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E� cient electron spin m anipulation in a quantum w ellby an in-plane electric � eld
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Electron spinsin a sem iconductorquantum wellcouple to an electric �eld via spin-orbitinterac-

tion.W eshow thatthestandard spin-orbitcoupling m echanism scan provideextraordinary e�cient

electron spin m anipulation by an in-plane ac electric �eld.

PACS num bers:71.70.Ej,76.20.+ q,78.67.D e,85.75.-d

E�cient m anipulation ofelectron spins by an exter-

nalac �eld is one ofthe centralproblem s ofsem icon-

ductor spintronics1, quantum com puting and inform a-

tion processing.2 The originalproposalsofspin m anipu-

lation were based on using a tim e dependent m agnetic

�eld ~B (t). However, there is a growing understand-

ing ofthe advantages ofspin m anipulation by a tim e-

dependent electric �eld ~E (t) that couples to the elec-

tronspin throughdi�erentm echanism sofspin-orbit(SO )

interaction.3 Recently K ato etal. successfully m anipu-

lated electron spinsin a parabolicAlG aAsquantum well

(Q W ) by a gigahertz bias applied to a single gate;this

produced a �eld ~E (t) perpendicular to the well.4 The

structurewasengineered tom aketheelectron Land�eten-

sor ĝ sm all(jgj<� 0:1),highly anisotropic,and position-

dependent,and to achievein thisway a ratherstrongSO

coupling originatingfrom theposition-dependenceofthe

Zeem an energy. The present authors have shown5 that

forlarge g-factorstypicalofnarrow-gap A 3B5 sem icon-

ductors such a �eld ~E (t) can provide e�cientelectrical

operation via the standard m echanism s ofSO coupling

(Dresselhaus6 and Rashba7)butonly forrelatively wide

Q W s.Indeed,thecoupling of2D electron spinsto a per-

pendicular �eld ~E (t) develops due to a deviation from

thestricttwo-dim ensional(2D)lim itand isproportional

to w=� (for w=� � 1),where w and � are the con�ne-

m entand m agnetic lengths,respectively. Using a tilted

m agnetic�eld B iscriticalforthem echanism sofRefs.4

and 5.

In this paper we show that using an in-plane electric

�eld ~E (t)resultsin a signi�cantincreasein thecoupling

ofthis�eld to electron spins.M oreover,thecoupling ex-

istsin thestrict2D lim it(and usually increaseswith de-

creasingw)and forarbitraryorientationsofB ,including

aperpendicular-to-planeB .However,usinga tilted �eld

B allows distinguishing the contributions com ing from

the com peting m echanism s ofSO coupling. O fcourse,

producingan in-plane�eld ~E (t)needsdesigningaproper

couplingtotheradiofrequency orm icrowavesource;this

problem can be solved.

W e considera 2D electron gasin a A 3B5 crystalcon-

�ned in a(0,0,1)Q W subjecttoatilted m agnetic�eld B .

The2D kineticm om entum ofelectronsk̂ = � ir + eA =�hc

depends only on the norm al com ponent of B , B z =

B cos�, hence A (r) = (B z=2)(� y;x;0). The opera-

tors k̂x and k̂y obey the usual com m utation relations

[̂kx;̂ky]� = � i=�2,where � = (c�h=eB z)
1=2;we assum e

that B z > 0. The totalHam iltonian Ĥ = Ĥ 0 + Ĥ Z +

Ĥ so + Ĥ int includes the orbitalterm Ĥ 0 = �h
2
k̂
2

=2m ,

wherem istheelectron e�ectivem ass,theZeem an term

Ĥ Z = g�B (� � B )=2,�B being the Bohrm agneton,and

thecoupling Ĥ int(t)= e(r�~E (t))toanin-planeacelectric

�eld ~E (t).TheSO interaction Ĥ so = Ĥ D + Ĥ R includes

the Dresselhausand Rashba term sthatin the principal

crystalaxesare

Ĥ D = �D (�x k̂x � �yk̂y); Ĥ R = �R (�x k̂y � �yk̂x): (1)

