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D issipation e ects in spin-H all transport of electrons and holes
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W e Investigate the spin-Halle ect of both electrons and holes In sem iconductors using the K ubo
formula in the correct zero-frequency lin i taking into account the nite mom entum relaxation
tin e of carrders in real sem iconductors. This approach allow s to analyze the range of validity of
recent theoretical ndings. In particular, the spin-H all conductivity vanishes for vanishing spin—
orbi coupling if the correct zero-frequency lim it is perform ed.

I. NTRODUCTION

In the recent years, an increasing interest In soin—
dependent phenom ena in sem iconductors has developed,
mostly in the eld of spin electronics, which hagby now
becom e a m apr branch of solid state researchd{e. on
of the m ost Investigated issues n this eld is the in u-
ence of spin-orbit coupling on various transport proper—
ties of both electrons and holes. M any of these studies
w ere inspired by the paradigm aticpropgsalofa spin eld-
e ect transistor due to D atta and, D as?; or recent work
in this direction see eg. ResP {83, Most recently, in-
teresting theorgtical studies on the spin-Halle ect have
been perform ed24 4. Thise ect am ounts in a spin cur-
rent (asopposed to a charge current) driven by an electric

eld perpendicularto i. In the present ktterwe reexam —
ne these ndings using the Kubo formula w ith il fis=
quency dependence, treating both the case of electronLs
and hoks424, and analyze the range of validity of pre-
vious theoretical results obtained for the case of direct
current. Here it is crucial to perform the correct zero—
frequency lim it taking into account an in aginary part of
the frequencies occurring the the K ubo formula.

T he notion of the spin-Hall e ect in system s of itin-
erant spiaflil carriers was considered rst by D yakonov
and Perell? in the early seventies, and, independently, in
am ore recent paperby H irsch?d. In these studies thepre-
dicted spin-H alle ect isdueto spin-orbite ectsin uenc-
Ing scattering processesupan static m purities. Follow ing
the term inology used N%32¢ this is referred to as the ex—
trinsic spin-H alle ect since i depends on in purity scat—
tering. T his is In contrast to the intrinsic spin-H alle ect
predicted very recently in R efs24 24 which isentirely due
to spin-orbit coupling term s In the singleparticle carrier
Ham ittonian and independent of any scattering process.
A swe shall see below , this distinction between intrinsic
and extrinsic e ects becom es am biguous in the lim it of
weak spih-orbi coupling when life tin e e ects of carrier
quasiparticles have to be taken into account.

Yet another type of spin-Hall e ect was studied re—
cently by M eier and Losd% i a two-din ensionalH eisen—
bergm odel consisting of isolated spins, In contrast to the
tinerant-carrier system s m entioned before.

Spin-orbit coupling also induces o -diagonal com po—
nents of the conductivity tensor for charge transport.

An inportant exam ple is the anom alous Hall e ect as
it occurs jn sem iconductors in the presence of m agnetic
in pu]::itjeﬁq . Here, as In the case of the aforem entioned
soin-Hall e ect, the o -diagonal elem ents of the charge
conductiviy tensor are the sam e in m agnitude but di er
In sign. T herefore, this antisym m etric conductivity ten—
sorhasthe sam e com ponents in allorthogonalcoordinate
system s, and In this sense the transport properties are
isotropic. This is di erent from charge transport of elec—
trons in quantum wells as nvestigated recently Refl2.
In such system s, the presence of spin—qrbit coupling of
both the Rashba?h and the D ressehau2? type kads to
anisotropic dispersion relations and Ferm icontours. T his
feature leads to symm etric o -diagonal elem ents in the
conductivity tensor and thergfore to preferred eigendirec—
tions for charge transportt32%. This predicted e ect of-
fers a possibilty to detect spin-orbit coupling by m easur—
ing di ussive spin-unpolarized charge currents in a Hall-
type geom etry, which should be a com paratively sin ple
experim ental task.

T his paper is organized as ollows. In section EEI we
sum m arize elem entary properties of linearresponse the—
ory as given by the Kubo fomula. This technique is
applied then in section -r_];[i to spin-H all transport of elec—
trons In a quantum well in the presence ofRashba spin—
orbit coupling. In section -'_BZ: we Investigate the case of
bulk holes described by the Luttinger H am ittonian in the
sphericalapproxin ation. W e end w ith conclusions in sec—
tion :y; .

