arXiv:cond-mat/0305310v1 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 14 May 2003

P ersistent current in ballistic m esoscopic rings w ith R ashba spin-orbit coupling
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T he presence of spin {orbit coupling a ects the spontaneously ow ing persistent currents in m eso—

scopic conducting rings.

Here we analyze their dependence on m agnetic ux with em phasis on

dentifying possbilities to prove the presence and extract the strength of Rashba spin splitting in
Jow {din ensional system s. E ects of disorder and m ixing between quasi{onedin ensional ring sub-
bands are considered. T he spin-orbit coupling strength can be inferred from the valies of ux where
sign changes occur In the persistent charge current. A s an In portant consequence of the presence of
soin splitting, we identify a nontrivial persistent spin current that is not sim ply proportionalto the
charge current. The di erent ux dependences of persistent charge and spin currents are a unique
signature of spin{orbit coupling a ecting the electronic structure of the ring.

I. NTRODUCTION

The interplay between spin-orbi (SO ) coupling and
quantum con nem ent in sam iconductor heterostructures
has recently attracted great interest. It provides a use—
ful tool to m anjpulate the soin degree of freedom of
electrons by coupling to their orbital m otion, and vice
versa. As a resul, spin-orbi coupling has becom e
one of the key ipgredients for phase-coherent spintron-
ics applications®? Various sources of broken inversion
symm etry give rise to intrinsic (zero{ ,eld) spin split-
ting In sam iconductor heterostructurese W e focus here
on the one induced by structural Inversion asymm etry,
ie., theRashbae ect? I istypically in portant n sm al-
gap zinc{blende{type sam igonductors and can be tuned
by extemal gate voltages 24!

M any proposals have been put forw ard recently for de—
vices based on spin-dependent transport e ects dug to
the R ashba SO coupling in Jlow -din ensionalsystem s To
explore possbilities for their realization, it is desirable
to have a reliable way to determ ine experin entally the
strength oftheRashba SO coupling. Transport experi-
m ents have been perform ed in tw o-din ensional (2D ) elec—
tron system s, and  was extracted from heating pattems
in the Shubnikov-de H aas oscillation®# as well as the
SO relaxation tin e obtajnelql from weak {antilocalization
behavior in the resistance? The only previous experi-
m ental studies 0£ SO coupling in quasi{1D system s have
m easured transport through m esoscopic rings29L% Beat—
ing pattems in the Aharonov-Bohm @AB) oscillations of
the ring’s gonductance are expected to arise from quan-—
tum phase&é'ﬁ“'u induced by the presence of SO cou—
pling. -

Tn practice, i tums out.t4 however, that the signature
of the Rashba e ect in AB oscillations can be m asked
by features arising due to the ring’s nonideal coupling

to extermal leads. As an altemative, we explore here
the possibility to obtain a direct m easure of the Rashba
SO coupling strength from the persistent current? 28 in
duced by am agnetic ux perpendicular to the ring. This
approach would have the advantage of circum venting en—
tirely any problem s arising from contacting the ring.

There ,_‘LS- - _a_,_,_yast literature , -, - @f
studieson peJ:SJsl:ent currents. From the theoreticalpoint
of view , the e ect of SO coupling on the Fourier trans—
form of observables has been addressed in Refs24,2324.
M easurem ents of the persistent charge current have been
perform ed both in an ensemble of m etallic ring$4 and
on single isolateqd -J;:lngs realized In nanostructured 2D

electron system s2329 So far, persistent currents have
not yet been studied in rings where the Rashba e ect is
likely to be in portant. From our study, we nd features
In the ux dependence of the persistent charge current
that allow for a direct quantitative determm nation of the
Rashba SO coupling strength. W e discusshow averaging
over rings w ith di erent num bers of particles and m ixing
between di erent 1D subbands a ects these features.
An unam biguous signature of SO coupling is obtained
from a com parison of the persistent spin current with
the persistent charge current. In the absence of SO

