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A bstract

W e elucidate the origin and nature ofthe D ’yakonov-Perel’spin relaxation in a quantum wire struc-

ture,showing (analytically)thatthere are three necessary conditionsforitto exist: (i)transportm ust

be m ulti-channeled,(ii)there m ustbe a Rashba spin orbitinteraction in the wire,and (iii)there m ust

also be a D resselhaus spin orbit interaction. Therefore,the only e�ective way to com pletely elim inate

theD ’yakonov-Perel’relaxation in com pound sem iconductorchannelswith structuraland bulk inversion

asym m etry is to ensure strictly single channeled transport. In view of that, recent proposals in the

literature thatadvocate using m ulti-channeled quantum wiresforspin transistorsappearill-advised.

1 Introduction

Coherentspin transportin sem iconductorquantum wiresisthebasisforinteresting spintronicdevicessuch

asthe Spin Field E� ectTransistor(SPINFET)[1]. In this device (and its closely related cousins)a quasi

one-dim ensionalquantum \wire"(asopposed toa quasitwo-dim ensionalquantum \well")ispreferred asthe

channelforseveralreasons. First,one dim ensionalcon� nem entofcarriersam elioratesthe harm fule� ects

ofensem ble averaging (at a � nite tem perature),thereby producing a strong conductance m odulation [1].

Thisisa pre-requisite forany good \transistor" where the conductance ofthe \on" and \o� " statesm ust

di� er by severalorders ofm agnitude. Second,one-dim ensionalcon� nem ent leads to a severe suppression

ofspin relaxation [2],[3]. As a result,the transistor channelcan be m ade long,which not only relaxes

the dem andson fabrication,butalso reducesthe threshold voltage forswitching the device (the threshold

voltageofa SPINFET isinversely proportionalto the channellength).This,in turn,reducesthe dynam ic

powerdissipation.O fcourse,increasing the gatelength also increasesthe transittim e through the channel

and theswitching delay,butthepowerdissipation isproportionalto thesquareofthethreshold voltageand

hence inversely proportionalto the squareofthe gatelength,while the transittim e islinearly proportional

to the gate length. Asa result,the im portant� gure ofm erit{ the powerdelay product{ scalesinversely

with thegatelength.A reduced powerdelay productm ay beultim ately them ostsigni� cantadvantagethat

spintronicshasoverconventionalelectronics.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In the nextsection,we discussthe D’yakonov-Perel’spin relaxation

in a quantum wirestructureand deriveanalyticalexpressionsforthespatialevolution oftheaveragespin of

an electron ensem bleasa consequenceofD’yakonov-Perel’relaxation.Thederived expressionsareperfectly

generaland are valid in the presence ofarbitrary driving electric � elds,m om entum random izing collisions

and inter-subband scattering.Based on these expressions,we derivethe necessary and su� cientconditions
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Figure1:G eom etry ofthequantum wire.HereE x isthelongitudinalelectric� eld thatinducescurrent
 ow.

The transverseelectric� eld Ey inducesRashba spin-orbitcoupling.

forthe D’yakonov-Perel’spin relaxation to existin a quantum wire. Finally,we conclude by stressing the

im portanceofensuring singlechanneled transportin spintronicdevicesin orderto elim inatetheD’yakonov-

Perel’relaxation.

2 D ’yakonov-Perel’relaxation

TheD’yakonov-Perel’spin relaxationiscausedbym om entum -dependentspin-orbitinteractionsthatoriginate

from bulk inversion asym m etry (giving risetoa Dresselhausinteraction)and structuralinversion asym m etry

(giving rise to a Rashba interaction). In this section,we willanalytically derive the tem poraland spatial

evolution ofthe average spin ofan ensem ble ofelectrons in a quantum wire in the presence ofthese spin

orbitinteractions.Thiswillelucidatetheorigin oftheD’yakonov-Perel’relaxation in aquasione-dim ensional

structure,and identify pathwaysto elim inate it.

Consider the quantum wire structure shown in Figure 1. A transverse electric � eld Eyŷ is applied

perpendicular to the wire axis (̂x) to induce a structuralinversion asym m etry that causes a Rashba spin

orbit interaction [4]. This structure m im ics the SPINFET [1]. Since m aterials that have strong Rashba

coupling (preferred forSPINFETs)usually also have bulk inversion asym m etry,we willassum e thatthere

isalso a Dresselhausinteraction [5].

