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W e investigate the spin-Halle�ect ofboth electrons and holes in sem iconductors using the K ubo

form ula in the correct zero-frequency lim it taking into account the �nite m om entum relaxation

tim e ofcarriers in realsem iconductors. This approach allows to analyze the range ofvalidity of

recent theoretical�ndings. In particular,the spin-Hallconductivity vanishes for vanishing spin-

orbitcoupling ifthe correctzero-frequency lim itisperform ed.

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

In the recent years, an increasing interest in spin-

dependentphenom ena in sem iconductorshasdeveloped,

m ostly in the �eld ofspin electronics,which hasby now

becom e a m ajor branch ofsolid state research1{3. O n

ofthe m ost investigated issues in this �eld is the inu-

ence ofspin-orbitcoupling on varioustransportproper-

ties ofboth electrons and holes. M any ofthese studies

wereinspiredbytheparadigm aticproposalofaspin�eld-

e�ecttransistordue to Datta and Das4;forrecentwork

in this direction see e.g. Refs.5{13. M ost recently,in-

teresting theoreticalstudieson the spin-Halle�ecthave

been perform ed14{16.Thise�ectam ountsin a spin cur-

rent(asopposed toachargecurrent)driven byan electric

�eld perpendiculartoit.In thepresentletterwereexam -

ine these �ndings using the K ubo form ula with fullfre-

quency dependence,treating both thecaseofelectrons15

and holes14;16,and analyze the range ofvalidity ofpre-

vious theoreticalresults obtained for the case ofdirect

current. Here it is crucialto perform the correct zero-

frequency lim ittaking into accountan im aginary partof

the frequenciesoccurring the the K ubo form ula.

The notion ofthe spin-Halle�ect in system s ofitin-

erant spinfulcarriers was considered �rst by Dyakonov

and Perel17 in theearly seventies,and,independently,in

am orerecentpaperbyHirsch18.In thesestudiesthepre-

dicted spin-Halle�ectisduetospin-orbite�ectsinuenc-

ingscatteringprocessesupon staticim purities.Following

theterm inology used in15;16 thisisreferred to astheex-

trinsicspin-Halle�ectsinceitdependson im purity scat-

tering.Thisisin contrastto theintrinsicspin-Halle�ect

predicted veryrecently in Refs.14{16 which isentirely due

to spin-orbitcoupling term sin thesingle-particlecarrier

Ham iltonian and independentofany scattering process.

Aswe shallsee below,thisdistinction between intrinsic

and extrinsic e�ects becom es am biguous in the lim it of

weak spin-orbitcoupling when life tim e e�ectsofcarrier

quasiparticleshaveto be taken into account.

Yet another type of spin-Halle�ect was studied re-

cently by M eierand Loss19 in a two-dim ensionalHeisen-

bergm odelconsisting ofisolated spins,in contrastto the

itinerant-carriersystem sm entioned before.

Spin-orbit coupling also induces o�-diagonalcom po-

nents of the conductivity tensor for charge transport.

An im portant exam ple is the anom alous Halle�ect as

itoccursin sem iconductorsin the presence ofm agnetic

im purities20. Here,asin the case ofthe aforem entioned

spin-Halle�ect,the o�-diagonalelem ents ofthe charge

conductivity tensorarethesam ein m agnitudebutdi�er

in sign. Therefore,thisantisym m etric conductivity ten-

sorhasthesam ecom ponentsin allorthogonalcoordinate

system s,and in this sense the transport properties are

isotropic.Thisisdi�erentfrom chargetransportofelec-

trons in quantum wells as investigated recently Ref.12.

In such system s,the presence ofspin-orbit coupling of

both the Rashba21 and the Dresselhaus22 type leads to

anisotropicdispersion relationsand Ferm icontours.This

feature leads to sym m etric o�-diagonalelem ents in the

conductivity tensorand thereforetopreferred eigendirec-

tionsforcharge transport12;11. Thispredicted e�ectof-

fersa possibilty to detectspin-orbitcoupling by m easur-

ing di�ussivespin-unpolarized chargecurrentsin a Hall-

type geom etry,which should be a com paratively sim ple

experim entaltask.