coupling, the persistent spin current is nite only for an
odd num ber of particles in the ring and is proportional
to the persistent charge current. W ith SO ocoupling, the
persistent soin current is nite also for an even electron
num ber. For an odd num ber of electrons in the ring, the
persistent spin current is sizeable only for an all values
ofthe SO coupling strength. The ux dependence ofthe
persistent soin current is generally strikingly di erent
from that ofthe charge current. O bservability ofthe,pqr
sistent spin current by its induced electric eld29898%22
should enable the unambiguous identi cation of SO
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e ects In low {din ensionalm esoscopic rings.

T he paper is organized as follows. In Section IT, we
w rite down and discuss the m odel H am iltonian used to
describe the ring. E lectronic properties and persistent
currentsofa purely 1D ring are com puted In the ©llow ing
Sec. -'g]_i Section :_1\[: is devoted to the e ect of higher
radial subbands. C onclisions are presented In Sec.:y-:.

II. MODELOF A MESOSCOPIC RING W ITH
RASHBA SPIN {ORBIT COUPLING

For com pleteness and to Introduce notation used later
In our work, we outline here brie y the derivation of the
Ham iltonian describing,the m otion of an elctron in a
realistic quasi{1D ring®} W e consider 2D elkctrons in
the xy plane that are further con ned to m ove in a ring
by a radialpotential V¢ (r). T he electrons are sub gct to
the Rashba SO coupling, which reads

HSO= —

n x @ &y

vy E)x @)

Here K is the vector potential of an external m agnetic
eld applied in the z direction. T he coupling strength

de nes the spinprecession length 1, = h2=(m ). The
full sngleelectron H am iltonian reads
© &N+ &)
H = + Ve@)+ Hg + h!y 45
2m
@)

where the Zeem an splitting from the extemalm agnetic

eld is included as the last tem . Due to the circular
symm etry of the problem , i is patural to rew rite the
Ham iltonian in polar coordinates8?
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where  is the magnetic ux threading the ring, o
the ux quantum, , = cos’ y+ sn’ , and . =

sin’ yx + cos’ . In the case of a thin ring, ie.,
when the radius a of the ring is much larger than the
radial w idth of the wave finction, it is convenient to
proppt the Hamiltonian on the eigenstates of Ho =
h®  e? 1@

Bt + Ter T Vo). To be specic, we use a
parabolic radial con ning potential,
1 2
Ve () = Em! r af ; 4)
for whidch the radialw idth of the wave function is given
byl = h=m!.In the Pllowing, we assume 1 =a 1

and neglect contributions oforder 1, =a. In this 1im it, H ¢
reduces to

+m!?@ af : )
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FIG . 1: Schem atic illustration of the spin texture exhibited
by the eigenstates of the ideal one-dim ensional ring.

W e now calculate m atrix elem ents of the Ham iltonian
Eqg. (-';:') in the basis of eigenfunctions ofEq. Q'_ﬂ) that cor-
respond to quasi{1D radialsubbands, labeled here by the
quantum number n. The diagonalm atrix elem ents are
given by

h? 2
Hppm = —— i—+ — -, i+ —
nm 2m a? @’ 0 a " e’ 0
1
i— + + h! +h!@+ =) : 6
o z z n 2) (6)

The only nonvanishing o diagonalm atrix elem ents are
those coupling ad peent radial subbands:
r

R _ s
Home1=Ho, 0= 1"

III. PROPERTIES OF IDEAL 1D RING S

The ideal 1D lim i for a m esoscopic ring is realized
when only the lowest radial subband is occupied by elec—
trons and all relevant energy scales as, eg., tam perature,
volage, and disorder broadening are an all enough such
that interband excitations can be neglected. In the -
low ing Section, we focus on this situation that-can be
realized in recently fbricated ring structures$48%84

A . Energy spectrum of 1D ring w ith im purity

Straightforward algebra yields the eigenenergies of
H ;0 which are usually Jabeled by an integer num ber g:

