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W e study the linear response spin Hallconductivity ofa two-dim ensionalelectron gas (2D EG )

in the presence ofthe Rashba spin orbitinteraction in the di�usive transportregim e.W hen defect

scatteringism odeled by isotropicshort-rangepotentialscatterersthespin Hallconductivityvanishes

due to the vertex correction. A non-vanishing spin Halle�ect m ay be recovered for dom inantly

forward defectscattering.

Spintronics is the rapidly developing �eld ofresearch

aim ingtousenotonlythechargebutalsothespin degree

offreedom ofelectronsin electroniccircuitsand devices.1

In orderto be com patible with m icroelectronic technol-

ogy, e�ective spin injection into conventionalsem icon-

ductorsisnecessary. Injection ofspinsvia attached fer-

rom agnets has turned out to be quite di�cult.2,3 This

isonem otivation to investigatethe possibilitiesto m ake

use ofthe spin-orbit(SO ) interaction,which m ay spin-

polarizea non-m agneticconductorsim ply by applying a

source-drain bias.4,5,6,7,8,9 The two-dim ensionalelectron

gas(2DEG )isan idealm odelsystem to investigate the

physics ofthese e�ects. In su�ciently asym m etric con-

�nem entpotentialstheso-called Rashba term dom inates

theSO interaction.10 TheDattaspin transistorconcept11

is based on the tunability ofthe Rashba interaction by

an externalgatepotential.12

Applying an electric �eld in the x� direction of a

Rashba 2DEG spanning thex;y� planeinducesa charge

currentin thex� direction,butalso a hom ogeneousspin

accum ulation in they� direction proportionaltothe�eld

strength.6,7 Recently,Sinova etal.reported a persistent

spin Hallcurrent9 fora ballistic Rashba 2DEG .The ac-

celeration ofthe electrons by the externalelectric �eld

(along the x-direction)m odi�es the SO -induced pseudo

m agnetic�eld such thatspin aretilted outofthe2DEG

planein directionsthatareoppositeforpositiveand neg-

ative lateralm om entum (ky) states. This corresponds

to a 
ow ofsz = + 1=2 and � 1=2 spins in opposite di-

rectionswithouta corresponding netcharge transport.9

Theauthorssuggestthatthespin Hallcurrentshould be

ratherrobustagainstdisorderscattering,which im plies

thatthee�ectism easurablein Hallbarsofm esoscopicdi-

m ensions.Notethattheballisticspin Halle�ectisquite

di�erentfrom thespin Halle�ectreported earlierfordif-

fuseparam agneticm etals,which iscaused essentially by

im purity scattering.13,14 In the weak scattering regim e,

in which the broadening issm allerthan the SO -induced

splitting oftheenergy bands,thelife-tim ebroadening of

the self-energy has recently been found to have vanish-

ing e�ect on the ballistic spin Hallcurrent.15,16 Burkov

and M acDonald17 recovered the universalballistic value

even in thedirty lim it,in which thebroadening islarger

than theSO -energy splitting.In thisCom m unication we

study the e�ectofdisorderon thespin Halle�ectin the

di�useregim e,in which thescattering rateislargerthan

eitherthefrequency ortheinversesam pletraversaltim e,

butforweak scattering.By taking into accountthe ver-

tex correction we �nd thatthe spin Halle�ectvanishes

identically forshort-rangeim purity scattering.

W e m odel the disorder by random ly distributed

isotropic short-range potentials and com pute longitudi-

naland transverse (Hall)conductivitiesforboth charge

and spin currents by the K ubo form alism in the Born

approxim ation. The SO interaction is subject to a sig-

ni�cant conductivity vertex correction,7 which we �nd

hereto be decisive forthe spin Hallcurrent.The vertex

correction appearsin such a way thatthe currentoper-

atoralong the x-direction corresponding to the Rashba

Ham iltonianJx = ef(�hk=m )1 � ��ygism odi�ed bysub-

stituting � ! ~� = � + �0. Here �i (i= x;y;z)are the

Paulispin m atrices. The correction term �0 is not nec-

essarily sm allcom pared with �,and found to be � � in

theweak scatteringregim e.O nly withoutthevertex cor-

rection,the spin Hallconductivity tendsto e=8� aspre-

dicted by Sinova etal..9 Physically,thedi�usescattering

represented by thevertex correction e�ciently scram bles

the precession ofspins out ofthe 2DEG plane induced

by the applied electric �eld such that no net spin Hall

current rem ains. O n the other hand,the induced spin

accum ulation in the y� direction is m uch less sensitive

to im purity scattering.7 The spin Hallconductivity m ay

persistforlong-range,anisotropic defectpotentialsthat

correspond to predom inantly forward scattering.

