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C an an electric current orient spins in quantum wells?
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A longstanding theoretical prediction is the orientation of spins by an electrical current

ow Ing

through low -dim ensional carrier system sofsu ciently low crystallographic sym m etry. H erewe show
by m eans of terahertz transm ission experim ents through two-dim ensional hole system s a grow Ing
spoin ordentation w ith an increasing current at room tem perature.

PACS numbers: 7225Pn, 85.75d, 78.67D e

Them anipulation ofthe soin degree of freedom in elec—
trically conducting system s by electric and/or m agnetic
elds is at the heart of sam iconductor spintronics f.lj].
Spin control in low -din ensional system s is particularly
In portant for com bining m agnetic properties w ith the
versatile electronic characteristics of sem iconductor het—
erojunctions. T he feasbility to ordent the spin of charge
carriers In G aA sbased quantum wellsby driving an elec—
tric current through the device was theoretically pre—
dicted m ore than two decades ago I_Z, :_3, :ff]. A direct
experim ental proof of this e ect ism issing so far.

In this Letter we dem onstrate by m eans of terahertz
tranam ission experim ents that an electric current which
ow s through a low -din ensional electron or hole system
Jeads to a stationary spin polarization of free charge car-
riers. M icroscopically the e ect is a consequence of spin—
orbit coupling which lifts the spin-degeneracy in k-space
of charge carriers together w ith spin dependent relax-—

ation.

In the sin plest case the electron’s (orholk’s) kinetic en—
ergy In a quantum well oriented perpendicularly to the
z-direction depends quadratically on the In-plane wave

a ] b A '
) e J i ) e J
ﬁ -32),
0 ke

»

kg O +kg Ky

FIG.1l: Comparison of current ow in (@) spin-degenerate
and (p) spoin-split subbands. (a) E lectron distrbution at a
stationary current ow due to acceleration in an electric eld
and m om entum relaxation. (o) Spin polarization due to spin—

ip scattering. Here only .ky temm are taken into account
in the Ham iltonian which splits a valence subband into two
parabolas with spin-up ¢+ 3/2) and spindown (-3/2) In z-
direction. B iasing along x-direction causes an asym m etric in
k—space occupation ofboth parabolas.

vector com ponents ky; and ky . In equilbrium , the spin
degenerated k. and k, states are sym m etrically occupied
up to the Fem ienergy Er . If an extemal electric eld
is applied, the charge carriers drift in the direction ofthe
resulting force. T he carriers are accelerated by the elec—
tric eld and gain kinetic energy untilthey are scattered.
A stationary state form s where the energy gain and the
relaxation are balanced resulting iIn a non-sym m etric dis-
tribution ofcarriers in k-space. T his situation is sketched
n Fi. @:a for holes, a situation relevant for the exper—
In ents presented here. The holes acquire the average
quasi-m om entum

. €p m
hki= —E = —73; ®
h ehp

where E is the electric eld strength, , the m om entum
relaxation tin e, j the electric current density, m the ef-
fective m ass, p the hole concentration and e the elem en—
tary charge. A s long as spin-up and spin-down states are
degenerated In k-space the energy bands rem ain equally
populated and a current is not accom panied by soin ori-
entation. In QW sm ade ofzinchblende structurem aterial
like G aA s, however, the soin degeneracy is lifted due to
lack of inversion sym m etry and low -dim ensional quanti-
zation E}', :_6] and the resulting dispersion reads

h?k?2
w_ j(] (2)
2m

w ith the spin-orbit coupling strength . T he correspond—
ing dispersion is sketched in Fjg.-';l:b. T he parabolic en—
ergy band splits into tw o subbands of opposite spin direc—
tion shifted In k-space sym m etrically around k = 0 w ith
minina at kp. In the presence of an inplane electric
eld the k —space distrdbbution of carriersgets shifted yield—
Ing an electric current. D ue to the band splitting carrier
relaxation becom es soin dependent. R elaxation processes
ncluding spin  jpsaredi erent for the two subbands be—
cause the quasim om entum transfer from initialto nal
states isdi erent Er_7:]. In Fjg.:l_:b the k-dependent spin— Ip
scattering processes are indicated by arrow s of di erent
lengths and thickness. A s a consequence di erent num —
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bers of spin-up and spin-down carriers contribute to the
current causing a stationary spin ordentation.