2

E, = h! o1 !
el a4 0 2 2cos g
h!, 1 hil,
+ 1 : @8)
4 wg 4 s g

Here we have introduced the frequency !, = h=(m a?)
and om itted the constant energy shift of the radial sub-
band bottom . The eigenvectors corresponding to the
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FIG . 2: Singleparticlke energy spectrum of an ideal 1D ring
w ith a m odel delta{barrier in purity. P aram eters are cos =
2=5, and A = 0:. Energy levels for states corresponding to
soin-up (solid line) and spin-down (dashed line) in the local-
soin—fram e basis are shifted, in ux direction, by 1=cos .

eigenenergies given n Eq. (' l) are

w ith the spinors

cos(-L)e 7
qit = . (2 ) e 7 (loa)
sin (7 )e™
!
q ils
w = sin (7”1,2 : (10b)
cos(5)e'z

The angle  is given byl
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The spinors 4; are the eigenstates of the operator

= ,08 gt s 4q ; 12)

q

and constitute a basis in spin space w ith space-dependent
quantization direction, as shown in FJg:}' W e will refer
to this ' -dependent soin basis as the local spin fram e.
q Is the angle between the local quantization axis and
the direction perpendicular to the ring (z axis). T he tilt
angle descrbed by Eqg. I;LZ_L:) becom es Independent of the
quantum num ber gw hen the Zeam an energy isnegligble,
—+ 1) h!,. For typical realiza—
tions of m esoscopic rings w ith m any electrons present,
states contributing in portantly to the persistent current
ful Nthis requirem ent. T herefore, in the f©llow ing, we fo—
cus exclusively on the Ilin i where Zeem an splitting van—
ishesand 4! = Iim,,, ¢ . Then alleigenstateshave
the sam e local spin fram e, to which we can transform us—
ng the SU (2) m atrix

ie,when h!, (@

i =2 i =2
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Here cos param eterizes the strength of the SO cou-
pling. T he eigenstates in the local spin fram e are sin ply
€@ )" 4§ i,wherej idenotetheeigenspinorsof,,and
the eigenenergies are given by Eq. {g) with 4! and
!, = 0. Note that the orbial part of the eigenstates
obeys antiperiodic boundary conditions to com pensate
fr the antiperiodicity of the spinors of Eq. (10).

To discuss the e ect ofa nonm agnetic in purity, we ex—
ploit the form alanalogy betyeen a ring w ith an in purity
and a 1D periodic potential?’ The Jatter is described by
a K ronig{P enney m odel®’ w ith the m agnetic ux play—
Ing the role of the quasim om entum of the 1D crystal
T he In puriy ism odeled by is energy {dependent trans—
m ission am plitude t= Fjexp (1 ). T he energy spectrum
for the electrons with soin j i can now be obtained by
solving the transcendental secular equation

1
fjos 2 — ——— =

2 ; @
- Zoos( ) oS + ); @5

com plem ented by the relation

1

E =h!, 2+E(1 —
4 cos?

) 1e)

In general, the secular equation @5) cannot be solred
analytically forarbitrary tranam ission function t. To sin -
plify the problem , we w illnow assum e that the in purity
isa delta—function barriervy (* ). T he tranan ission coef-

clent ora stateexp @ ' )j iist= 2 =R + {N=h'!a)].
Forstatesclose to theFem ilevel, Eq. ('_15) can be w ritten
as

ws 2 — = cos2
0

)+ sign( A sin @ )i

a7

wih a constant A = Vg=h!,N ), where N is the total
num ber of electrons. W e also de ned the e ective uxes

= + ! ! : 18)
® 2 2cos()

