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The e ect of weak localization on spin relaxation in a two-din ensional system with a spin-split
spectrum is considered. It is shown that the spin relaxation slows down due to the Interference
of electron waves m oving along closed paths In opposite directions. As a result, the averaged
electron soin decays at large tim es as 1=t. It is found that the spin dynam ics can be described
by a Boltzm ann-type equation, In which the weak localization e ects are taken Into account as
nonlocal-in-tim e corrections to the collision integral. The corrections are expressed via a spin—
dependent retum probability. T he physical nature of the phenom enon is discussed and it is shown
that the "nonbackscattering" contribution to the weak localization plays an essential role. It is also
dem onstrated that the m agnetic eld, both transversal and longiudinal, suppresses the power tail
in the spin polarization.

PACS numbers: 71.70E j, 72.25D ¢, 7323, 73.63.D

Introduction

T he relaxation of non-equilbrium spin pglarization is the central phenom enon in spin-dependent
transport in sem iconductor nanostructures? One of the most e cient m echanign s of electron spin
relaxation in IIFV sem iconductors is the welkknown D yakonov-P erelm echanism®? based on the clas—
sical picture of angular di usion of the soin vector n a random m agnetic eld. The eld orighates
from the m om enfum -dependent soin-orbit splitting of the conduction band in the crystalsw ith zinc—
blend strucl:t,u:e'3 W hilk passing through the crystal, the electron is scattered by in purities and is
mom entum changes random 1y w ith tin e. A s a consequence, the e ective m agnetic eld also changes
random ly w ith a correlation tin e of the order of the m om entum relaxation tine . The soin relax-
ation tine g is a characteristic tim e of the spin angular di usio 1= g 2= 2, where

1 is the typical angle of the spin precession for the m om entum relaxation tine and  is
the frequency of precession In the e ective m agnetic eld proportionalto the conduction band soli—
ting. For a two-din ensional (2D ) case, when the electron m otion in one direction is con ned by the
quantum well, thg,spin splitting and, hence, the precession frequency are proportionalto the inplane
electron velocity£? v:So, at low tem peratures, when inelastic processes can be disregarded, the
spin relaxation rate for a 2D electron w ith a given energy E = m v?=2 is proportionalto the particle
di usion coe cient
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The e ects of ocalization on the particle di usion have been discussed In a great number of publi-
cations. The rstorder term in a series expansion ofD in 1=kl (1= v, is the m ean free path, k is
the electron wave vector) is known as the weak localization oonect:onl ( for a review , see Ref. -’1
com ing from the coherent enhancem ent of the backscattering am plitude. A rem arkable feature ofthis
correction is the logarithm ic divergence at low tem peratures in the 2D case. Equation @') inples a
sin ilar divergence of the spin relaxation rate. Such a divergence was st predicted by Sing® in spin
correlation functions for a system w ith soin-dependent im purity scattering. It was shown, how ever,
that the quantum correction to the spin relaxation rate is not proportionalto the quantum correction
to the di usion coe cient, as one m ight expect from Eq. .(:L) A §Jm ilar result was obtained In Ref..b
for a system with a soin-split spectrum . Tt was found in Ref. tLO that the weak localization slow s
down the spin relaxation of excitons in quantum wells, which leads to a 1=t power tail In the spin
orientation. A sim ilare ect was also predicted for electrons in 2D sem iconductors w th a zincblend
crystal structure.
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In this paper, we consider the e ects of localization on the spin relaxation fora 2D sam iconductor
wih a soin-split spectrum . W e show that the spin dynam ics is descrlbed by a Bolzm ann-type
equation. In the 1rst order in 1=kl]; the localization e ects can be taken into account by a nonlocal-
In-tin e correction to the Bolzm ann collision integral. This correction is expressed in tem s of the
soin-dependent retum probability. W e discuss the role of coherent retumsat di erent scattering angles
and show that the "nonbackscattering" contribution to the collision Integralplaysa key role. W e sole
the generalized kinetic equation and dem onstrate that, at large tin es, the soin polarization decays as
1=t: Them agnetic eld, both transversaland longiudinal, is found to suppress the long-living tail n
the spin—relaxation.

D erivation of the kinetic equation

The Ham iltonian ofa 2D with a spin-split spectrum is given by
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Here p = pn is the In-plane electron m om entum , m is the electron e ective mass and  is a vector
consisting of Paulim atrices. T he spin-orbit interaction is described Py the second tem , n which ! =
! (n) depends on the direction of the electron mom entum !; () = KDk ki @@= x,y,z', k= x;vy):
Thematrix © = "® + 7@ isthe sum oftwotems the so—ca]JedBychkov—Rashbatemﬂ' @ ith

nonzero com ponents ,(ily) = &) P) and " ); which is the D ressehaus term 2 '3 averaged over the

electron m otion along the z-direction perpendicular to the quantum wellplane. T he Bychkov-R ashba
coupling depends on the asym m etry ofthe quantum wellcon ning potential. Tts strength can be tuned
by varying the gate vo_’tl:age.“-]rI TheD ressehaustem ispresent in sem iconductorsw ith no bulk nversion
symm etry. The com ponents of the m atrix " @ are also linear in the in-plane electron m om entum

S) p and vary w ih well plane orientation w ith respect to the crystallographic axe§ (we neglect
cubicD ressehaustem s, assum ing that the electron concentration is relatively sm all) . W e considerthe
scattering by the short—range in purity potentialw ith the correlation fiinction HJ (r)U (%)i= r 9,
where the coe cient is related to the transport scattering tin e by,, = S=m

