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O ptically-Induced Suppression of Spin R elaxation in Tw o-D im ensional E lectron
System s w ith R ashba Interaction
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A pulsed technique for electrons in 2D system s, in som e ways analogous to spin echo in nuclear
m agnetic resonance, is discussed. W e show that a sequence of opticalbelow band gap pulses can be
used to suppress the electron spin relaxation due to the D 'yakonov-P erel’ spin relaxation m echanism .
The spin relaxation tim e is calculated for severalpulse sequences w thin a M onte C arlo sin ulation
scheme. The maxinum of spin relaxation tin e as a function of m agnitude/w idth of the pulses
corresoonds to  pulse. It is in portant that even relatively distant pulses e ciently suppress spin

relaxation .

PACS numbers: 72.15 Lh, 85.75d, 76.60 Lz

There has been a ot of experim ental [1, 12, |3, |4, [5]
and theoretical [€, 7, 1§, 9, 110, 111, 112, 15, |14, [15] In—
terest in the physics of spin relaxation In sem iconductor
structures. The main reason for that is the potential
of spintronic applications [L€,/17%,118,119,120,121, 122, 123].
C ontrolling spin relaxation rate is Interesting both from a
fundam entaland practicalpoint ofview . O ne oftheways
through which spin polarization can be lost is spin-orbit
Interaction. O f particular interest is Rashba spin-orbit
(SO ) iInteraction R4], which is observed In asymm etric
heterostructures. C orresponding spin relaxation m echa—
nism isknown asD ‘yakonov-Perel’ DP) spin relaxation
m echanisn RS].

Let us consider a system 0of2D elctronscon ned in a
quantum well or heterostructure. T he Rashba spin-orbit
Interaction can be regarded as an e ective m om entum —
dependent m agnetic eld acting on electron soins. In the
presence ofthee ectivem agnetic eld, the electron soins
feel a torque and precess in the plane perpendicular to
the magnetic  eld direction with an angular frequency

" (k). This precession leads to an average spin relax-
ation (dephasing). M om entum scatterings reorient the
direction of the precession axis, m aking the orientation
of the e ective m agnetic eld random and tractory—
dependent. Therefore, frequent scattering events sup-—
pressthe precession and consequently the spin relaxation.
T his is the m otionatnarrow ing behavior, accordingly to
which the spin relaxation tine ;' / yR5], where  is
amomentum scattering tim e.

Spin echo is a standard way to overcom e dephasing
In nuclarm agnetic resonance experim ents 2€]. Nuclear
soin m agnetization, after a free induction decay, can be
restored, as a result of the e ective reversal of the de-
phasing of the spins (refocusing) by the application of
a refocusing RF pulse (@pplied in a tin e shorter than
or of the order of T, tim e). Unfortunately, this m ethod
can not be directly applied to electron soin coherence In
heterostructures. O ne of the obstacles is that the m Ini-
mum achievable RF pulse length of 10ns is of the or-
der or even longer than the typical spin coherence tin e.
M oreover, the e ective m agnetic eld due to SO inter-
action is xed only between two consecutive scattering

events. Therefore, a refocusing pulse sequence should
have a pulse separation of the order of , and pulse du-
ration m uch shorter than . In what follow s we discuss
a possble realization of such refocusing pulse sequence
based on a m ethod from fem tosecond optics.

In this Letterw e consider dynam ics ofelectron soin po—
larization In a two-dim ensional sem iconductor structure
like a quantum wellorheterostructureundera train ofin—
tense opticalbelow -band gap circularly-polarized pulses.
R ecent experin ents have been dem onstrated that an ef-
fective m agnetic  eld due to an optical below band gap
pulse coherently rotates electron spinson a tin e scale of

150£s|27], which ism uch shorter than typicalvaliesof
p In clean structures. Them echanisn of spn rotation is
based on the optical Stark e ectl28]. P hysically, the op—
ticalStark e ect In sem iconductors is related to optically—
Induced modi cation (dressing) of quantum states|28],
ncliding optically-induced spin splitting R7,129]. Since
below band gap laser does not excite real excitons, the
optically-induced spin splitting lasts only as long as the
pum p pulse. T he purpose of the current nvestigation is
to study the e ect ofthe pulse sequence on electron spin
relaxation tin e in 2D quantum structuresw ith dom inant
D 'yakonov-Perel soin relaxation m echanisn . E lectron
spin rotations due to the pulse sequence result in partial
com pensations of spin precessions due to the Rashba in-
teraction . C orrespondingly, electron soin relaxation tim e
becom es longer.

The man idea of our approach is illustrated In Fig.
[[. Let us consider the evolution of an electron spin
(Initially aligned w ith z-axis) during a tin e interval be—
tween two consecutive scattering events. U sing a sem i
classicalapproach to electron spacem otion (the electrons
are treated as classicalparticles in the e ective-m ass ap-—
proxim ation), we assum e that an electron m oves along
a straight tra fctory w ith a constant velocity. Fig. [(@)
show s that w ithout a pulse, the direction ofelectron soin
at t = ty is changed by an angle due to precession
around the e ective spin-orbit magnetic ed R . Fig.
[ @) dem onstrates the e ect of the light pulse applied
att= t=2 Fi.[d()) with such a width and intensity
that the electron spin rotates around z-axis by angle
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FIG.1l: The e ect of an ideal -pulse on the electron spin
polarization vector S: (@) evolution of the spin polarization
vector w fthout a pulse ; () evolution of the spin polarization
vector w ith a pulse ; (c) pulse pro le.