E quation @-]‘) with constant A would be exact for a
barrier w ith energy-independent tranam ission am plitude
t= [l 1A sign( )E@?+ 1). The approxin ated secular
equation C_l-j) has the solution
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E quation C_l-S_i ) together w ith Eqg. {_ig'i) yields the single-
particle energy soectrum for the ring w ith an idealized
In purity. Note that, in the representation of the local
soin fram e, the in purity problem m aps to that of elec—
trons w ithout ,8Q- coupling but wih an e ective spin{
dependent us2ded given by Eq. {18). This is illustrated
In an exam ple spectrum shown in Fig. .'_2

B . Persistent charge currents

Having calculated the singleparticle electronic prop—

erties of the ring, we proceed to evaluate the persistent

charge current. At zero tem perature, it is given by?l

1o %Bos _ X @Ei;
@

@0)

i2 occupied

where E 4 is the ground state energy, and E ; are the sin—
gl particlk eigenenergies. Here i stands fora set ofquan—
tum num bersused to Iabel corresponding eigenstates, in—
cluding here the spin profction In the local spin fram e.

The second equality In Eqg. 220 is valid only in the ab-
sence of electron-electron interactions, which we neglect
here. The zero-tem perature form ula applies when the
them alenergy kg T is am aller than the energy di erence
betw een the last occupied state and the rst unoccupied
one. In the ollow Ing, we w illalv ays consider the num ber
N ofelctrons in the ring to be xed, ie., work in the
canonicalensem ble. T his is the relevant situation for an
isolated ring.

For spinfiil electrons, the ux dependence of the per-
sistent charge-current is distinctly di erent for the fol-
owing cases®? ) N = 4N, i) N = 4N + 2, and
i) N = 2N + 1, where N denotes a positive integer.
W hen N is Jarge enough, the persistent charge current
nunitsofIly = h! N = § hasa universalbehavior inde—
pendent ofN . W e start discussing the weak barrier Iim i
(sm allA in ourm odel), shown in FJgB In the case i)
where N = 4N , the numbers of spin-up and spin-down
electrons (spin profction in the local spin frame!) are
both even, resulting in jum ps ofthe persistent current at

= o=M+1=2 1=Qocos ),wihM being integer. This
is sin ply the superposition of the even {num ber soinless{
electron persistent{current characteristics for each spin
direction, shiffed n ux by 1=Qcos ).
responds to an odd num ber of spin-up and spin-down
electrons and exhibits jum ps ofthe persistent charge cur-
rentat = =M 1=@2 cos ), which is the analogous

Case i) cor-

19
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superposition of the appropriately ux{shifted soinless
odd-electron currents for each soin direction. Note that
thecase N = 4N + 2 isobtained from theN = 4N case
sin ply by shifting ux by 1=2 . It is apparent that,
forboth cases i) and (i), them Inin um distance between
Jum ps of the persistent charge current w ithin the peri-
odic ux interval is a m easure of 1=cos and, hence, of
the SO ocoupling strength. In contrast, for case iii), ie.,
an odd num ber of electrons in the ring, Jum ps appear
at the same valuesof ux (= o= 0and 1=2) asin
the absence of spin{orbit coupling. The only e ect 0£SO
coupling tums out to be a suppression of In puriy round—
Ing for these jum ps. This can be explained quite easily.
Inspection show s that, for nie SO coupling, jum ps in
the persistent charge current in the case ofan odd num -
ber of electrons are due to crossing of levels w ith oppo—
site soin, whilke those In the case ofeven electron num ber
arise from crossings of kevels having the same spin. Asa
soin-independent in purity cannot couple levelsw ith op—
posite soin, only the jum ps in the case of even electron
num ber get rounded because of in puriy-induced anti-
crossings. For an odd num ber of electrons, jum ps in the
persistent charge current get broadened only by tem pera—
ture. The e ect of increasing In purity (arrier) strength
can be seen com paring Fjg.-'_3 and Fjg.:_4:, w here the per—
sistent charge current is shown for di erent SO coupling
strengths, occupancy of the ring, and disorder.