The Rashba Ham iltonian in the m om entum represen-

tation and Paulispin spacereads

H 0 =

 
�h
2

2m
k2 i��hk�

� i��hk+
�h
2

2m
k2

!

; (1)

where k� = kx � iky with k = (kx;ky)the electron m o-
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m entum in the 2DEG plane, and � param etrizes the

tunable spin-orbit coupling. The eigenfunctions and

eigenvaluesoftheHam iltonian correspondingto periodic

boundary conditionsaregiven as

�ks =
1

p
2L2

e
ik� r

�
is

k�

k

1

�

; (2)

E ks =
�h
2
k2

2m
+ s��hk; (3)

respectively,with s= � ;k =

q

k2x + k2y and L2 the area

ofthe 2DEG .The corresponding (free) G reen function

is denoted as gks(z) with an energy z on the com plex

energy plane.

Thedisorderism odeled asrandom lydistributed,iden-

ticaldefectswith pointscatteringpotentialsthatarenei-

therspin-dependentnor
ip the spin:

V (r)= V 1
X

i

�(r� Ri): (4)

which givesrise to an isotropic (s� wave)scattering of

electrons. The con�gurationalaveraged G reen function

reads

~G (k� )=
1

z� Ek� � �k� (z)
: (5)

In theBorn approxim ationtheself-energy�(z)isastate-

independentconstant:

�(z)=
nV 2

2L2

X

ks

gks(z); (6)

wheren istheim purity concentration and L denotesthe

linear dim ensions ofthe sam ple. The self-energy is re-

lated to the scattering life tim e � via jIm �j= �h=2� at

the Ferm ienergy �F .

The charge current operator in spin space reads18

Jx = e@H 0=@px = e(bkx1 � ��y)and Jy = e@H 0=@py =

e(bky1 + ��x)with b= �h=m .Thespin currentsarerep-

resented by the Herm itian operators9

J
�i
� =

�h

4
f��;�ig=

�h

4

�
@H 0

@p�
;�i

�

; (7)

where � = x;y;and z. Thus J�x
x = (�h=2)bkx�x;J

�y
x =

(�h=2)(� �1 + bkx�y) and J�zx = (�h=2)bkx�z, whereas

J�xy = (�h=2)bky�x;J
�y
y = (�h=2)bky�y; and J�zy =

(�h=2)bky�z.

The K ubo form ula forthe longitudinalelectricalcon-

ductivity can be written

�xx =
�h

2�L2
TrhJxG JxG iA V : (8)

where the trace istaken overwavevectorsand band in-

dex.W e evaluate hJxG JxG iA V = JxhG JxG iA V � JxK x

in the ladder approxim ation that obeys the W ard rela-

tionwith theself-energyin theBornapproxim ation.This

leadsto the Bethe-Salpeterequation

K x � ~G Jx ~G + ~G hV K xV iA V ~G : (9)

K x = ~G ~Jx ~G hasthe sam estructureas ~G Jx ~G ,and
7

~Jx = e

 

bkx1 +
~�

k
(kx�z � ky�y)

!

: (10)

with ~� = � + �0.Thevertex correction �0 isthesolution

of

�
0=

nV 2

4L2

X

k1

�
bk1G

�

k1
+ (� + �

0)
�
G
+

k1
+ G

+ �

k1
+ G

� +

k1

��
;

(11)

with G s
k = G

+ +

k
+ sG

� �

k
and G ss

0

k = ~G ks
~G ks0.