Spin evolution in thepresenceofspin-orbitinteraction istreated by thestandard spin density m atrix [6]

��(t)=

�
� ""(t) � "#(t)

� #"(t) � ##(t)

�

(1)

which isrelated to the spin polarization com ponentasSn(t)= Tr[�n��(t)]where n = x,y,z and �n-sare

Paulispin m atrices.Thisspin density m atrix evolvesunderthein
 uenceofm om entum dependentspin orbit

coupling Ham iltonian H SO (~k)as

��(t+ �t)= exp

�

�
iH SO (k)�t

~

�

��(t)exp

�
iH SO (k)�t

~

�

(2)

The spin-orbitcoupling Ham iltonian hastwo m ain com ponents:onedue to Dresselhausinteraction

H D (k)= 
~� � ~� (3)

and the otherdue to Rashba interaction,whose strength dependson the transverseelectric � eld Ey and is

given by

H R (k)= �

h

~� � ~k

i

� ŷ (4)
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The constants
 and � depend on the m aterialand,in caseof�,also on the externalelectric� eld Ey.

In equation (3),~� isgiven by ~� = �xx̂ + �yŷ+ �zẑ [7]where
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and �y,�z are obtained by cyclic perm utationsofkx,ky and kz.In the quantum wire,electronscan m ove

only along x̂ (the axis ofthe quantum wire). Hence setting ky = kz = 0,the Dresselhaus Ham iltonian

sim pli� esto

H D (k)= 

�

k
2

y

�
�


k
2

z

��
kx�x (6)

where


k2y

�
= (n�=W y)

2
and



k2z

�
= (m �=W z)

2
. Here m and n are subband indicesalong ẑ and ŷ,respec-

tively.Also,W y and W z arewiredim ensionsalong ŷ and ẑ respectively.Sim ilarly,from equation (4)wecan

derivethe Rashba Ham iltonian to be

H R (k)= ��zkx (7)

From equation (2)we can obtain the tem poralevolution ofthe spin vectoras[8],[9]:

d~S

dt
= ~
 � ~S (8)

where the precession vector~
 hastwo orthogonalcom ponents~
R (k)and ~
D (k)due to Rashba and Dres-

selhausinteractionsrespectively:

~
R (k)=
2a46

~

E ykxẑ (9a)

~
D (k)=
2a42

~

"�
m �

W z

� 2

�

�
n�

W y

� 2
#

kxx̂ (9b)

Note thatthe precession vector~
 liesin the x � z plane (equations(9a)and (9b)). Now we rotate the

x � z plane aboutthe y axisin a way (Figure 2)such that~
 becom escoincidentwith the new z axis.W e

nam e thisnew z axisz0 and the new x axisx0.Thisrequiresrotating the x and z axesthrough an angle �

in the x � z planeasshown in Figure2.The angle� isgiven by

� = tan
�1

�

D


R

�

(10)



’

’

sin

sinθ ’sin φ ’

sinθ ’
θ ’cos φ ’

φ

X’

Y

Z’

θ

Figure3:Spin com ponentsin x’yz’co-ordinatesystem

Thespin precession equation (8)in the x0yz0 coordinatesystem readsasfollows:

d~S

dt
= ~
 � ~S = det

2

4
x̂0 ŷ ẑ0

0 0 
 (t)

Sx0(t) Sy(t) Sz0(t)

3

5 (11a)

where


 (t)=

q


2

D
(t)+ 
2

R
(t)= �kx(t) (11b)

and
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~

v
u
u
t
(a46E y)

2
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42
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W z

� 2
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� 2
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(11c)

From equation (11a)weget

dSx0

dt
= � 
 Sy (12a)

dSy

dt
= 
 Sx0 (12b)

dSz0

dt
= 0 (12c)

In sphericalco-ordinates(Figure 3),Sx0 = S sin �0cos �0,Sy = S sin �0sin �0 and Sz0 = S cos �0 where

S isthe m agnitudeofthespin vector.Substitution ofthese expressionsin equations(12a),(12b)and (12c)

yield

d�0

dt
= 
 (t)= �kx(t) (13a)

d�0

dt
= 0 (13b)



Solution ofEquation (13a)yields

�
0(t)� �

0(0)= �

Z t

0

kx(t
0)dt0

=
m ��

~

Z t

0

vx(t
0)dt0

=
m ��

~

x

� �0(x)

(14)

where we have assum ed a parabolic electron energy dispersion so that the velocity is given by vx(t) =

~kx(t)=m
� (m � isthe e� ective m ass).Before we proceed to derive the expressionsforthe spin com ponents

asa function ofposition x,we need to relatethe prim ed quantitiesto theirunprim ed counterparts.

cos �
0=

~S � ẑ0

j~Sjĵz0j

= (Sx=S)z
0

x + (Sy=S)z
0

y + (Sz=S)z
0

z

= (Sx=S)sin � + (Sz=S)cos �

= cos � sin � sin � + cos � cos �

(15)

wherez0x = sin �,z0y = 0 and z0z = cos �.From the above,we� nd

sin �
0= [1� A]

1=2
(16)

where

A = cos
2
�
0

=

�
Sx

S

� 2

sin
2
� +

�
Sz

S

� 2

cos
2
� +

SxSz

S2
sin 2�

(17)

The com ponents of ~S in the originalsystem ofcoordinates (x;y;z) are then easily obtained from the

com ponentsin the prim ed system (x0;y;z0).