M easurem ents are often performed on ensembles of
m any r:ings.@q T he m easured persistent charge current is
then an average over di erent occupation num bers, w ith
even and odd occupation occurring w ith the sam e proba—
bility. Am ong casesw ith even electron num bers, N = 4N
and 4N + 2 would also be equiprobable. An exam ple of
average persistent charge current is shqup-in Fig. 5 It
exhibits the well{known period halving?%2% which must
occur irrespective of the presence of SO coupling. M ost
In portantly, however, all the features present for the sin—
gle ring and discussed above for di erent occupancy are
still visble. Tt should therefore be possble to cbtain the
R ashba SO ocoupling strength from a m easurem ent ofthe
ensam ble-averaged persistent charge current.

C . Persistent spin currents

A s electrons carry soin aswellas charge, theirm otion
gives rise also to a spin current besides the charge cur-
rent. Very often, the di erence of charge currents carried
by spin-up and spin-dow n electrons is identi ed w ith the
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F IG . 3: Persistent charge current vs.m agnetic ux fora set of
values for the spin-orbit coupling strength. T he totalnum ber
of electrons is set to 4N in panela), to 4N + 2 in panelb),
and to 2N + 1 in panelc) in the regimn e of lJarge-enough N
such that the persistent current is universal. A din ensionless
barrier strength of A = 0: was assumed. The persistent
current ism easured in unitsofIp = h!,N = 4.

spin current. W hile this js appropriate in m any contexts,
i has to be kept in m nd 482 that the spin current is ac—
tually a tensor. A particular case where this fact m atters
is the one to be considered here. A s the electron veloc—
ity In the presence of,SO coupling tums out to be an
operator In soin qaaoeﬁs: and eigenstates for electrons of
the ring correspond to eigenspinors ofa spatially varying
soin matrix [ asde ned In Eq. (:_l-2_:)], the proper ex—
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FIG.4:Same astg.:éi' butw ith di erent im purity param eter
A = 0:5. Note the ram aining sharpness of jum ps in the case
of odd electron num ber even at this rather lJarge value ofA .

pression for the spin current has to be derived carefully.
A fter presenting details of this derivation, we proceed to
show results for the persistent spin currents of electrons
In a ring w ith Rashba SO coupling.

T he operator of the  com ponent of spin densiy in
real-space representation isgiven by s (¢) = ®) @
#0), with being the SU ) spin m atrix whose eigen—
states form the basis for profction of spin n  direction.
In general, this projction direction can vary in space.
T he equation of m otion for the spin-density operator is
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FIG . 5: Average persistent charge current for an ensemble
of identical rings w ith di erent electron num bers, shown as
function ofm agnetic ux for di erent valies of the spin-orbit
coupling strength. The Inpuriy parameter isA = 0:d1 in
panela) and A = 05 in panelb). The current uni is I =
h!,N = o,whereN denotes the average num ber of electrons.

given by the fam iliar H eisenberg form

s =2 Es @ ; (la)
dts e 0 ;s (e ; a
= dgt ® e ¥ £, @)ve @ib)

Here ¥, denotes the gradient operator acting on the co—
ordinate #, and v (¥) is the electron velocity operator. T he
latter di ers from its expression vo, :in the absence of SO
coupling by a spin {dependent tem £

Straightforward calculation for the case of spatially
constant and vanishing Zeem an splitting yields the
continuity equation

Ssmrr A= 0 & ~) &
—s @®+ ¢ ®) = — ~ ;
dt h* P
(22a)
w ith the com ponent ofthe soin-current tensor given by

(22b)

8y = v+ (2 ~)=h.