Thegeneralized spin conductivity tensorin Paulispin

spacereads

�
�i
�x =

�h

2�L2
TrJ�i� hG JxG iA V �

�h

2�L2
TrJ�i� K x; (12)

wherethevertex function isthesam easbefore.Sym m e-

try tellsusthat

TrJ�xx K x =
e�hb2

8
Trk2G +

�x +
e�hb~�

8
TrkG �

�x; (13)

TrJ�yx K x =
e�hb2

8
Trk2G +

�y +
e�hb(~� + �)

8
TrkG �

�y

�
e�hb�~�

8
Tr

�
G
+ �

� G
� +

�
�y; (14)

TrJ�zx K x =
e�hb2

8
Trk2G +

�z +
e�hb~�

8
TrkG �

�z; (15)

TrJ�xy K x =
e�hb~�

8
Trk

�
G
+ �

� G
� +

�
�y; (16)

TrJ�yy K x = �
e�hb~�

8
Trk

�
G
+ �

� G
� +

�
�x; (17)

TrJ�zy K x = i
e�hb~�

8
Trk

�
G
+ �

� G
� +

�
1: (18)

BecausetheG reen functionsdepend only on k,theangu-

laraveragesofk2x and k2y are k2=2,and odd term swith

respect kx and ky in the trace ofthe equations above

vanish by sym m etry.W ithoutSO interaction,allm atrix

elem entsofJ�i� K x vanish exceptforJ�xx K x = J
�y
x K x =

J�zx K x. But also these term s becom e zero after taking

the trace. This m eans that no spin current
owsalong

theexternalelectric�eld.7 O nly thespin Hallconductiv-

ity ��zyx proportionalto TrJ�zy K x is nonzero,indicating

that a spin Hallcurrent along the y� direction and po-

larized in the z� direction m ay exist when an external

electric �eld isapplied along x,aspredicted forthe bal-

listic lim it.9
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Them agnitudeofthespin Halle�ectcan becalculated

easily by adopting the following approxim ation for the

productofG reen functionsatthe Ferm ienergy �F ,

~G (ks)~G (ks)�
2��

�h
�(�F � Eks); (19)

which holdswhen the energy dependence ofthe selfen-

ergyisweakand thebroadeningissm allcom pared tothe

SO energy splitting atthe Ferm ienergy,jIm �j� 2�h�k.

Then

�
�z
yx = � �

�z
xy =

e~�

8��
; (20)

for �F > 0. This agrees with the ballistic result ��zyx =

e=8� by Sinova etal.9 exceptfora factor~�=� = 1+ �0=�

due to the vertex correction,butisidenticalto itwhen

the vertex correction �0 isneglected.

By substituting Eq. (19) into Eq. (11),the vertex

correction �0 isevaluated as�0 = � �,i.e. the spin Hall

conductivity vanishes.Eq.(19)isequivalentto theweak

scattering orstrong SO interaction lim it. As far asthe

spin Hallcurrentisconcerned,thee�ectoftheim purity

vertex correction isthusfound to be m uch m ore im por-

tantthan that ofthe im purity self-energy in the G reen

function.

Theballisticresultcan berecovered by consideringthe

frequency dependentconductivity

�
�
�� = lim

!! 0

Q �
��(!)� Q���(0)

� i!
; (21)

in term softhe correlation function

Q
�
��(i�‘) =

1

L2�

X

m

Tr
�
J
�
�G (i!m + i�‘)J�G (i!m )

�
(22)

=
1

L2
TrJ��K �(i�‘); (23)

with

K �(i�‘)=
1

�

X

m

hG (i!m + i�‘)J�G (i!m )iAV : (24)

Thevertex correction iscalculated asbeforeresulting in

K x(i�‘)=
1

�

X

m

~G (i!m + i�‘)~Jx ~G (i!m ) (25)

where ~Jx includes~� = � + �0(!)with

�
0(!)= �

�h

�

�

� i�h! +
�h

�

; (26)

by lettingi�‘ ! �h!+ i0.Hereweinvoked again theweak

scatteringassum ption.19 ThisresultgeneralizesEq.(20).

W hen the � ! 1 lim it is taken �rst,�0(!) ! 0;thus

recovering the ballistic lim it.9 W hen we take the ! ! 0

lim it �rst,�0(!) = � �,and the spin Hallconductivity

vanishesasbefore.