For the coupling constant and the m echanism de-
picted in Fjg.-'}'b we consider sokly soin orbi coupling
due to a Ham ilttonian ofthe form Hgo = .ky with the
Paulimatrix ,. This corresponds to a subband split—
ting for eigenstates w ith spins pointing in z-direction,
nom alto the quantum well plane and detectable in ex—
perinent. In our QW s of C5 symm etry the x-direction
lies along [L10] In the QW plane. For the moment we
assum e that the origin of the current induced spin ori-
entation is, as sketched in Fig. db, exclusively due to
scattering and hence dom inated by the E lliot-Y afet spin
relaxation tin e ij].

In order to observe current induced spin polarization
we study tranan ission of terahertz radiation through de—
vices containing multiple hole QW s. A spin polariza-
tion iIn z{direction a ects, In principle, ncom ing linearly
polarized radiation by two m echanian s: i) dichroic ab-
sorption and ii) Faraday rotation. The rst m echanism
is based on di erent absorption coe cients for left and
right circularly polarized light w hile the Faraday rotation
is due to di erent coe cients of refraction for keft and
right circularly polarized radiation. In experiment we
used direct inter-subband transitions betw een the lowest
heavy-hole and Iight-hol subbands of the valence band
excited by linearly polarized terahertz radiation ofa far-
Infrared Jaser. T he linearly polarized light can be thought
ofbeing com posed oftw o circularly polarized com ponents
of opposite helicity.

The resulting di erent absorption coe cients for left
and right circularly polarized light changes the light’s
state of polarization. In particular, linearly polarized
radiation gets elliptically polarized. T he Faraday rota—
tion, In contrast, becom es In portant for weak absorp—
tion and is proportional to the di erence of the indices
of refraction for left and right circularly polarized radia—
tion. In this case only the phases of left and right circu—
larly polarized light are shiffted resulting in a rotation of
the polarization axis of the incom ing linearly polarized
Iight. W ithout spin ordentation in the lower subband,
the absorption strength aswell as the index of refraction
for right- and lft-handed polarized light are equal and
tranam itted light does not change its state of polariza—
tion. However, Faraday e ect and dichroic absorption
proof current induced spin polarization.

As material we have chosen ptype GaAs QW s of
Iow symmetry having only — In addition to identity —
one plane of m irror re ection (ie. Cg point group ac-
cording to Schon ies’s notation). This was achieved by
grow ing m odulation doped QW s on (113)A - or m iscut
(00D)-oriented G aA s substrates (tilt angle: 5 towards
the [110]direction) by m olecularbeam epitaxy (M BE) or
m etatorganic-chem icalvapor-deposition M OCVD), re-
spectively. Two types of sam ples were prepared. Sam ple
A: (113)A with QW ofwidth Ly = 10 nm, and a free

carrierdensity ofp 2 18 am ? and sam ple B :m iscut
©00l)with Ly = 20nm andp 2 18 an ? . To cope
w ith the sm allabsorption signaland/or rotation angle of
an individual quantum well we fabricated muliple QW
structures. Sampl A contained N = 100 and sam ple
B N = 400 QW s, respectively. The sam ple edges were
oriented along [L110] In the QW plane (x-direction) and
perpendicular to this direction (y-direction). Two pairs
of ohm ic contacts were centered along opposite sam ple
edges of 5 mm width. In addition sam ples containing
100 QW s and having very thin barriers were taken as
quasibulk reference sam ples.

A spin polarization is not expected for all current di-
rections. Form aterdals of low symm etry, used here, only
an electric current along x k [L110}direction is expected
to align spins; in contrast, current ow ing in y-direction
does not yield a spin ordentation. By symm etry argu—
m ents it is straightforward to show that a current 3, In
the plane of the QW yields an average spin polarization
S, nom alto the QW according to

Sz = Raxk &)

where R is a second rank pseudo{tensor i_l-}']. H ow ever,
fora current ow ing along y-direction, S,= 0 holds since,
due to symm etry, R,,=0. Thus we expect to observe a
sodn polarization for current ow In one but not in the
other (perpendicular) direction. Below we denote these
directions as active and passive, respectively.

T he tranan ission m easurem ents using linearly polar—
ized 118 m radiation of an optically pumped ow fBar-
Infrared Jaserwere carried out at room tem perature. T he
electric current (0 to 180 mA ) was applied as 10 s long
pulses w ith a repetition rate of 20 kH z. The schem atic
experim ental set up is shown in Fjg.:_Za: the sam ple was
placed between two m etallic grid polarizers and the ow
terahertz radiation was passed through this optical ar-
rangem ent (see F ig. lr_Zla) . The tranan itted radiation was
detected using a highly sensitive GeG a extrinsic pho—
todetector operated at 42 K .