II.KUBO FORM ULA AND ZERO-FREQUENCY
LIM IT

O ur present study of spin-Halle ect of electrons and
holes in sem iconductors is based on the usualK ubo for-
mula wih f1ll frequengy. dependence for a spatially ho-
m ogeneous ekctric eld?3,
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w here w e have assum ed zero tem perature T = 0 and non—
Interacting carriers, which allow s to form ulate the two—
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body G reen’s function entering the conductivity K ubo
formula In tem s of sihgleparticle operators. A is the
volum e of the system , e is the elem entary charge, and
f(" [K)) istheT = 0 Fem idistrbution finction for en—
ergy " (K) atwavevectorK in a dispersion branch labeled
by . The velocity operators are given by v = iH ;¥rFh
where # is the position operator, and H is the single-
particle H am iltonian not ncliding the extermal electric
eld. T he spin—current operator (in the D iracpicture) for
spin m om ent polarized along the z-direction and ow ing
In the x-direction is given by
.Sz iH t=h 1 Z Z iH t=h
LkT0=e E(s Vx + %sT)e ; @)
where 8 is the spin operator. The right hand side of
Eqg. @r}:) has to be understood in the lin it of vanishing
In aghary part > 0 In the frequency argum ent. This
In aghary part in the frequency re ects the fact that the
extemal electric eld is assum ed to be sw itched on adi-
abatically starting from the in nite past of the system,
and it also ensures causality properties of the retarded
G reen’s function occurring in Eq. (-'!4') . In general, and as
we w illdiscuss in m ore detailbelow , the lim iing process
! 0 does not comm ute w ith other lim its, and, In par-
ticular, the dcdimit ! ! O has to be taken with care?s.
In the presence of random im purity scattering, the re—
tarded twobody G reen’s function in Eqg. (lr!;') w ill generi-
cally have a frequency argum ent w ith positive in aginary
part?}. In thiscasethelimi ! 0 isunproblm atic, and
the In agihary part ofthe frequency argum ent is jist due
to in purity scattering and/or other (m any-body) e ects.
G enerically, and as we w ill discuss in m ore detailbelow,
the In aghary part > 0 correspondsto a nite carrier
quasiparticle lifetin e.

ITII.ELECTRONS W ITH RASHBA COUPLING

Sinova et al:'l5 have considered the spin-Halle ect of
non-interacting electrons con ned to the tw o-din ensional
xy-) plane of a quantum, —well and being sub fct to
R ashba spin-orbit ooup]jng@l:?:f,

o
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wherem isthee ectivem ass, the Rashba coe cient,
and the other notations are standard. W e note that In
system sw hergboth theR ashba and the D ressehaus spin—
orbit ooup]jnggz # are present, various interesting trans—
port e ects can arise from the in lay of these two
tem s, r recent studies see e g 27 84343 | For sin plictty,
however, we shall concentrate here on the R ashba temm
only. The H am iltonian (:3) has two energy branches,
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w ith eigenstates
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where [K)= arg( k + iky). By a straightforward cal-
culation one obtains for the spin-H all conductivity
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are the Ferm im om enta on the two dispersion branches
forpositive Fem ienergy " > 0. In the presence of scat—
tering on static random im purities, the in aghary part

> 0 in the frequency argum ent is given, to low est order
In the Rashba coe cient and the im purity potential, by
the nverse of the m om entum relaxation time. This is
certainly a very Intuitive resul; however, lt us sketch
a fom al proof for this assertion. The tim edependent
soin-current operator in the presence ofR ashba coupling
reads

h
S ;Z z
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where the tin e evolution includes im puriy scattering.
To lowest order in the spin-orbi coupling and the in pu—
rity scattering we have
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w here the tin e evolution of § isonly dueto the H am ilto—
nian (3) and evaluated in the above expression (:_d), while
PP (t) contains the im purity scattering but not the spin-
orbi coupling. Now it is usefiil to note that, In oxder
to com pute the expectation values in the Kubo formula
Eqg. (-'!4'), only m atrix elem ents of the tin edependent m o-
mentum operator p? () which are diagonal in the wave
vector index are needed. T his enables to apply superop—
erator techniques developed in Refs24 vielding