This paper is organized as follows. In section II we

sum m arize elem entary propertiesoflinear-responsethe-

ory as given by the K ubo form ula. This technique is

applied then in section IIIto spin-Halltransportofelec-

tronsin a quantum wellin the presence ofRashba spin-

orbitcoupling. In section IV we investigate the case of

bulk holesdescribed by theLuttingerHam iltonian in the

sphericalapproxim ation.W eend with conclusionsin sec-

tion V.

II.K U B O FO R M U LA A N D ZER O -FR EQ U EN C Y

LIM IT

O urpresentstudy ofspin-Halle�ectofelectronsand

holesin sem iconductorsisbased on the usualK ubo for-

m ula with fullfrequency dependence fora spatially ho-

m ogeneouselectric�eld23,

�
S;z
xy (!)=

e

A(! + i�)

Z
1

0

e
i(!+ i�)t

�
X

~k;�

f("�(~k))h~k;�j[j
S;z
x (t);vy(0)]j~k;�i; (1)

wherewehaveassum ed zerotem peratureT = 0and non-

interacting carriers,which allows to form ulate the two-
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body G reen’s function entering the conductivity K ubo

form ula in term s ofsingle-particle operators. A is the

volum e ofthe system ,e is the elem entary charge,and

f("�(~k))istheT = 0 Ferm idistribution function foren-

ergy"�(~k)atwavevector~k in adispersion branch labeled

by �. The velocity operatorsare given by ~v = i[H ;~r]=�h

where ~r is the position operator,and H is the single-

particle Ham iltonian not including the externalelectric

�eld.Thespin-currentoperator(in theDiracpicture)for

spin m om entpolarized along thez-direction and owing

in the x-direction isgiven by

j
S;z
x (t)= e

iH t=�h 1

2
(szvx + vxs

z)e� iH t=�h
; (2)

where ~s is the spin operator. The right hand side of

Eq.(1) has to be understood in the lim it ofvanishing

im aginary part � > 0 in the frequency argum ent. This

im aginary partin thefrequency reectsthefactthatthe

externalelectric �eld isassum ed to be switched on adi-

abatically starting from the in�nite pastofthe system ,

and it also ensures causality properties ofthe retarded

G reen’sfunction occurring in Eq.(1).In general,and as

wewilldiscussin m oredetailbelow,thelim iting process

� ! 0 doesnotcom m ute with otherlim its,and,in par-

ticular,the dc-lim it! ! 0 hasto be taken with care23.

In the presence ofrandom im purity scattering,the re-

tarded two-body G reen’sfunction in Eq.(1)willgeneri-

cally havea frequency argum entwith positiveim aginary

part23.In thiscasethelim it� ! 0isunproblem atic,and

theim aginary partofthefrequency argum entisjustdue

to im purity scattering and/orother(m any-body)e�ects.

G enerically,and aswe willdiscussin m oredetailbelow,

the im aginary part� > 0 correspondsto a �nite carrier

quasiparticlelifetim e.

III.ELEC T R O N S W IT H R A SH B A C O U P LIN G

Sinova etal.15 have considered the spin-Halle�ectof

non-interactingelectronscon�ned tothetwo-dim ensional

(xy-) plane of a quantum well and being subject to

Rashba spin-orbitcoupling21;3,

H =
~p2

2m �
+
�

�h
(px�

y
� py�

x); (3)

wherem � isthee�ectivem ass,� theRashba coe�cient,

and the other notations are standard. W e note that in

system swhereboth theRashbaandtheDresselhausspin-

orbitcoupling22;3 are present,variousinteresting trans-

port e�ects can arise from the interplay of these two

term s,forrecentstudiesseee.g.5;7{9;11;12.Forsim plicity,

however,we shallconcentrate here on the Rashba term

only.TheHam iltonian (3)hastwo energy branches,

"� (~k)=
�h
2
k2

2m �
� �k (4)

with eigenstates

h~rj~k;� i=
ei
~k~r

p
A

1
p
2

�
1

� ei�(
~k)

�

; (5)

where �(~k)= arg(� ky + ikx).By a straightforward cal-

culation oneobtainsforthe spin-Hallconductivity

�
S;z
xy (!)= � �

S;z
yx (!)

