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A bstract

W e derive the eigenenergies and eigenstates of electrons in a quantum w ire sub fcted to an
extemalm agnetic eld. These are calculated in the presence of soin orbit Interactions arising
from the Rashba (structural nversion asym m etry) and D ressehaus (puk inversion asymm etry)
e ects. W e consider three cases: the extemalm agnetic eld is ordented (i) along the axis of the
wire, (il) perpendicular to the axis but parallel to the electric eld associated w ith structural
Inversion asymm etry Rashba e ect), and (iil) perpendicular to the axis as well as the electric

eld. In all cases, the dispersions of the eigenenergies are non-parabolic and the subbands do
not have a xed spin quantization axis (m eaning that the goin polarization of the electron is
w avevector dependent) . E xogpt In the second case, the dispersion diagram s are also, In general,
asym m etric about the energy axis.
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1 Introduction

Consider a sam iconductor quantum w ire de ned by solit gates on a two din ensional electron gas
con ned at a heterointerface. W e w ill derive the eigenstates and the dispersion relations of the
eigenenergies in thisw ire when it isplaced In an extemalm agnetic eld of ux density B (Fig. 1).

Referring to Fig. 1, the potential In the y-direction (perpendicular to the heterointerface)
is approxin ately triangular which lads to a structural inversion asymm etry and an associated
R ashba soin orbit interaction ['!}]. A dditionally, if the m aterial hasbulk inversion asymm etry (9.
InA s), then there will be a D ressehaus interaction -Q] which is In portant at large wavevectors.
The potential in the z-direction w ill be approxim ately parabolic and hence symm etric about a
center under inversion. T hus, there is no signi cant overall R ashba interaction associated w ith the
z-directed electric eld.

W e w il consider three cases corregponding to the extemalm agnetic eld being oriented along
three possible coordinate axes { X, y and z.

2 M agnetic eld directed along the w ire axis (ie. x-axis)

W hen the m agnetic eld is oriented along the axis of the w ire, the e ective m ass H am iltonian for
the w ire, In the Landau gauge A = (0, B z,0), can be written as

H = @ +p.+p)=@n )+ @Bzp)=m + B’z )=Cm ) (@=2) 5B
TV +V @+ [xxt vyt 2zt [&x=h) . ©-=h) «] @)

w here g isthe Lande gfactor, y istheBohrm agneton,V (y) andV (z) are the con ning potentials
along the y—and z-directions, -sarethePauligoin matrices, isthe strength of the D resselhaus
spn-orbit nteraction and  is the strength of the R ashba spin-orbit interaction.

The quantities arede ned in ref. B]. W e w illassum e that the w ire is narrow enough and the
tem perature is Iow enough that only the lowest m agneto-electric subband is occupied. Since the
H am iltonian is invariant in the x-coordinate, the w avevector ky is a good quantum num ber and the
eigenstates are plane w aves traveling in the x-direction. A coordingly, the spin H am ittonian (spatial
operators are replaced by their expected values) sin pli es to

H = 0%3)=Cm )+ Eo+ ( 1ke ) xt Kk » @)

where E( is the energy of the Iowest m agnetoelkctric subband, ;1 B) = K k§> < k§>
+ @B? < 22> =h?%)], (z) is the z-com ponent of the wavefiinction, (y) is the y-com ponent of
the wavefinction, < kZ > = (1=h®) < ) @*=@y*)j ) >, < kZ > = (1=h%) < ()]
@?=@z%)j (z)>,and = (@=2) pB.

Since the potentialV (z) is parabolic (V (z) = (1=2)m !Szz), it is easy to show that < k§ >
m !=@h) and < z?>= h=@m !)where !? = 12+ !2 and !, is the cycltron frequency (!.
eB=m ). Furthemore, Eg = (1=2)h! + E whereE isthe energy of the lowest subband In the
trangularwellV (y).

D iagonalizing this Ham iltonian in a truncated H ibert space spanning the two spoin resolved

states in the lowest subband yields the eigenenergies
S
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Figure 1: A generic sem iconductor quantum w ire de ned by split gates at a heterostructure nterface.

where y = (1=2)arctan[( 1k« )= kl.