Pi e © PO = e T RO i a0
where  isthe scattering m gster operator In lowest or-
der of the scattering potentia®4. It is the sam e operator
as it occurs as the scattering termm in the usual Boltz-
m ann equation when evaluated in lowest oder via Femm i’s
golden rule. For in puriy potentials being isotropic in
real space, the m om entum py; is an exact eigenfunction
of o, and the eigenvalue is given by the,wellknown
inverse m om entum relaxation tine 1= ("£4%23 which n



general depends on the energy " K). To lowest order in
the Rashba coupling, this energy argum ent can be re—
placed w ith the Ferm ienergy in the absence of spin-orbit
Interaction. W enote that thism om entum relaxation rate
1= is the sam e as obtained in the standard diagrgm —
m atic approach and thus containsthe vertex correction?d.
H ow ever, this vertex correction vanishes for short-range
isotropic scatterers. T he above argum entation refers to
the Rashba Ham iltonian ('_i%) for conduction band elec—
trons; sin ilar considerations can be perform ed in the case
of valence band holes to be discussed further below .

For! = 0,but niemomentum relaxation rate 1= >
0,Eq. (@) yields
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where we have introduced the \Rashba energy" " =

m 2=h?. Clearly, this is the energy which has to be
com pared w ith the energy scale h= ofthe in purity scat-
tering in order to obtain the correct zero-frequency lin it
of the spin Hall conductivity. If the In purity scattering

isweak com pared to spin-orbit coupling, "x =h 1,we
have the expansion
!
.
; e e h= Y =
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w here we have additionally assum ed that the Fermm ien—
ergy "s is larger or at least of the sam e order as "x,
w hich isusually the case In experim entalsituations. T he
zeroth-order contribution e=8 is the result obtained by
Sinova et al using directly a zero-frequency perturbative
expression for the spin-H all current neglecting e ects of
a nite electron quasipartick lifetine, (cf. Eg. (8) In
Ref.‘ls ). Rem arkably, this value is universal In the sense
that i is independent of . Therefore, it predictsa nite
soin-H allconductiviy even in the lin it ofvanishing soin—
orbi coupling, ! 0, which is certainly an unphysical
feature. However, this paradox can be resolved by the
observation that the above two lin iting processes do not
commute. In fact, in the opposie lim i " =h 1 the
lowest order of the second term on the rhs. of Eg. ('_é)
cancels the st one, and the spin-H all conductiviy is
given in leading order by

. e "R "f "R
w0 = —
h= )2 h=

13)

T hus, to cbtain the correct dc spin-H allconductivity, the
\Rashba energy" " = m 2=h? should be com pared
w ith the energy scale h= of the in purity scattering. If
"  h= the spin-Hall conductivity is close to its \uni-
versal" value e=8 , whilke i vanishes for an all spin-orbit
coupling and nite inpuriy scattering. In epitaxially

grown G aA s quantum wellsm obilities = e =m ofor-
der 100m 2=V s can routinely be achieved, corresponding
to values forh= oforder 001lm €V . This is safely sm aller
than typical values for the R ashba energy reported from
experin ent4 84being of order 041 :::1:0m &V . However,
i should be noted that the Rashba coe cient is typi-
cally proportionalto an extemalelectric eld applied in
the grow th direction ofthe quantum well. T herefore also
an aller values of the Rashba energy are possible where
the nite momentum relaxation tinme will in uence the
valie of the spin-H all conductivity.

