields the

continuity equation

d

dt
s�(~r)+ ~r � ~|�(~r)=

2�

�h2
(̂� � (̂z� ~�))�

�

~p� e~A
�

;

(22a)

with the� com ponentofthespin-currenttensorgiven by

~|�(~r)= ~v(~r)�� : (22b)

W ehaveused thesym bolsẑ and �̂ to denoteunitvectors

in z and � direction,respectively.Note thatthe expres-

sion (22b)and the sourceterm on the r.h.s.ofEq.(22a)

havebeen written in theusualshorthand notation where

it is understood that the realpart has to be taken in

the expectation value.Asan exam ple,we �x � = z and
considerthecaseofelectronsm oving in thelowestquasi-

1D radialring subband. W e �nd,after transform ation

into the representation ofthe localspin fram e,for the

continuity equation (22a)the sim pleexpression

d

dt
sz(’)+

1

a

@

@’
j’z (’)= 2!a �y

�

i
@

@’
+

�

�0

�

tan� :

(23a)

Theonly nonvanising (’)com ponentofthespin current
turnsoutto be

j’z (’) =
�h

m a

��

� i
@

@’
�

�

�0
�

1

2cos�
�z

�

�z cos�

�

�

� i
@

@’
�

�

�0

�

�x sin�

�

: (23b)

Eigenstates on the ring which are labeled by quantum

num bersq and � carry a currentforthe z projection of

spin given by

I(q�)z =
1

2�a
hj’z (’)iq� = �

1

e

@E q;�

@�
� cos� ; (24)

which isjustthe charge currentm ultiplied by the m ag-

netization in z direction ofthe corresponding state.39

Asan im portantexam pleforthecurrentofa spatially

varying projection ofthem agnetization,weconsiderthe

case ofthe localspin fram e,i.e.,��(~r0) = ��(’). [See

Eq.(12).] Additionalterm s arising from derivatives of

�� w.r.t.polarangle’ appearin thecontinuity equation

fors�(~r).Aftertransform ation into thelocalspin fram e,
ithasthe extrem ely sim ple form

d

dt
s�(’)+

1

a

@

@’
j’
�
(’)= 0 ; (25a)

with the current

j’
�
(’)=

�h

m a

�

� i
@

@’
�

�

�0
�

1

2cos�
�z

�

�z : (25b)

The current ofm agnetization parallelto the quantiza-

tion axisin thelocalspin fram ecarried by eigenstatesis

thereforegiven by

I(q�)
�

= �
1

e

@E q;�

@�
� : (26)

Com parison with results from above yield the relation

I(q�)z = I(q�)
�

cos�,and we have derived also the related

oneI(q�)r = I(q�)
�

sin�.
W e now present results for the totalpersistent spin

currentI� =
P

q�
I(q�)
�

fortheprojection onto thequan-

tization axis ofthe localspin fram e. As shown above,
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-0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4
Φ/Φ0

-0.4

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4 I/I
0

eIθ/I
0

FIG .6: Persistent spin current for spin projection onto the

localspin fram e(dashed curve)and persistentchargecurrent

(solid curve)vs.m agneticux forthecasewith electron num -

ber4N + 2.Thebarrierstrength isA = 0:5,and cos� = 0:66.

The currentism easured in unitsofI0 = �h!aN =� 0.

spin currentsforcertain otherprojectionscan be easily

obtained from I�. The fact that ux dependences for

the persistent-current contributions from opposite-spin

eigenstates are shifted according to Eq.(18) results in

large spin currentsatcertain ux values. In particular,

this is realized when the currents carried by electrons

with oppositespin ow in oppositedirections.In Fig.6,

we show the persistentspin currentforan even num ber

ofelectrons. Forcom parison,the persistentcharge cur-

rentis plotted aswell. Both exhibitstrikingly di�erent

ux dependences. Note also that,in the absence ofSO

coupling, the persistent spin current vanishes for even

electron num ber in the ring. O nly the relative shift of

energy bandsin ux direction caused by SO coupling en-

-0.5 -0.25 0 0.25 0.5
Φ/Φ0

-0.1

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

eI
θ/Ι 0

FIG .7: Com parison ofpersistent spin currents for electron

num berequalto 4N + 2 (dashed curve)and 2N + 1 (dotted

curve). The barrier strength is A = 0:5, and cos� = 0:9

corresponding to a sm allspin-orbit coupling strength. The

m agnitudeofpersistentspin currentdecreasesrapidly forodd

electron num berascos� approaches0:66.

ablesa �nite persistentspin currentin thiscase.Foran

odd num ber ofelectrons,the persistent spin current is

�nite both with and without SO coupling present. W e

�nd itto besizable,however,only forsm allvaluesofSO

coupling strength. W e show a com parison ofeven and

odd electron num bercasesin Fig.7.

The persistentspin currentwould be a m ere theoreti-

calcuriosity ifno detectable e�ectofitcould be found.