= �
e

4�

�

m �

Z k
�
f

k
+

f

dk
k2

(! + i�)2 �
�
2�k

�h

�2 ; (6)

where

k
�

f
=

s

2m �

�h
2
"f +

�
m �

�h
2

� 2

�2 �
m �

�h
2
� (7)

are the Ferm im om enta on the two dispersion branches

forpositiveFerm ienergy "f > 0.In thepresenceofscat-

tering on static random im purities,the im aginary part

� > 0 in thefrequency argum entisgiven,to lowestorder

in the Rashba coe�cientand the im purity potential,by

the inverse ofthe m om entum relaxation tim e. This is

certainly a very intuitive result;however,let us sketch

a form alprooffor this assertion. The tim e-dependent

spin-currentoperatorin thepresenceofRashba coupling

reads

j
S;z
x (t)=

�h

2m �
�
z(t)px(t) (8)

where the tim e evolution includes im purity scattering.

To lowestorderin thespin-orbitcoupling and theim pu-

rity scattering we have

j
S;z
x (t)�

�h

2m �
�
z
0(t)p

0

x(t) (9)

wherethetim eevolution of�z0 isonlyduetotheHam ilto-

nian (3)and evaluated in theaboveexpression (6),while

p0x(t)containsthe im purity scattering butnotthe spin-

orbit coupling. Now it is usefulto note that,in order

to com pute the expectation valuesin the K ubo form ula

Eq.(1),only m atrix elem entsofthetim e-dependentm o-

m entum operator p0x(t) which are diagonalin the wave

vectorindex areneeded.Thisenablesto apply superop-

eratortechniquesdeveloped in Refs.24 yielding

�
p
0

x(t)
�
~k~k

�
�
e
� 
 0tp

0

x(0)
�
~k~k

=

�

e
� t=�

p
0

x(0)

�

~k~k
; (10)

where 
0 isthe scattering m asteroperatorin lowestor-

derofthescattering potential24.Itisthesam eoperator

as it occurs as the scattering term in the usualBoltz-

m ann equation when evaluated in lowestoderviaFerm i’s

golden rule. For im purity potentials being isotropic in

realspace,the m om entum px is an exact eigenfunction

of 
0, and the eigenvalue is given by the well-known

inverse m om entum relaxation tim e 1=�(")24;25 which in
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generaldepends on the energy "(~k). To lowestorderin

the Rashba coupling,this energy argum ent can be re-

placed with theFerm ienergy in theabsenceofspin-orbit

interaction.W enotethatthism om entum relaxation rate

1=� is the sam e as obtained in the standard diagram -

m aticapproachandthuscontainsthevertexcorrection23.

However,thisvertex correction vanishesforshort-range

isotropic scatterers. The above argum entation refers to

the Rashba Ham iltonian (3) for conduction band elec-

trons;sim ilarconsiderationscan beperform ed in thecase

ofvalenceband holesto be discussed furtherbelow.

For! = 0,but�nitem om entum relaxation rate1=� >

0,Eq.(6)yields

�
S;z
xy (0)= � �

S;z
yx (0)=

e

8�
�

e

32�

�h=�

"R

� tan� 1

 

4
"R

�h=�

�

1+ 8
"R "f

(�h=�)2

�
� 1
!

; (11)

where we have introduced the \Rashba energy" "R =

m ��2=�h
2
. Clearly,this is the energy which has to be

com pared with theenergy scale�h=� oftheim purity scat-

tering in orderto obtain thecorrectzero-frequency lim it

ofthe spin Hallconductivity. Ifthe im purity scattering

isweak com pared to spin-orbitcoupling,"R �=�h � 1,we

havethe expansion

�
S;z
xy (0)=

e

8�
�

e

64�

(�h=�)2

"R "f
+ O

 �
�h=�

"R

� 2
!