W e have used the sym bols 2 and * to denote unit vectors
In z and direction, respectively. N ote that the expres-
sion {22b and the source tem on the rhs.ofEq. {_22a)
havebeen w ritten in the usualshorthand notation where
it is understood that the real part has to be taken in
the expectation value. As an example, we x = z and
consider the case of electronsm oving In the low est quasi-
1D radial ring subband. W e nd, after transform ation
into the representation of the local spin fram e, for the
continuity equation @25!) the sin ple expression

3S(’) Eg ()= 2!, i£+— tan
dt ™ * a@’r jz Y @’ 0
(23a)

T he only nonvanising (" ) com ponent of the soin current
tums out to be
2 () = i li _
% ma @’ 0

iE — g shh (23b)

@’ 0

E igenstates on the ring which are labeled by quantum
numbers g and carry a current for the z projction of
spin given by

1 . : 1RE
o O = 2 @q cos
which is just the charge current m ultiplied by the mag—
netization in z direction of the corresponding state 34

A s an In portant exam ple for the current of a spatially
varying pro gction of the m agnetization, we consider the
case of the Iocal spin fram e, ie., %) = (). Bee
Eq. {i4).] Additional tem s arising from derivatives of

w rt.polaranglk’ appear in the continuiy equation

fors (). A fter transform ation into the localspin fram e,
it has the extrem ely sin ple form

19) = 4)

d ")+ e (")=20 (25a)
— s e = ; a
at Nl
w ith the current
N h @ 1
3 (I)= _ — JE— z M (25b)
ma @’ 0 2 cos

The current of m agnetization parallel to the quantiza-
tion axis in the localspin fram e carried by eigenstates is
therefore given by
1QRE;
I @) _ = i . ©6)
e @
Com parison with results from above yield the relation

I(q ) = I(q )oos , and we have derived also the related

one Ir(q V= 19 s

W e now present results for the total persistent soin
current I = 19 prthe progction onto the quan—
tization axis of the local spin frame. A s shown above,
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FIG . 6: Persistent spin current for spin projction onto the
Jocal spin fram e (dashed curve) and persistent charge current
(solid curve) vs.m agnetic ux forthe case w ith electron num —
ber 4N + 2. Thebarrier strength isA = 05, and cos = 0:66.
The current ism easured in unitsof Iy = h!;N = 4.

soin currents for certain other progctions can be easily
obtained from I . The fact that ux dependences for
the persistent-current contrbutions from _opposji:e—spjn
eigenstates are shifted according to Eq. (18) results i
large spin currents at certain ux values. In particular,
this is realized when the currents carried by electrons
w ith opposite spin ow In opposie directions. In Fjg.:ﬁ,
we show the persistent soin current for an even num ber
of electrons. For com parison, the persistent charge cur-
rent is plotted as well. Both exhibit strikingly di erent
ux dependences. Note also that, In the absence of SO
coupling, the persistent spin current vanishes for even
electron number in the ring. Only the relative shift of
energy bandsin ux direction caused by SO coupling en—
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FIG . 7: Comparison of persistent spin currents for electron
num ber equalto 4N + 2 (dashed curve) and 2N + 1 (dotted
curve). The barrier strength isA = 035, and cos = 09
corresponding to a am all spin-orbit coupling strength. The
m agnitude ofpersistent spin current decreases rapidly forodd
electron num ber as cos approaches 0:66.

ablesa nite persistent spin current in this case. For an
odd num ber of electrons, the persistent spin current is
nie both wih and wihout SO coupling present. W e
nd i to be sizable, however, only for sm allvalies o£SO
coupling strength. W e show a com parison of even and
odd electron num ber cases in FJg::/!

T he persistent spin current would be a m ere theoreti-
cal curiosity if no detectable e ect of it could be found.
Fortunately, this is not sp. Recently, i hasbeen pointed
out by several authors 89882 that 4 spin current, be—
Ing am agnetization current, gives rise to an electric eld.
T his iseasily proved by m aking a Lorenz transform to the
rest fram e of spin. For exam ple, the electrostatic poten—
tial ora point at a distance z  a from the plane ofthe
ring on the vertical from the center of the ring is

0 . a
@) —gsl sh —; @7)
z

4
where ( isthevacuum pem eabiliy, g the gyrom agnetic
ratio, p the Bohr m agneton, a the radius of the ring,
and  the tilt anglke due to SO coupling. This result is
dentical w ith the one derived in Ref30 for the electric
eld resulting from persistent soin currents in H eisenberg
rings.