T he dispersion relations given by E quation (_3) are potted In Fig. 2 brthe case = 1.
N ote that the digpersions are clarly nonparabolic and asymm etric about the energy axis. M ore
In portantly, note that the eigenspinorsgiven in E quation @) are functionsofk, because i, depends
on ky . T herefore, the eigenspinorsare not xed in any subband, but change w ith k, . In otherwords,
neither subband has a de nite spin quantization axis and the ordentation of the spin vector of an
electron in either subband depends on the wavevector. Consequently, it is always possible to nd
two states In the two subbands w ith non-orthogonal spins. Any non-m agnetic scatterer (in puriy,
phonon, etc.) can then couple these two states and cause a spin—relaxing scattering event.

2.1 Spin com ponents

T he spin com ponents along the x, y and z directions are given by

1 1
s = VL Y1 o= xyiz 5)
. @ _ . O @ _
Thisylelds Sy’ (kyx)= sin2y,),Sy = 0andS; (y)= wos@ )
Itjseasytoseethat,jngenera],sél) ky) € Sf)( kx)andsz(l) ky) & Sz(l)( kx). However, ifthe

D ressehaus interaction vanishes ( ; = 0), then S k) = S~ ( k) and S k) = S ( k).

This does not always m ean that, In the absence of D ressehaus interaction, oppositely traveling
electrons have antiparallel spin com ponents along the w ire axis, and parallel soin com ponents In
the z-direction. T he reason being that the velociy operator isnotp=m and hence electrons w ih
opposie signs of wavevector k,; need not have opposite signs of velociy.
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Figure 2: Energy versus wavevector k, in a quantum wire where we have assimed ;= = 10! ev-m,

them agnetic ux density = 1 Tesla, thee ectivem assm is 0.05 tin es the free electron m ass and the Lande
gfactor= 4. Thiscorrespondsto = 0.115m eV .Themagnetic eld is in the x-direction (@long the wire).



3 M agnetic eld perpendicular to w ire axis and along the electric
eld causing R ashba e ect (ie. along y-axis)

W ith this ordentation of the m agnetic eld, we w illuse the Landau gaugeA = @B z, 0, 0), and the
H am iltonian for the w ire can be w ritten as

H = @ +pi+pl)=@mn ) @Bzp)=m + €B?z°)=@m ) (@=2) =B
+V )+ V() + [x x*t v vyt z 2]+ (=h) [+ eBz) ; Pz x] (6)
U sing the de niion of the -s, and noting that the expected values< z > = < p, > = 0, the
soin Ham iltonian can be sinpli ed to
H= 0°k)=Cm )+ Eo+ ke x vt K 2 (7)

where ,B)= K k§> < kZ>1.
A gain, diagonalizing this H am iltonian in a truncated H ibert space spanning the two spin re—
solved states In the lowest subband yields the eigenenergies
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and the corresponding eigenstates
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where | = (I=2)arctan[ ( 2ke)?+ 2)= kJand , = arctan[ = 2kl

In Fig. 3, weplbtthedispersion relations forthecase = . Notethatthedispersionsare again

clkarly nonparabolic, but this tim e they are sym m etric about the energy axis. T he eigengpoinors are
functions of k, because ng and , depend on kg . T herefore, the elgenspinors are again not xed
in any subband, but change w ith k, . N either subband has a de nite soin quantization axis and the
soin of an electron in either subband depends on the wavevector. C onsequently, it is again always
possbl to nd two states in the two subbands having non-orthogonal soins and a non-m agnetic
scatterer can couple these two states causing a spin—relaxing scattering event.

3.1 Spin com ponents

T he spin com ponents along the x, y and z directions are given by

$P =1 DY, 91 mo= x5z (10)
Thisyieds Sy (y)= sin@ 2)oos( ), Sy = 0and Sy ()= cos@ ).
Agaln, S>§2) kx) € S;iz) ( kyg) and SZ(Z) kx) € SZ(Z) ( ky).However, if the D resselhaus Interaction
vanishes (2 = 0), then S, () =  Si ( ki) and S27 ki) = S47 ( ky).