Sx = Sx0 cos � + Sz0 sin �

= S sin �
0
cos �

0
cos � + S cos �

0
sin �

Sy = Sy0 = S sin �
0
sin �

0

Sz = � Sx0 sin � + Sz0 cos �

= � S sin �
0
cos �

0
sin � + S cos �

0
cos �

(18)

Using equations(15){(18),weget

Sx(x)= S0 cos [�
0(x)+ �

0(0)]cos � + Sx(0)sin
2
�

+ Sz(0)sin � cos �

Sy(x)= S0 sin [�0(x)+ �
0(0)]

Sz(x)= � S0 cos [�
0(x)+ �

0(0)]sin �

+ Sx(0)sin � cos � + Sz(0)cos
2
�

(19)

where

S
2

0
= S

2
� Sx(0)

2
sin

2
� � Sz(0)

2
cos

2
�

� Sx(0)Sz(0)sin 2�
(20)



Let us now consider the situation where electrons are injected into the quantum wire with their spins

polarized along the + x̂ direction. In thatcase,�0(0)= 0,S = Sx(0) and Sy(0)= Sz(0)= 0. The above

equation then sim pli� esto

Sx(x)= Sx(0)
�
cos

2
� cos � 0+ sin

2
�
�

=
Sx(0)

h

�2(m ;n)+ (a46E y)
2
cos 
(m ;n)x

i

�2(m ;n)+ (a46E y)
2

Sy(x)= Sx(0)cos � sin � 0

=
a46 E y sin 
(m ;n)x
q

�2(m ;n)+ (a46E y)
2

Sx(0)

Sz(x)= Sx(0)sin � cos �[1� cos � 0]

=
2 a46 E y �(m ;n)Sx(0)

�2(m ;n)+ (a46E y)
2

sin
2

�

(m ;n)x

2

�

(21)

where

�(m ;n)=
m 2�2a42

W 2
z

�
n2�2a42

W 2
y

(22a)


(m ;n)=
2m �

~
2

q

�2(m ;n)+ (a46E y)
2

(22b)

Itisstraightforward to verify from equation (21)that

Sx(x)
2 + Sy(x)

2 + Sz(x)
2 = 1 (23)

Thus,the m agnitude ofthe spin vectorisconserved only forevery individualelectron. However,when we

havean ensem ble ofelectrons,the m agnitude ofthe ensem ble averaged spin m ay decay with distance.This

isthe D’yakonov-Perel’relaxation.In the nextsection weinvestigatewhen thisrelaxation exists.

3 N ecessary conditions for D ’yakonov-Perel’relaxation

3.1 R ashba interaction

W ecan seeim m ediately from equation (21)thatifthereisno Rashba interaction (a46 = 0 or,E y = 0),then

atallpositionsx,

hSx(x)i= hSx(0)i

hSy(x)i= hSz(x)i= 0
(24)

Therefore,

�
�
�

D
~S(x)

E�
�
�=

q

hSx(x)i
2
+ hSy(x)i

2
+ hSz(x)i

2

= hSx(0)i

=

�
�
�

D
~S(0)

E�
�
�

= a constantindependentof position x

(25)

Here the angularbracketshidenote ensem ble average overelectronsand h~S(x)i isthe ensem ble averaged

spin vectoratposition x.

Equation (25)indicatesthatasalong asthe carriersare injected with theirspinsaligned along the axis

ofthewire,thereisno D’yakonov-Perel’relaxation,sincetheensem bleaveragespin jh~Sijdoesnotdecay at

all.Therefore,Rashba interaction isrequired forthe ensem ble averaged spin to relax.



3.2 D resselhaus interaction

Ifthereisno Dresselhausinteraction (a42 = 0),then

hSx(x)i=

�

Sx(0)cos

��
2m �a46E y

~
2

�

x

��

hSy(x)i=

�

Sx(0)sin

��
2m �a46E y

~
2

�

x

��

hSz(x)i= 0

Therefore,

�
�
�

D
~S(x)

E�
�
�=

q

hSx(x)i
2
+ hSy(x)i

2
+ hSz(x)i

2

=

�
�
�

D
~S(0)

E�
�
�

= a constantindependentof position x

Again,weseethattheensem bleaveraged spin jh~Sijdoesnotdecay.In thiscase,thespin oscillatesbetween

the x-and y-polarization (the z-polarization rem ains 0),but the \am plitude" ofthis oscillation does not

decay.Therefore,there can be no D’yakonov-Perel’relaxation withoutDresselhausinteraction.