Tt is readily seen that In this case at t = ty the electron
soin is directed In the initial z-direction, so the e ect of
R ashba spin-orbit interaction is elin nated. In reality, of
course, I is not possible to apply pulses exactly in the
m iddle ofeach free ight Interval foreach electron, hence,
a residual relaxation rem ains.

In order to get a quantitative estin ation ofthe e ect,
we perform a M onte Carlo sin ulation of spin dynam ics
In the presence of optical below band gap pulses. The
electron spin relaxation tin e is calculated as a function
of the electron spin precession angle ’ (due to a pulse)
fordi erent selected values of the spacing betw een pulses
Tg and for two types of pulse sequences: unidirectional
and altemating. For the sake of sin plicity, we assum e
that thee ectivem agnetic eld due to the pulse ismuch
strongerthan thee ectivem agnetic eld due to the soin—
orbi interaction. T his assum ption allow s us to consider
the electron spin precession events due to the pulses as
instantaneous.

W ithin aM onte C arlo sin ulation schem e, it isassum ed
that the electrons m ove along tra pctories, which are de—

ned by bulk scattering events (scattering on phonons,
In purities, etc.), w ith an average velocity v. The angu—
lar frequency oonl:espondjng to the R ashba coupling can
beexpresssdas ~ = ¥ 2,where =2m ~2,m
is the e ective electron m ass, and is the interaction
constant that enters into the R ashba spin-orbi coupling
Ham iltonian
Hg = ~ '

(xPy  yPx): @)

Here, ! is the P aulim atrix vector corresponding to the
electron spin. The spin of a particle m oving ballistically
over a distance 1= will rotate by the angle = 1. The
angle of the spin rotation perm ean free path L, is given
by Lp. It is assum ed that at the initialm om ent of tim e
the electron spin are polarized in z-direction (perpend'ic—
ular to the plane) by a pump beam . W e calculate hS i
as a function of tin e by averaging over an ensemble of
electrons and taking into account both R ahsba-induced
and optically-induced spin precessions. The soin relax—

at'ljon tin e isevaluated by tting the tim edependence of
hS ito an exponentialdecay. T he detailed description of
the basic M onte C arlo sim ulation schem e can be found
In Ref. [€]. W e note that the selected M onte Carlo al-
gorithm correctly describes the physics of DP relaxation.
However, since all scattering param eters and tem pera—
ture e ects are taken Into account only via two param e~
tersL, and p, the tem perature dependence aswellasthe
role of Coulom b scattering can not be easily evaluated,
and m ore sophisticated sin u'Jatjons [13] are required.

T he tin e-dependence of hS iwas calculated ©ran en—
sem ble of 10° electrons ©r each value of the param eters
describing the pulse sequence. The soin relaxation tim e
for various pulse spacings is shown in F ig.[2 as a finction
ofthe spin rotation angle. W e found that the rate of In—
crease of spin relaxation tin e doesnot depend on the pa-
rameter Ly when L, < 1. Instead, it is com pletely de-

ned by the spacing betw een pulses, by the type ofpulse
sequence, and by the soin rotation angle due to a pulse.
A strong dependence of the spin relaxation tim e on the
pulse sequence is observed. For short spacings between
pulses, the unidirectional pulse sequence suppresses the
soin relaxation m oree ciently than the altematingpulse
sequence. The spin relaxation tin e coincides for both
pulse sequences only for’ = n, where n is an Integer
num ber. Furthem ore, the soin relaxation tine (') isa
periodic fiinction of’ with period 2 , symm etric w ithin
aperiod, s( + )= s ),where 2 D; ], and has
amaximum at’ = @n+ 1).By increasing the spacing
between pulses, the relaxation tin e decreases for both
sequences. W hen the spacing between pulses becom es
as Iong as a &w m om entum relaxation tim es, the soin
rotations due to neighboring pulses becom e uncorrelated
and the dependence of the spin relaxation tine on ' is
the sam e for both pulse sequences. This is clearly seen
orTy = 3, In Fig. [@. Tt is inportant to notice that
a signi cant increase of spin relaxation tim e is observed
even w hen the spacing between pulses is longer than .