In order to detect a current dependent change of the
polarization of the tranam itted light we used a crossed
polarizer set-up. The crossed polarizers are expected
to lt pass only light whose state of polarization was
changed by the current through the sam ple. T he exper—
In ental result of the tranam ission, which is proportional
to the photodetector signal, is shown in Fig.db as finc-
tion ofthe current strength, I, forboth passive and active
directions. A Ihough the signal in the active direction is
by a factor 23 higher than for the passive one, the trans—
m ission signal increases In both caseswih I.Aswillbe
pointed out below the cbserved tranam ission forthe pas-
sive’ case isa polarization independent background signal
while the di erence of tranam ission between the ’active’
and the "passive’ traces is the sought-after polarization
dependent tranam ission signal proo ng current induced
soin polarization In QW s.
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(@) Experin ental set-up. T he sam ple is placed betw een crossed polarizer and analyzer blocking optical transm ission at

zero current through the sam ple. In ecting a m odulated current in the sam ple yields a signal at the detector which is recorded

by box-car technique.

polarizers ( = 30 ). (d) Di erences

(o) and (c) D etector signal as a function of the current in the active (full symbols) and the passive
(open sym bols) directions for sam ple B and two states of the analyzer: (o) crossed polarizers (

= 90 ) and (c) partially open

V between the signal at current in active and passive direction as a function of current

for two sam ples, A (trdangles, keft axis) and B (circles, right axis) for crossed polarizers.

To ensure that the signal for current ow in the active
direction is indeed due to spin orientation we carried out
tw o additionalexperim ents. F irst w e tested the quality of
ourpolarizers. A s result we obtained even for crossed po—
larizers ( = 90 ) thatasmallfraction oo = 54 10°
of the radiation is still tranam itted though we used far-
Infrared polarizersofhighest available quality. T he signal
Increasing w ith increasing current along the passive di-
rection is ascribed to carrier heating by the current. By
this process the subband hole distribution is changed and
the transm ission increases wih increasing current igi].
T he heating induced enhanced transm ission w ith increas—
Ing current togetherw ith the nite tranan ission through
crossed polarizers explains the nonlinear increase of the
tranam ission signal for current in the passive direction
(see Fjg.EZb). T he signal for the active direction, also
displayed in Fig.db, is m arkedly higher for crossed po-
larizers. In a second experin ent the analyzer is rotated
away from 90 and the signals for passive and active di-
rection becom e equal, docum ented in F jg.:_Zc. Thisisdue
to the fact that the heating Induced signalincreasesdras—
tically for open polarizers w hereas the signal induced by
the polarization change varies only slightly. T he heating
Induced signaldom inates for open polarizers, w hereasthe
polarization and the heating induced signals, are com pa—
rable for crossed polarizers. T he purely spin polarization
Induced signal can be consequently extracted from the
tranan ission di erence of active and passive directions

for crossed polarizers.

The di erence signals for sampl A and B are shown
in Fig.dd. The di erence signal, re ecting the build
up of spn polarization w ith Increasing current, increases
aln ost linearly. Control experim ents on the quasibulk
sam ple give { In accordance w ith theory which forbids
current nduced spin ordentation for T4 point group sym —
m etry { the sam e signal for passive and active directions.

W hilke the experim ent displays clear soin polarization
due to the driving current, it is not straightforward to
determm ine the valie of soin polarization. D ue to lack of
com pensators for the far infrared regim e i is di cul to
Judge w hether the tranam itted signalis linearly (Faraday
e ect) or elliptically polarized (dichroic absorption). In
case of dom inating dichroic absorption the average spin
polarization ofa quantum well is given by f_l-(_)']

q

p=p= 8 90

hSi= V=V ®=K, : 4)