3.3 M ulti-channeled transport

Ifboth Rashba and Dresselhausinteractionsarepresent,buttransportissinglechanneled,i.e.m = m 0 and

n = n0,then every electron isin the sam esubband (m 0,n0).In thatcase,

hSx(x)i
2
=

"
Sx(0)

�
�2
0
+ (a46 E y)

2cos 
0x
�

�2
0
+ (a46 E y)

2

#2

hSy(x)i
2
=

2

4
a46 E y Sx(0)sin 
0x
q

�2
0
+ (a46 E y)

2

3

5

2

hSz(x)i
2
=

"
2 a46 �0 E y Sx(0)sin

2 (
0x=2)

�2
0
+ (a46 E y)

2

#2

(26)

where�0 = �(m 0;n0),and 
0 = 
(m 0;n0).

O nceagain,itiseasy to verify that

jh~S(x)ij=

q

hSx(x)i
2
+ hSy(x)i

2
+ hSz(x)i

2

= jh~S(0)ij

= a constantindependentof position x

Consequently,thereisno D’yakonov-Perel’relaxation iftransportissinglechanneled.Thisistrueregardless

ofwhetherthe electronsare injected into the lowestsubband,orany othersubband,aslong asthere isno

inter-subband transition.

4 W hat is necessary for D ’yakonov-Perel’relaxation?

Iftransportism ulti-channeled,then di� erentelectronsatposition x arein di� erentsubbands.In thatcase,

the indicesn and m aredi� erentfordi� erentelectrons,so thatensem bleaveraging resultsin

�
�
�

D
~S(x)

E�
�
�=

q

hSx(x)i
2
+ hSy(x)i

2
+ hSz(x)i

2

6=

�
�
�

D
~S(0)

E�
�
�

(27)



Figure 4: Spin relaxation in a G aAs quantum wire ofrectangularcross section 30nm � 4nm . The driving

electric � eld is2kV/cm and lattice tem perature is30K .These resultsare obtained from M onte Carlo sim -

ulation described in [2],[3]. Spin doesnotrelax forsingle channeled (single subband)transport,butdoes

relax form ultichanneled transport.

Therefore,m ulti-channeled transport,in the presence ofboth Rashba and Dresselhausinteraction leads

to D’yakonov-Perel’relaxation. Itis im portantto note that\scattering",orinter-subband transitionsare

notrequired forthe D’yakonov-Perelrelaxation. Even ifevery electron rem ainsin the subband in which it

wasoriginally injected,there willbe a D’yakonov-Perel’relaxation asa consequence ofensem ble averaging

overthe electrons.O fcourse,ifthere isscattering and inter-subband transitions,then the subband indices

(m ,n)forevery electron becom esa function ofposition x,in which case the e� ectofensem ble averaging

is exacerbated and the relaxation willbe m ore rapid. Thus, we have established that three conditions

are needed for D’yakonov-Perel’relaxation: (i) Rashba interaction,(ii) Dresselhaus interaction,and (iii)

m ulti-channeled transport.

In Figure 4,we show

�
�
�h~S(x)i

�
�
�as a function ofx for two cases: single channeled transport and m ulti-

channeled transport.Itisevidentthatthespin doesnotdecay forsinglechanneled transportbutdoesdecay

form ulti-channeled transport.

5 C onclusion

In thispaper,wehaveestablished theorigin oftheD’yakonov-Perel’spin relaxation in a quantum wire.This

relaxation isharm fulform ostspintronicdevices(oneexam pleistheSPINFET [1]),becauseitleadsto spin

random ization.Sinceoptim um m aterialsforSPINFET-typedevices(e.gInAs)usuallypossessstrongRashba

and also som e Dresselhausspin orbitinteractions,the only e� ective way to elim inate the D’yakonov-Perel’

relaxation isto ensureand enforcesinglechanneled transport.Therehasbeen recently som eproposalsthat

advocateusing m ulti-channeled devicesforSPINFET’s,along with the claim thatthey provide betterspin

controlvia the use ofm ultiple gates[10]. W hile we do notbelieve thatspin controlisim proved by using

m ultiple gates since synchronizing these gates is an additionalengineering burden that can only degrade

device operation and gate control,it is even m ore im portant to understand that m ulti-channeled devices

haveseriousdrawbacks.TheoriginalproposalfortheSPINFET pointed outthatm ulti-channeled transport

is harm fulbecause it dilutes the spin interference e� ect which is the basis ofthe SPINFET device [1].

Here,we havepointed outan additionalm otivation to avoid m ulti-channeled devices:they willsu� erfrom

D’yakonov-Perel’relaxation,whilethe single channeled devicewillnot.
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