IVvV.HOLES IN THE VALENCE BAND OF III-V
SEM ICONDUCTORS

M urakam i, Nagaosa, and Zhang have investigated
soinHall transport in threedin ensional buk systems
of hokes in the valnce band of ITI-V sem iconductorst4.
T hese authorsused a phenom enologicalsem iclassicalthe—
ory to describe adiabatic hole dynam ics., -T heir work
was revisired m ost recently by Culcer et al%4 w ithin the
fram ew ork of a sem iclassical theory of wave packet dy—
nam ics. Here we w ill evaluate the spin-H all conductiv—
iy using the rigorous K ubo formula (-'14') . Our starting
point414 isLuttinger's urband H am iltonian Hrheavy
and light holes in the spherical approxin ationS,

1 5 2
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Here m is the bare electron m ass, and S are spin-3=2—
operators. The dim ensionless Luttinger param eter 1
and , describe the valence band of the speci ¢ m ate—
rialw ith e ects of spin-orbit coupling being included in
2. The eigenstates of ‘}‘_1‘) can be chosen to be eigen-—
states of the helicity operator = K S)=k. The heavy
holes correspond to = 3=2, while the light holes have
= 1=2.From the Kubo Hmula -'_(:L) one nds Prthe
frequency-dependent soin-H all conductivity after lengthy
but elem entary calculations

2
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are the Fem i wave num bers for heavy and light holes,
respectively. Again it is instructive to consider the case
for weak spin-orbit oouajjng, 2 1. For , = 0Owe
have k! = ki =:kJ = 2m "¢= ;h’, and therefore the

integral in Eq. (I5) vanishes or nite 1= > 0 and all



frequencies ! . Thus, as before for the case of electrons,
the dc spin-H all conductivity vanishes for vanishing spin—
orbit coupling if a nie momentum relaxation rate is
taken into accpupt. This result is in contrast to state-
ments In Reﬁ.’i‘;ﬁid, where such dissipation e ects were

neglected. Speci cally, for ! = 0 we have
Sz _ e 1+ 2 2
xy )= 42
0 2 1
Z Ko 1
B c
ekl K dk -k (A7)
k! 1+ hétl:]_z k2

T he ram aining Integral is elem entary leading to a rather
tedious expression which shall not be given here. How—
ever, we see that the value of the above integral is gov—
emed by the ratio of h= and the \spin-orbit energy"
"o = h® ,k2)?=m = 2" ,=, shce k? is a typical
wave num ber In the integration interval. If h= "o
the spin-H all conductivity vanishes as

S;z _ € o0
o= Sk =

18)

where we have also asgum ed that the ratio ,= ; isanall

as it isusually the cas®d. In the opposite case h= "o
one nds
n
S; e 1 + 2 2 h
xyZ ©0) = z 2 —2 kf ]%
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W e note that the zeroth order of this result agrees w ith
the expression given in Refl? oor the dc soin-H all con—
ductivity neglecting dissipation e ect%, but di ers from
the result reported n%4. On the present stage we can—
not comm ent on the question whether this di erencs, is
an artifact of the sem iclassical approache used i Refl4,
w hereas the present result is obtained from a rigorous
linearresponse theory given by the Kubo formula wih
full frequency dependence.

Let us ilustrate our results on the typical exam ple
given in Refl4, where a GaAs sample with holk den-
sity n = 10°am 3, corresponding to a Fem i energy of
order a few ten meV, and amobility of = e =m =
50am =V s. To obtain an upper bound Hr we takem
to be the heavy-hokmass, m,- 0:35m , corresponding to

. 7and , 25 PrGaaf9. Thislkadstoa oweres-
tin ate forh= being also ofordera few ten m €V . T hus,

in the above scenario, the nite m om entum relaxation
tine mustbe taken Into account when calculating the
q)jn—{il all conductiviy, di erently from the approach in
Ref.

V.CONCLUSIONS

W e have studied the spin-Hall transport of electrons
and holes in sam iconductors using the K ubo formula in
the correct zero-frequency lim it taking into acocount the

nitem om entum relaxation tim e of carriers in realsam i
conductors. T his approach allow s to analyze the range of
validity of recent theoretical nding<t4{%4. T particular,
the spin-H all conductiviy is found to vanishe for vanish—
Ing spin-orbit coupling if the correct zero-frequency lin i
is perform ed. In the case of conduction band electrons
In the presence of R ashba spin-orbi coupling In a high—
m obility quantum well, spin-orbit interaction dom inates,
for typical experin ental for the rashba coe cient, the
e ects of m om entum relaxation, and the soin-H all con—
ductidvity is close to its \universal" value as predicted in
Refti . This situation can be di erent fortypicalp-doped
bulk sam ples, where dissipation can substantially a ect
the soin-H all transport.
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