Here, p isthe di erence of spin-up and spin-down hole

densities, V isthe spin induced photosignal plotted in

Fig.dd, and V ® isthe photodetector signalobtained for
a current In the passive current direction, plotted for sam —
pke B in Fig.db. The absomption K o, which detem ines
the ratio of incom Ing (Iy) and tranam itted (I; ) Intensity
through the multiQW structure, Iy=Ir = exp( Ky), is
obtained from an independent tranam ission experin ent,
carried out on unbiased devices. For sampl A we ob—
tained Ko = 27, orsamplke B,K = 34. Thewould re—



sul In spin polarization 0f0.12 forsam pke A and 0.15 for
sam ple B at current densities 3mA /an and 0.75m A /am
perQW , respectively. Ifthe increased signal, how ever, is
due to Faraday rotation a di erent analysishas to be ap—
plied. The angl of Faraday rotation can be determ ined
by rotating the analyzer for current along the passive
direction until the signal becom es equal to the signal
obtained for the current In active direction for crossed
polarizers. W e obtain a rotation angle /' of 04 m rad
per quantum well for ssmple A and 0.15 m rad for sam —
pk B .In case of dom nating Faraday e ect, how ever, no
straightforw ard way to extract the value of the soin po—
larization from the Faraday rotation angle is at hand.

A ccording to the theory of Aronov et al E_Z:] current
should yield a spin polarization on the order of hSi

hki=k T . U sing Eq.:_]: we estin ate this value as

Q m

hSi= ——J
ks T ehp

)

where 0 ' 1 is a constant determ ined by m om en—
tum scattering and the spin relaxation m echanisn @-1‘-]
For a situation where Fem i statistic applies the fac—
tor kg T needs to be replaced by 2Er=3. Calculat-
Ing hSi from Eq.E wih the experim ental param eters
p=2 18 ?,m = 02m, and spin splitting constant

=5meV nm ::ﬂ_:Z;:l:G], we obtaln an average soin polar-

ization of32 10 and 0:8 10° for the experin entally
relevant current densities. Since the values obtained from

an analysis of our data under the assum ption of dom —
nating dichroic absorption is by a factor of m ore than
1000 higher than expected we assum e that Faraday rota—
tion and not dichroic absorption dom nates the change of
polarization of the tranam itted light. A Iso the fact that
the spin ordentation induced signalincreases linearly w ith
current (see Fig. :_Zd ) and not quadratically, as expected
from dichroic m echanisn (see Egs. (??)), points to the
Faraday rotation as the dom inating m echanism proo ng
current induced spin ordentation.

So farwe assum ed that the subband soin splitting oc—
curs for spin eigenstates pointing nom al to the QW .
H ow ever, ifthe hole subbands are also split due to a spin—
orbi coupling / xky in the Ham iltonian an additional
m echanisn of sopin ordentation, the precessionalm echa-
nism ig:, :_1-]_;], needs to be taken into account. The dif-
ference In the spin relaxation rates for spin-up and spin—
down subbands are now detem ined by the D 'yakonov—
Perel spin relaxation process. In this case the relax—
ation rate depends on the average k-vector [:6], equal to
k3—o = ko + hkiforthe spin-up and k 3., = ko + hkifor
the spin-down subband. Hence also for the D 'yakonov—
Perel spin relaxation m echanisn a current through the
hole gas causes spin ordentation. If this type of spin-orbit
Interaction is present, the m agniude of spin ordentation
is also given by Eq. -5 only the constant Q is di erent
but also of order 1 tlL]

F inally, we discuss our results in the light of related

experim ents. Based on theoretical predictions m ade by
Tvchenko and P ikus lié_i], Vorob’ev et al. observed a
current induced spin polarization in buk telluriim {L5].
This is a consequence of the unigue band structure of
telluriim w ith hybridized spin-up and spin-down bands
and is, other than In our experin ent, not related to spin
relaxation. M ore recently for spin inection from a ferro—
m agnetic In into a two-dim ensional electron gas Ham —
m ar et al. used the above concept of a spin ordentation
by current in a 2DEG l_l-é] (see also [_ij,:_i@‘]) to interpret
their results. T hough a Jarger degree of spin polarization
w as extracted the exper:m ent’s interpretation is com pli-
cated by othere ects {19, 20]. W e would also like to note
that K alevich and K orenev ﬁ21- ] reported an in uence of
an electric current on the soin polarization achieved by
opticalorientation. T he current does not align spins, but
the e ective m agnetic eld due to the current causes a
soin depolarization lke the Hanl e ect in an extermal
m agnetic eld. W hilk preparing the m anuscript we be-
cam e aw are of experin ental results obtained on strained
InG aAsbuk m aterdal 22 Analyzing Faraday rotation
the authors of this preprint also report on the build up of
a spin polarization under current bias, however, in three
din ensional system .
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