(12)

where we have additionally assum ed thatthe Ferm ien-

ergy "f is larger or at least of the sam e order as "R ,

which isusually thecasein experim entalsituations.The

zeroth-ordercontribution e=8� isthe resultobtained by

Sinovaetal.usingdirectly azero-frequencyperturbative

expression forthe spin-Hallcurrentneglecting e�ectsof

a �nite electron quasi-particle lifetim e, (cf. Eq.(8) in

Ref.15). Rem arkably,thisvalue isuniversalin the sense

thatitisindependentof�.Therefore,itpredictsa �nite

spin-Hallconductivityeven in thelim itofvanishingspin-

orbitcoupling,� ! 0,which iscertainly an unphysical

feature. However,this paradox can be resolved by the

observation thattheabovetwo lim iting processesdo not

com m ute. In fact,in the opposite lim it"R �=�h � 1 the

lowestorderofthe second term on the r.h.s. ofEq.(6)

cancels the �rst one,and the spin-Hallconductivity is

given in leading orderby

�
S;z
xy (0)=

e

�

"R "f

(�h=�)2
+ O

 �
"R

�h=�

� 2
!

(13)

Thus,toobtain thecorrectdcspin-Hallconductivity,the

\Rashba energy" "R = m ��2=�h
2
should be com pared

with the energy scale �h=� ofthe im purity scattering. If

"R � �h=� the spin-Hallconductivity iscloseto its\uni-

versal" value e=8�,while itvanishesforsm allspin-orbit

coupling and �nite im purity scattering. In epitaxially

grown G aAsquantum wellsm obilities� = e�=m� ofor-

der100m 2=Vscan routinely be achieved,corresponding

tovaluesfor�h=� oforder0:01m eV.Thisissafely sm aller

than typicalvaluesfortheRashba energy reported from

experim ents26{34being oforder0:1:::1:0m eV.However,

it should be noted that the Rashba coe�cient is typi-

cally proportionalto an externalelectric �eld applied in

thegrowth direction ofthequantum well.Thereforealso

sm aller values ofthe Rashba energy are possible where

the �nite m om entum relaxation tim e willinuence the

valueofthe spin-Hallconductivity.

IV .H O LES IN T H E VA LEN C E B A N D O F III-V

SEM IC O N D U C T O R S

M urakam i, Nagaosa, and Zhang have investigated

spin-Hall transport in three-dim ensional bulk system s

ofholes in the valence band ofIII-V sem iconductors14.

Theseauthorsused aphenom enologicalsem iclassicalthe-

ory to describe adiabatic hole dynam ics. Their work

wasrevisited m ostrecently by Culceretal.16 within the

fram ework ofa sem iclassicaltheory ofwave packet dy-

nam ics. Here we willevaluate the spin-Hallconductiv-

ity using the rigorous K ubo form ula (1). O ur starting

point14;16 isLuttinger’sfour-band Ham iltonian forheavy

and lightholesin thesphericalapproxim ation35,

H =
1

2m

��

1 +
5

2
2

�

~p
2
� 22

�

~p�~S

�2
�

: (14)

Here m is the bare electron m ass,and ~S are spin-3=2-

operators. The dim ensionless Luttinger param eter 1
and 2 describe the valence band ofthe speci�c m ate-

rialwith e�ectsofspin-orbitcoupling being included in

2. The eigenstates of(14) can be chosen to be eigen-

statesofthe helicity operator� = (~k �~S)=k. The heavy

holescorrespond to � = � 3=2,whilethelightholeshave

� = � 1=2.From the K ubo form ula (1)one �ndsforthe

frequency-dependentspin-Hallconductivityafterlengthy

butelem entary calculations

�
S;z
xy (!)= �

e

�2

�
�h

m

� 2

(1 + 22)2

�

Z k
h

f

kl
f

dk
k4

(! + i=�)
2
�
�
2�h

m
2k

2
�2 ; (15)

where

k
h=l

f
=

r
2m

�h
2
"f

1

1 � 22
(16)