It is convenient to change from the set ofoperators

(x;y;� i@x;� i@y)tothekineticm om enta(̂kx;̂ky)and the

coordinatesofthecenteroftheorbit,(̂x0;ŷ0).
8 Thelatter

ones com m ute with (̂kx ;̂ky) and with H 0 and obey the

com m utation relations[̂x0;̂y0]� = i�2.Asusual,instead

of(̂kx;̂ky) the Bose-operators â = �(k̂x � îky)=
p
2 and

â+ = �(k̂x + îky)=
p
2 can be used.Afterthese transfor-

m ations,we com e to the convenientexpressionsfor the

coordinatesthatappearin the operatorH int(t)

x = x̂0 � i�(̂a+ � â)=
p
2; y = ŷ0 � �(a+ + a)=

p
2: (2)

W ithout the SO interaction, the energy spectrum of

2D electrons is described by two sets ofLandau levels

E �(n)= �h!c(�)(n+ 1=2)+ �h!s�fortwo spin projections

on the B direction,� = � 1=2. Here !c(�)= eB z=�hc=

!? cos� and !s = g�B B =�h are the cyclotron and spin

ip frequencies, respectively, and n � 0. The energy

spectrum ofa 2D system with a single term in Ĥ so,ei-

ther Ĥ D or Ĥ R ,can befound analytically butonly fora

perpendicular�eld B . The problem with both term sin

H so cannotbe solved analytically. W e considerin what

followsthelim itofastrongm agnetic�eld (thatisofprin-

cipalphysicalinterestand allowssolving theproblem for

an arbitrarydirection ofB )and assum ethatthefrequen-

cies!c and !s arelargecom pared with theSO coupling,

Ĥ so � �h!c;�h!s. Then the SO term can be elim inated,

in the �rstorderin Ĥ so,by a canonicaltransform ation

exp(T̂).3 The operator T̂ is non-diagonalin the orbital

quantum num bern and itsm atrix elem entsare

hn
0
;�

0
ĵTjn;�i= hn

0
;�

0
jĤ sojn;�i=[E �0(n0)� E�(n)]: (3)

After the transform ation,the tim e independent part of

Ĥ conservesthe spin projection on the m agnetic�eld.
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Theoperatorr = (x;y)isdiagonalin thespin indices,

and Ĥ int(t) drives spin-ip transitions due to the level

m ixing produced by Ĥ so. Afterthe T-transform ation,r

acquiresan anom alouspartrso = [̂T;r]� thatdrivesspin

transitions.Them atrix elem entsofrso diagonalin n are

hn "j rso jn #i= �
�
!chn " j[Ĥ so;r]+ jn #i

+ !shn "j[Ĥ so;r]� jn #i
	
=�h(!2c � !

2
s); (4)

the subscripts+ and � designate anticom m utatorsand

com m utators, respectively. Because Ĥ so includes only

the operators (̂a;̂a+ ), the operators (̂x0;̂y0) appearing

in Eq.(2) m ake no contribution to the diagonalin n

m atrix elem ents ofEq.(4). These m atrix elem ents can

be calculated explicitly for Ĥ D and Ĥ R .

In the quantum lim it, when only the lowest Lan-

dau level n = 0 is populated, for a m agnetic �eld

B = B (sin�cos’;sin�sin’;cos�)and an in-plane elec-

tric �eld ~E (t) polarized at an angle  to the x axis,

~E (t)= ~E (t)(cos ;sin ;0),the m atrix elem entsl
k

D ;R
=

h0 " jxso cos + yso sin j0 #iD ;R ofthe electric dipole

spin resonance(EDSR)are

l
k

D
=

�D

�h(!2c � !2s)
[(!ccos�� !s)sin(’ +  )� i(!c � !scos�)cos(’ +  )]; (5)

l
k

R
= �

�R

�h(!2c � !2s)
[(!ccos�+ !s)cos(’ �  )+ i(!c + !scos�)sin(’ �  )]: (6)

W e assum e thatcos� > 0. W hen cos� < 0,one should

also change the sign of!c,hence,m atrix elem ents are

even with respect to the reections in the (x;y) plane.