W e m ade the rather crucialapproxim ation that the

scatteringpotentialisshort-ranged,thusisotropicin m o-

m entum space. As m entioned above,Sinova etal.9 ex-

plain the ballistic spin Hallcurrentin term softhe pre-

cession ofspinsoutofthe2DEG planewhen accelerated

by the electric �eld. In the presence ofisotropic im pu-

rity scattering,electronswith m om entum k arescattered

intoallotherm om entak0attheFerm ienergy with equal

rate,and thespin Hallcurrentdisappearswith theaver-

agespin tilting.Thispictureisnotappropriateanym ore

when theim purity potentialsarelong-ranged,scattering

predom inantly in theforward direction.In thatcasethe

short-range m odelm isrepresents the \skew scattering"

corresponding to a non-zero Hallangle.20

For long-range anisotropic scatterersthe longitudinal

conductivity is governed not by the energy life tim e �

but the transport(m om entum ) life tim e �t because the

m om entum integration in the vertex function overV 2kx
(x isthecurrentdirection)doesnotvanish.19 Physically

thism eansthattheforward (sm allangle)scatteringdoes

notcontributetotheresistivity.W ithoutSO interaction,

the vertex correction due to anisotropicscattering reads

b
0=

hnV 2i

2L2

1

�

X

k1

(b+ b
0)G +

k1
; (27)

where b= �h=m ;1=� = �=�1,and hnV
2iisan averageof

the scattering potentialover Ferm isurface. The trans-

portlife tim e isgiven by 1=�t = 1=� � 1=�1:

W hen theSO interaction isincorporated into thisver-

tex correction,the expression ofthe longitudinalcharge

conductivity and spin accum ulation obtained before7 are

m odi�ed as

�xx = 2

�
e2�t

m
n0 + e

2
D �t�

2

�

; (28)

and

hsyi= 2�teE D �; (29)

respectively. Here we have used following relations:

1=� = 2�nV2D =�h = nV 2m =�h
3
, with D = m =2��h

2
,

whereD isthedensity ofstatesof2DEG .Notethatthe

relation �""xx = �##xx holdsforarbitrary valueofb
0 and �0.

Thespin Halle�ectm aysurvivewhen sm allanglescat-

tering dom inatesbecauseonly statescloseto each other

in m om entum spacearescram bled.Theanisotropy m ay

a�ectthee�ectivecurrentoperatorin Eq.(11):the�rst

term in parenthesison the right-hand side becom es� in

theisotropicscattering caseand islikely to dom inatefor

not too large long-range potentials. The vertex correc-

tion �0 isthen given by

�
0=

hnV 2i

4L2

1

�0

X

k1

bG
�

k1
; (30)



4

in which k21x and k21y = k21 � k21x are replaced with

weighted averagesk21=2�
0 and k21 � k21=2�

0 over the an-

gle. W ith 1=�0 = �=�0, we get ~� = (�=�H )� and

1=�H � 1=� � 1=�0. In the isotropic case, �H ! 1 ,

and ~� ! 0,but in generalthe spin-Hallcurrent is �-

nite. Thisargum entdoesnottake into accountthe full

e�ectsoftheanisotropybutdem onstrateshow thevertex

correction foranisotropicscattering a�ectsthespin-Hall

conductivity.

Burkovand M acDonald17 com puted thespin Hallcon-

ductivityfortheRashba-2DEG m odelsystem with short-

rangeim purity scattering,butfocusingon thedirty lim it

in which the lifetim e broadening exceedsthe SO energy

splitting,oppositeto theclean lim itdiscussed here.Sur-

prisingly,they recovertheuniversalballisticvaluefound

bySinovaetal..9 Thisim pliesthatwith increasing(short-

range) im purity scattering the Hall conductivity �rst

vanishes,butin a reentrantfashion increasesagain when

entering the dirty regim e,in which Eq. (19) does not

hold anym ore.

M urakam iet al.8,21 developed a theory for the spin

Hallcurrentsin hole-doped sem iconductorsdescribed by

the Luttinger Ham iltonian. Separating the spin Hall

current into a topologically conserved (intraband) and

non-conserved (interband)contribution,21 these authors

contend that the form er, which does not exist in the

Rashba-2DEG ,is robust against im purity scattering.22

Thebreakdown ofthespin Hallcurrentby im purity scat-

tering in the Rashba-2DEG discussed here would then

correspond to thevanishing ofthenon-conserved partof

the spin-Hallcurrent. M icroscopic calculations for the

LuttingerHam iltonian analogousto thepresentonesare

necessary to unam biguously prove that the topological

spin Hallcurrentindeed survivesunderim purity scatter-

ing.

In conclusion,we have exam ined the e�ectofim puri-

tieson thespin HallconductivityofaRashba-split2DEG

and found that the vertex correction (di�use electron

scattering) to the conductivity is essential,causing the

spin-Halle�ectto vanish.
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