Fi. [3 shows the spin relaxation time as a finction
of the spacing between pulses Ty In the practically in -
portant situation = , which is characterized by the
Iongest spin relaxation tine. The spin relaxation time
sharply Increases at sm all values of Tg and slow Iy de—
creases w ith increase of Ty to the soin relaxation time
w ithout pulses s (" = 0). Let us derive the asym ptotic
behaviorofthe spin relaxation tin e asa function of spac—
Ing between pulses in this case. F irst, consider the lin i
of distant pulses, when Tgy p- Using a method de-
scribed in Ref. [30] and assum ing that a pulse is applied
In an arbitrary tin e m om ent t between two scattering
events separated by a tim e interval , the m ean squared
dephasing betw een these scattering events 2 isgiven by

= 2ot

0

1
fdt= 3 22, @)

The mean squared dephasing between two scattering
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FIG .2: Spin relaxation tin e as a function ofthe soin preces—
sion angle ’ due to a pulse for several pulse periods Tg and
two types of pulse sequences: unidirectional pulse sequence
(@), altemating pulse sequence ©). These plots was obtained
using the param eter value L, = 04.

events w ithout a pulse is sin ply given by 2 = .
Taking Into account the pulse probabiliy, =Ty, and
the exponential distribution of probability of scattering,
p(; +d)= (1=p)exp ( =p)d , the mean free de—
phasing affer 2 scattering events w illbe

2 2
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If we take the relaxation tine ¢ for a group of spins
In phase at the Initialm om ent of tim e to get about one
radian out of step, we nd

s = > : 4)

1000 + . : : ! . !
;

g . = Monte Carlo results

Il e Equation (4)
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FIG . 3: Sph relaxation tin e as a function of the spacig
between pulsesTg at’ = . The assym ptotic behavior ofthe
spin relaxation tine Egs. @), @) is n excellent agreem ent
w ith M onte C arlo resuls.

The rst termm at the right-hand side of Eq. [@) is
the spin relaxation tin e w ithout pulses, the second tem
describesthe e ect ofthe pulse sequence. In the opposite
lim i, when the num ber of pulses per m ean free path is
large T pr the spacing between pulses Tz de nes
the characteristic anglke of soin precession between two
scattering events, Instead of the m om entum relaxation
tine ,.Thuswe can write

)

T he asym ptotic expressions for spin relaxation tim e, Egs.
@, @ are presented n Fig. [@ showing an excellent
agreem ent w ith M onte C arlo results.

W e would lke to em phasize that the proposed tech-
nigque ism ost suitable or clean quantum structuresw ith
low electron density at low tem peratures, ie. when ,
is long. For example, takihg v = 5  1@m /sec and
L, = 1m weobtain , = 20ps. Our calculations in—
dicate that in order to get a two-fold increase n ¢,
the spacing between the pulses at , = 20ps should be

S0ps at ' = The calculations presented in this
paper have been m ade for a particular value of the pa—
rameter L, = 0:4. This speci c value of I, is real
izable In physical system s. For instance, considering an
InA A s/InG aA squantum well3Bl]wih = 04 102 v
m,m = 004m.,andLy,=1m,weobtain L= 0:42.
W ewould like to em phasize again that the rate of change
of s doesnot depend on L, in the m otionaknarrow ing
regin e.

In order to experim entally cbserve supression of soin
relaxation, the energy of below band gap laser m ust be
adjusted to m inim ize the excitation of real carriers by
com prom isingbetween state- llinge ectsandm agniude
of the Stark shift R7]. Recent calculations for quantum
dot geom etry dem onstrate that pulsesm ay be obtained



even for quite large detunings ( 70m &V) and experi-
m entally realistic pum p param eters. De niely, the role
ofunw anted carriers excitation is sm aller in system sw ith
Ly & 1, when just several pulses signi cantly increase
s . Another im portant e ect that should be avoided is
the sam ple heating. This can be done in the follow ing
way. The Initialelectron spin polarization can be excied
N tin es per second and followed by M below -band gap
pulses, so that the total num ber of pulses per second is
N M . Typically, Ins. s (" = 0) . 100ns. Therefore,
the required number of pulses M to m onior enhance—
ment of (" = 0) at Ty = 50ps is s = 0)=Tg =
20:20000. In the recent experim ent 27] the sam ple was
not signi cantly heated at 250kH z pum p repetition rate.
C onsequently, the sam ple heating is am aller than in Ref.
R7] ifN < [R50000=M ], where [::] denotes the integer
part.
In conclusion, the electron spin relaxation due to the
D 'yakonov-P erel’ spin relaxation m echanisn under a se—
quence of optical below band gap pulses was studied.
T he pulse sequence rotating electron spins around the

axisperpendicular to the quantum wellsigni cantly sup—
press spin relaxation In a way quite sin ilar to the spin

echo In the nuclear m agnetic resonance. The soin rota—
tion m echanian is based on the optical Stark e ect. It
was dem onstrated that the optical Start e ect In sem i
conductors allow s obtaining very short ( 150fs) and
strong ( 20T) pulses of e ective m agnetic eld27].

Spin relaxation timn e wascalculated fordi erent pulse se-
quences and spacihg between pulses. It was found that,

In general, unidirectional pulse sequences suppress the

soin relaxation m oree ciently than the altemating one.

Analytical form ulae for asym ptotic behavior of the spin

relaxation tin e were obtained. T he proposed m ethod of
spin ocoherence controlcould nd applications in probing
spin-coherence dynam ics in heterostructures.
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