Forn 6= 0,theanticom m utatorin Eq.(4)acquiresa fac-

tor (2n + 1)while the com m utatordoes notdepend on

n.Therefore,Eqs.(5)and (6)can begeneralized by sub-

stituting !c ! (2n + 1)!c; !s ! !s in the num erators.

Let us �rst discuss the angular dependence ofthese

m atrix elem ents. The Ham iltonian of the Rashba in-

teraction Ĥ R is an invariant ofthe group C 1 v ofthe

continuous rotations about the z axis. Therefore,l
k

R
is

isotropicwith respectto the jointrotationsof ~E and B

and depends only on the di�erence (’ �  ). However,

thisdependence isratherstrong and the sign ofthe az-

im uthalanisotropy dependson �,Fig.1a.Forthe Dres-

selhaus interaction,l
k

D
is anisotropic,Figs.1b and 1c.

W hen ’ ! ’ + �=2 and  !  + �=2,l
k

D
changessign.

Asaresult,theintensity ofEDSR thatisproportionalto

l
k

D

2

showsa four-fold sym m etry with respectto thejoint

rotations ofB and ~E about the z axis,Fig.1c. G en-

erally,the intensity isproportionalto (l
k

D
+ l

k

R
)2,hence,

both contributionsinterfereand theintensity showsonly

thetwo-fold sym m etry in accordancewith thesym m etry

group C 2v ofthe Ham iltonian Ĥ so. W hen Ĥ D and Ĥ R

are ofa com parable m agnitude,aswasfound for G aAs

Q W s,9,10,11,12 thee�ectoftheinterferenceisvery strong,

see Fig.1d. Therefore,the azim uthaldependence ofthe

intensity ofEDSR is a powerfultoolfor m easuring the

ratio ofthe coupling constants,�R =�D .

Itisseen from Eqs.(5)and (6)thattheEDSR driven

by an in-plane�eld ~E should beseen forany direction of

B including perpendicular to the Q W plane. However,

using a tilted �eld B providesspecialadvantages.First,

FIG . 1: Angular dependence of the ED SR intensity

I(�;’; ) / jl
k

R
+ l

k

D
j
2
for a (0,0,1) Q W calculated from

Eqs. (5) and (6) for: (a) { �D = 0 and  = �=4; (b) {

�R = 0 and  = �=4; (c) { �R = 0 and  = ’; and

(d) { �R = �D and  = ’; arbitrary units. The ratio

ofthe frequencies !s=!? = � 0:17 as in InAs. The pole in

I(�;’; )at!
2

c(�)= !
2

s was cuto� by adding an im aginary

parti� = 0:1i! ? to !c(�).Forlarge � values,in the vicinity

ofthepole and close to �=2,the�gureprovidesonly qualita-

tivepatternsofI(�;’; )becauseofitshigh sensitivity to the

phenom enologicalline width � and the restrictions im posed

by the condition �h!c � Ĥ so.

itallowsdistinguishing thecontributionsofthedi�erent

SO coupling m echanism s. Second,because ofthe poles

in thedenom inatorsat!c(�)� !s,itcan allow strongin-

creasein theEDSR intensity.A sim ilarresonancein the

EDSR intensity when thefrequency ofan electricdipole

transition approaches!s isknown in thespectroscopy of
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localcenters.3,13 Near the pole,where the denom inator

ofEq.(4) vanishes,perturbation theory in the interac-

tion Ĥ so failsand the sharpnessofthe resonance is cut

by the avoided levelcrossing and by the levelwidth.