are the Ferm iwave num bers for heavy and light holes,

respectively. Again itisinstructive to considerthe case

for weak spin-orbit coupling,2 � 1. For 2 = 0 we

have khf = klf = :k0F =

q

2m "f=1�h
2
,and therefore the

integralin Eq.(15) vanishes for �nite 1=� > 0 and all
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frequencies!. Thus,asbefore forthe case ofelectrons,

thedcspin-Hallconductivity vanishesforvanishingspin-

orbit coupling if a �nite m om entum relaxation rate is

taken into account. This result is in contrast to state-

m ents in Refs.14;16,where such dissipation e�ects were

neglected.Speci�cally,for! = 0 wehave

�
S;z
xy (0)=

e

4�2

1 + 22

2

�

0

B
@ k

h
f � k

l
f �

Z k
h

f

kl
f

dk
1

1+

�
2

�h=�

�h2

m
2k

2

�2

1

C
A (17)

Therem aining integraliselem entary leading to a rather

tedious expression which shallnotbe given here. How-

ever,we see thatthe value ofthe above integralisgov-

erned by the ratio of�h=� and the \spin-orbit energy"

"so := �h
2
2(k

0

f
)2=m = 2"f2=1,since k0

f
is a typical

wave num ber in the integration interval. If�h=� � "so
the spin-Hallconductivity vanishesas

�
S;z
xy (0)=

e

�2
4k0f

�
"so

�h=�

� 2
2

1

+ O

 �
"so

�h=�

� 4

;

�
"so

�h=�

� 2 �
2

1

� 2
!

(18)

wherewehavealso assum ed thattheratio 2=1 issm all

asitisusually thecase36.In theoppositecase�h=� � "so

one�nds

�
S;z
xy (0)=

e

4�2

1 + 22

2

"

k
h
f � k

l
f

+

�

k0
f

�4

12

0

@

 

1

kh
f

! 3

�

 

1

kl
f

! 3
1

A

�
�h=�

"so

� 2
#

+ O

 �
�h=�

"so

� 4
!

(19)

W e note thatthe zeroth orderofthisresultagreeswith

the expression given in Ref.16 for the dc spin-Hallcon-

ductivity neglectingdissipation e�ects37,butdi�ersfrom

the result reported in14. O n the present stage we can-

not com m enton the question whether this di�erence is

an artifactofthesem iclassicalapproacheused in Ref.14,

whereas the present result is obtained from a rigorous

linear-response theory given by the K ubo form ula with

fullfrequency dependence.

Let us illustrate our results on the typicalexam ple

given in Ref.14, where a G aAs sam ple with hole den-

sity n = 1019cm � 3,corresponding to a Ferm ienergy of

order a few ten m eV,and a m obility of� = e�=m� =

50cm 2=Vs.To obtain an upperbound for� we take m�

to betheheavy-holem ass,m � � 0:5m ,corresponding to

1 � 7and 2 � 2:5forG aAs36.Thisleadsto aloweres-

tim ate for�h=� being also ofordera few ten m eV.Thus,

in the above scenario,the �nite m om entum relaxation

tim e � m ustbe taken into accountwhen calculating the

spin-Hallconductivity,di�erently from the approach in

Ref.14.

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have studied the spin-Halltransport ofelectrons

and holesin sem iconductorsusing the K ubo form ula in

the correctzero-frequency lim ittaking into accountthe

�nitem om entum relaxation tim eofcarriersin realsem i-

conductors.Thisapproach allowstoanalyzetherangeof

validity ofrecenttheoretical�ndings14{16.In particular,

thespin-Hallconductivity isfound to vanisheforvanish-

ing spin-orbitcoupling ifthecorrectzero-frequency lim it

is perform ed. In the case ofconduction band electrons

in the presence ofRashba spin-orbitcoupling in a high-

m obility quantum well,spin-orbitinteraction dom inates,

for typicalexperim entalfor the rashba coe�cient, the

e�ects ofm om entum relaxation,and the spin-Hallcon-

ductivity isclose to its\universal" value aspredicted in

Ref.15.Thissituation can bedi�erentfortypicalp-doped

bulk sam ples,where dissipation can substantially a�ect

the spin-Halltransport.
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