4 M agnetic eld perpendicular to w ire axis and the electric eld
causing R ashba e ect (ie. along z-axis)

In this case, using the Landau gauge A = ( B (y Vo), 0, 0), the Ham iltonian for the w ire can be
w ritten as
H = @ +p.+p)=@m )+ @Byp)=m + €B’y)=Cm ) @=2) 5B ,
+V )+ V(2)+ [x x+ v vt z 2]t (=h) [+ eBy) = Pz x] 11)
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Figure 3: Energy versus wavevector k; In a quantum w ire where the m agnetic ux density is along the
y-direction. W e have assumed , = = 10 ! eV-m . A llother param eters are the sam e as in Fi. 2.



w here yg is a gauge constant.
U sing the de nition ofthe -s, the spin Ham iltonian can be sin pli ed to

H = @%))=@m )+ @h=m )K y> yoket+ Eg+ (3ket )
z T (kx'l' eB K y > YO)=h) z (12)
whereEg is the energy of the ]owgstmagneto—e]ectr:ic subband, 3= K kf, > < koz > 1], and
= ( eB=h)ICB)whereI§) = 11 v vo)@ (;B)=RyFdy, (v;B) isthe y-com ponent of the

wavefunction and < y > = 11 J ;B )ﬁydy. W e choose the gauge constant yg such that< y > =

yo. This sin pli es the H am iltonian to
H = 0%k)=Cm )+ +EJ+ (sket ) ct ke o (13)

F inally, diagonalizing this H am iltonian in the truncated H ibert space spanning the two spin
resolved states in the lowest subband yields the eigenenergies

h2k2 q
E® = o+ E¢ 24 2 K2+ 2( 5 ky+ 2+ 2 (14)

and the corresponding eigenstates
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where [ = (I=2)arctan[( sk + )=( ky )].
In Fig. 4, we plt the dispersion relations forthe case = 3 and = . Asbefore, the

dispersions are clearly nonparabolic and unlkss 3 = , they are asym m etric about the energy
axis. The eigengoinors are functions of k, because gi depends on ky . T herefore, the eigengpinors
are again not xed In any subband, but change w ith k; . N either subband hasa de nite spin quanti-
zation axis and the spin ofan electron In either subband dependson the wavevector. C onsequently,
it isagain always possibl to nd two states In the two subbands having non-orthogonal spins and
a non-m agnetic scatterer can coupl these two states causing a spin-relaxing scattering event.

4.1 Spin com ponents

T he spin com ponents along the x, y and z directions are given by

3 3
S =1 P10 Y1 m o= xiyiz (16)
Thisyields Sy (i) = sin@ P),Sy = 0ands,;’ ()= cos@ D).
Tn this case, Sy &x) 6 Sx> ( ky) and S.°) (ky) 6 S ( ky) unlkess the D ressehaus interaction
vanishes so that 3= = 0.Tn the latter case, S ) (ky) = S+ ( ky) and S2°) (k) = S0 ( ky).

5 Conclusion

W e have show n here that the dispersion relations ofthe low est eigenstates in a quantum w ire placed
In amagnetic eld are always non-parabolic and the subbands do not have xed soin quantization
axes since the elgenspinor in any subband changesw ith the wavevector. A sa resul, a non-m agnetic
scatterer can always couple two states In two subbands and i soin. However, if the m agnetic

eld is absent, then the eigenspinors becom e wavevector-ndependent since then = %= @=
(1=2)arctan[ = ] m = 1,2,3). In that case, each subband has a de nie soin quantization axes
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Figure 4: Energy versus wavevector k, in a quantum w ire where the m agnetic ux density is along the
z-direction. W ehaveassumed = = 0115meV and 3= = 10! &V-m.A llotherparam eters are the
sam e as In Fig. 2. This digpersion is sym m etric about the energy axis only because the param eters were so
chosen that 3 = ; otherw ise, i would have been asym m etric.



and the eigenspinors In two subbands are orthogonal. C onsequently, a non-m agnetic scatter cannot
couple the two subbandsand ip spin. Spin transport can then be ballistic, particularly because the
E lliot-Yafet spin I m echanisn @:] w il also be suppressed since the eigenspinors are w avevector
Independent. This e ect, whereby a m agnetic eld can cause a crossover from ballistic to non—
ballistic spin transport, can have applications in m agnetic eld sensors E5:].
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