Letusestim atenow them agnitudesofthem atrix ele-

m entsofEqs.(5)and (6)forin-planeEDSR,~E ? ẑ,and

com pare them to the m atrix elem ents for the di�erent

m echanism sofspin-ip transitions.By theorderofm ag-

nitude,l
k

D
� �D =�h!c and l

k

R
� �R =�h!c forB k ẑ.W ith

typicalvaluesof�D � �R � 10� 9 eV cm ,m � 0:05m0,

and B � 1 T,we get l
k

D
� l

k

R
� 10� 5 cm . A sim ilar

length fortheelectron param agneticresonance(EPR)is

lEPR � jgj�C =4 � 10� 10 cm for jgj� 10;�C = �h=m 0c

being the Com pton length. Hence,l
k

D
;l
k

R
� lEPR ,and

EDSR strongly dom inates over EPR.

In theperpendiculargeom etry,~E k ẑ,thecharacteris-

tic length forthe Rashba interaction isl?
R
� �R !s=�h!

2
0,

where !0 � �h=m w2 is the con�nem ent frequency. The

factor!s appearsasa resultoftheelectron con�nem ent

in the electric �eld direction;itspresence isrequired by

the K ram ers theorem .3 The ratio of the characteristic

lengths l?
R
=l
k

R
� !c!s=!

2
0 � (m g=2m0)(w=�)

4. There-

fore,understrongcon�nem entconditions,w � �,EDSR

in the in-plane geom etry is m uch stronger than in the

perpendicular geom etry becausein thelattergeom etry it

developsdueto the deviation from the 2D regim e.5

For the Dresselhaus interaction, it is instructive to

com paretheEDSR intensity in thein-planegeom etry to

itsintensity in 3D.14 Usually the 3D Dresselhauslength

is about l3D
D

� �=�h!c�
2. Here � is the constant ofthe

bulk inversion asym m etry ofA 3B5 com poundsand isre-

lated to �D as�D � �=w2.15 Theratio ofthe character-

istic lengthsisaboutl
k

D
=l3D
D

� (�=w)2. There is a spe-

cial3D geom etry, ~E k B ,when l3D
D

is especially large,

l3D
D

� �=�h!s�
2; indeed, !s=!c is usually num erically

sm all. However,in a sim ilar2D geom etry, ~E k B ? ẑ,

the length l
k

D
is also large, l

k

D
� �D =�h!s, as follows

from Eq.(5) for cos� = 0 and !c = 0. Hence,again

l
k

D
=l3D
D

� (�=w)2. Therefore,under the conditions ofa

strong con�nem ent,w � �,in-plane EDSR in a QW is

stronger than in 3D.Absence ofthe potentialcon�ne-

m entin the direction of ~E and a strong con�nem entin

z direction arehighly advantageousforstrong EDSR.

The m ost im portant quantity characterizing the spin

operation e�ciency by a resonant electric �eld ~E (t) is

theRabifrequency 
R = e~E l=�h.W ith l� l
k

R
;l
k

D
� 10� 5

cm asestim ated above,we�nd that
 R � 1010s� 1 in an

electric �eld assm allasonly about ~E � 0:6V/cm .This

estim ateshowsthattheelectron spin m anipulation by an

in-plane electric � eld should be highly e� cient.

Electron heating by the electric �eld and spin relax-

ation can ham per electricaloperation ofelectron spins.

However,electron heatingissuppressed by astrongm ag-

netic �eld because,according to the Drude form ula,it

decreases with B as (!c�p)
� 2,�p being the m om entum

relaxation tim e. The spin relaxation isuniversal,i.e.,it

does not depend on the speci�c m echanism ofspin op-

eration. The above theory has been developed for the

2D lim it but the qualitative conclusions related to the

high e�ciency ofin-plane operation are valid also when

!0 � !c.

In conclusion,wehavedem onstrated an extraordinary

high e�ciency fortheelectron spin operation in quantum

wells by an in-plane ac electric �eld. Spin coupling to

an in-planeacelectric �eld ism any ordersofm agnitude

strongerthan to an ac m agnetic �eld,and isalso m uch

strongerthatthe coupling to a perpendicular-to-wellac

electric�eld.
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