Fortunately,thisisnotso.Recently,ithasbeen pointed

outby severalauthors29,30,31,32 thata spin current,be-

ingam agnetization current,givesrisetoan electric�eld.

Thisiseasilyprovedbym akingaLorenztransform tothe

restfram e ofspin.Forexam ple,the electrostaticpoten-

tialfora pointata distancez � a from theplaneofthe

ring on the verticalfrom the centerofthe ring is

�(z)�
�0
4�

g�B I� sin�
a

z2
; (27)

where�0 isthevacuum perm eability,g thegyrom agnetic
ratio,�B the Bohr m agneton,a the radius ofthe ring,

and � the tilt angle due to SO coupling. This result is

identicalwith the one derived in Ref.30 for the electric

�eld resultingfrom persistentspin currentsin Heisenberg

rings.

IV . EFFEC T O F M A N Y R A D IA L SU B B A N D S

In the previous section,we have analyzed the persis-

tent currentin a strictly 1D ring,i.e.,a ring with only

the lowest radialsubband occupied by electrons and a

su�ciently largesubband-energy splitting.W enow gen-

eralizethisdiscussion to thecasewherehighersubbands

areim portant.SO coupling introducescoupling between

neighboring radial subbands as described in Eq. (7).

M ore speci�cally, the Ham iltonian Eq.(7) couples ra-

dialsubbandswith oppositespin in thelocalspin fram e,

leading to non-parabolicity ofenergy dispersionsand to

-0.5 -0.25 0 0.25 0.5
Φ/Φ0

-0.2

-0.1

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

I 
/ I

0

cosθ=1
cosθ=0.66

FIG .8:Averagepersistentcurrentvs.m agneticuxforaring

with two occupied radialsubbands. The barrier strength is

A = 0:1.Theaverageisperform ed on an ensem blecontaining

ringswith occupancy ranging from 60 to 80 electrons.
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hybridization ofopposite-spin bands.Thephysicsin the

lim it ofstrong subband coupling is analogous to what

happens in a quantum wire with Rashba SO coupling;

thishasbeen discussed in Refs.40,41.Hereitissu�cient

to notice that H n;n+ 1 is negligible ifl!=lso � 1,i.e.,if

the radialwidth ofthe wave function is m uch sm aller

than the spin-precession length. This condition is ful-

�lled in realistic sam ples. Therefore,we neglect in the

following thecoupling term Eq.(7).Forthesakeofsim -

plicity we now consider only the two lowest subbands.

Furtherm ore we introduce a barrierin the sam e way as

in Section IIIA.Assum ing thatthebarrierdoesnotcou-

ple di�erentsubbands,and thatthe transm ission coe�-

cient is the sam e for both radialsubbands and is given

by t= [1� isign(�)A]=(A2 + 1),we �nd forthe energy

spectrum

E q;� ;n = �h!a

�

�2q;� +
1

4
(1�

1

cos2 �
)

�

+ �h!

�

n +
1

2

�

;

(28)

where n = 0;1 is the subband index,and �q;� is still

given by Eq.(19). In Fig.8,we show the average per-

sistent currentwith and without SO coupling. In com -

parison to thesingle-subband case,additional�nestruc-

tureappearsduetocrossingoflevelswith di�erentradial

quantum num bers. The jum ps arising from these extra

crossingsareverysharp duetothewaywem odelthebar-

rier,and occuratux valuesthatarestrongly dependent

on the ring occupancy. Allother features discussed for

the strictly 1D caseoccuratthe sam eux valuesforall

radialsubbands. Hence,upon averaging,the latter are

m agni�ed and the form er dem agni�ed,as it is evident

com paring Fig.8 with Fig.5 a. The dependence ofthe

averagepersistentcurrenton theSO couplingand barrier

strength isthesam easforthe1D case,hence,wedo not

show itagain forthe m any-subband case. The presence

ofm any radialsubbands, although it introduces som e

additional�ne structure,essentially yields,afteraverag-

ing overdi�erentelectron num bers,thesam eSO -related

featuresdiscussed in the purely 1D case.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have investigated the e�ect ofRashba spin-orbit

coupling on the persistentspin and charge currentscir-

clingin ballisticquasi-onedim ensionalrings.Theux de-

pendence ofpersistentcharge currentsexhibits features

thatallow foradirectm easurem entofthespin-orbitcou-

plingstrength.Thesefeaturessurviveaveragingoverdif-

ferent electron-num ber con�gurations as wellas the in-

clusion ofhigher subbands. The m ost striking e�ect of

spin-orbitcoupling discussed hereistheoccurrenceof�-

nite persistentspin currentsforeven electron num bers.

W e have carefully derived the correct generalform of

spin currentsin thepresenceofspin-orbitcoupling.The

possibility to m easure persistent spin currents via the

electric �eld generated by their transported m agnetiza-

tion should m akeitpossibleto unam biguously verify the

presence and m agnitude ofspin-orbit coupling,nam ely

by the di�erentux dependences ofpersistentspin and

chargecurrents.
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