IV. EFFECT OF MANY RADIAL SUBBANDS

In the previous section, we have analyzed the persis—
tent current in a strictly 1D ring, ie. a ring w ith only
the lowest radial subband occupied by elctrons and a
su ciently large subband-energy splitting. W € now gen-—
eralize this discussion to the case w here higher subbands
are In portant. SO coupling ntroduces coupling betw een
neighboring radial subbands as describbed in Eqg. ('j).
M ore speci cally, the Ham ittonian Eq. (-'Z:) couples ra—
dial subbands w ith opposie soin in the localsoin fram e,
lrading to non-parabolicity of energy dispersions and to

0.3

— cosB=1

FIG .8: A verage persistent current vs.m agnetic ux fora ring
w ith two occupied radial subbands. The barrier strength is
A = 0:l. The average is perfom ed on an ensem bl containing
rings w ith occupancy ranging from 60 to 80 electrons.



hybridization of opposite-soin bands. T he physics in the
lim it of strong subband coupling is analogous to what
happens in a quantum w ire WJth Rashba SO ooupling;
thishasbeen discussed in ReﬁAO;4L Here it issu cient
to notice that H ,;n+ 1 Is negligble if 1, =I5 1, ie., if
the radial width of the wave function is much sm aller
than the spin-precession length. This condition is ful-
lled In realistic sam ples. Therefore, we neglect In the
follow ing the coupling tem Eg. 6_7.) . For the sake of sim —
plicity we now consider only the two lowest subbands.
Furthem ore we Introduce a barrier in the sam e way as
In Section ']:IIA' A ssum ing that the barrier does not cou—
pl di erent subbands, and that the tranam ission coe —
cient is the sam e for both radial subbands and is given

by t= [l isign( )AE@®? + 1), we nd r the energy
spectrum

E h!y, 2 +-01 ———) +h! PR

am 2w cog? Rt

(28)

where n = Olethesubband index, and o is still

given by Eq. Cl9) In Fig. 8 we show the average per—

sistent current with and w ithout SO coupling. In com —
parison to the single-subband case, additional ne struc—
ture appears due to crossing of levelsw ith di erent radial
quantum numbers. The jim ps arising from these extra
crossings are very sharp due to theway wem odelthe bar-
rier, and occur at ux valuesthat are strongly dependent
on the ring occupancy. A 1l other features discussed for
the strictly 1D case occur at the same ux valies for all
radial subbands. Hence, upon averaging, the latter are
magni ed and the bmerdemagnled as i is evident
com paring F ig. é wih Fig. 5 a. The dependence of the
average persistent current on the SO coupling and barrier
strength is the sam e as for the 1D case, hence, we do not
show it again for the m any-subband case. T he presence

of m any radial subbands, although i introduces som e
additional ne structure, essentially yields, after averag—
Ing over di erent electron num bers, the sam e SO related
features discussed in the purely 1D case.

V. CONCLUSIONS

W e have investigated the e ect of Rashba spin-orbit
coupling on the persistent soin and charge currents cir-
cling in ballistic quastonedin ensionalrings. The ux de—
pendence of persistent charge currents exhibits features
that allow fora direct m easurem ent ofthe spin-oroit cou—
pling strength. T hese features survive averaging over dif-
ferent electron-num ber con gurations as well as the in-
clusion of higher subbands. The m ost striking e ect of
soin-orbit coupling discussed here is the occurrence of -
nite persistent spin currents for even electron num bers.
W e have carefully derived the correct general form of
spin currents in the presence of spin-orbit coupling. T he
possbility to m easure persistent spin currents via the
electric eld generated by their transported m agnetiza—
tion should m ake it possble to unam biguously verify the
presence and m agniude of spin-orbit coupling, nam ely
by the di erent ux dependences of persistent soin and
charge currents.
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