The classical spih dynam ics is described by the kinetic equation ? For a hom ogeneous case, this
equation is

s _ ') s+ os: 3)
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Here fo isthe Boltzm ann collision intggraland s= s(p;t) isthe spin density in them om entum space,
related to the averaged spin by S = sd?p=@ ~)?:W e assum e that the spin splitting is relatively
anall: ! @) 1: This inequality provides s : The relationship between s and the inelastic
scattering tim e i, variesw ith tem perature. Here we focus on the case of low tem peratures, assum ing
that i :Then soinsw ih di erentReneJ:gJes do not correlate w ith each other, and the solution of
Eqg. z_:’.) att yields S (t) = m=2 2y sdE,wheres;= s;E ;t) = e s;iE ;0),s:0;E)= hs(;0)i
is the nitial spin density averaged over the m om enfum direction, and " = 3 ! isthe Son relaxation
tensor (tensor of nverse relaxation tin es) given by?
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T he conventional approach to the, galculation of the correlations ﬁmctJons In weakly localized sys—
tem s is based on the K ubo fm ula# An altemative approach?323L4 is to generalize the Boltzm ann
equation to inclide weak localization e ects in the kinetic description. This approach m ay tum out
to be m ore convenient when studying nonlinear and strongly nonequilbriim phenomena. To de—
scribe quantitatively the weak localization phenom enon in the kinetic picture, one has to m odify the
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FIG.1l: Rekvant irreduchbl diagram s a;b;c and the respective scattering processes a’;b’;c”. The Bom

collision process a’ is Independent of the electron spin (its contribution is proportional to ). Coherent
backscattering B ( 0 ), aswell as the processes d describing coherent scattering at an arbitrary angle
0 < °< 2 ), are soin-dependent due to rotation of the spin of an electron passing along the closed
path.

B oltzm ann equation by intzoducing a nonlocal-n—tin e correction to the collision integral%42? These
corrections can be derived!i from the diagram m atic structure of linearresponse fiinctions. D iagram —
m atically, the inclusion of a weak localizafdgn correction to the e ective collision integral requires the
consideration of the irreducible diagram Si1d i Fig..lb,c, in addition to the diagram for the Bom
scattering, shown in Fig. :_]:a. T he crossed-ladder diagram s (lb) are usually considered to describe
the coherent backscattering of the electron wave. A physical interpretation of the diagram s (1b,c) in
term sofa an allchange In thee ective di erential cross—section for a single In purity was suggested in
Ref. :_1-4 . twasbased on an analysis of the interference contribution of tra fctories propagating in the
opposite directions along closed paths In term s of the phase stationarity requirem ent. This analysis
show s that the diagram s (1b) correspond to a process shown In Fig. :}:bo, which is indeed a coherent
backscattering. D iagram s (lc) were found to describe coherent scattering processes w ith arbirary
scattering anglks, shown in Fig.dc’

N ext, we discuss the key points of a quantitative description of the weakly localized regim e w ithin
the kinetic approach. W e start w ith a brief discussion ofthe zero spin-orbi coupling. A s can be seen
from Fjgs.:_]:bO 9, the relevant processes contain the sam e closed paths, so the e ective change 1 the



FIG.2: Angular dependence of the e ective cross-section m odi ed bly weak localization. T he narrow peak
at 0= is due to the coherent backscattering shown in Fig. Lbo. The enhancem ent of‘the coherent
backscattering is accom panied by a reduction of scattering at other angles ( the process In F ig. :_hco), the total

cross-section being unchanged.

di erential cross-gegtion of im purity 0; com ing from both (lk?) and (lco), is expressed in term s ofthe
retum p]:obaijjty'l‘!'@:
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Here S, = 1=N;v is the isotropic cross—section in the D rude approxin ation, N; is the im purity
concentration, = 2 =k is the electron wavelength, and W, (0) is given by
Z
1 ilt
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where W O;t) = W (r;9) 3, o is the probability density for a di using particlke to retum after the
tine t to the origin r= 0: The coe cient = in the cross—section correction was found in Ref.:_il_i
by integration over sm all deviations of the electron trafctories from the trafctories (1b%, (1Y)
m eeting the phase stationarity requirem ent. Physically, 1 is the characteristic area of the region
around the origin into which thedi using electron should retum forthee ective Interference to occur.
The calulations show that the contrbutions of (1b% and (1®) have di erent signs. The positive
contrbution represented n Eq. ('_5) by ( ) comes from the process (18, while the negative
one (the tem 1=2 ), from the process 18 . I other words, the enhancem ent of the di erential
cross—section at the angle due to the ocoherent backscattering is accom panied by a reduction of the
scattering in other directions, the total cross-section rem aining unchanged (see Fig. :_2) . W e see that
the correction to the e ective In purity cross-section is ! -dependent. T herefore, the correction to the
collision Integral in the tin e representation tums out to be nonlocalin tin e:
Z . Z
Ffein= (= % daw Ot & d°% ° ) 1=2)fG: )
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Here f (p;t) is the electron distrbution function (Wwe consider a hom ogeneous case, assum ing that £ is
independent ofr) and ; °arethe angles ofp and p’: Here and firtherwe om it the "out ux" tem
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a zero contribution, because the total cross-section is not changed by the weak localization.
The probability density W, (r) is und as a sum over the paths involving di erent num bers of
scattering events (see, for exam ple, Ref. :_l§)
X

W, @= W, @; ®)
N
where
7
W, = P ®m)P @ ® 1):::P @ 1)P (r)dr :::dry ; )
and
P (r) _ i r=1l+ il r=v (10)
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At! = 0;the function P (r) isthe classicalprobability density foran electron starting tom ove from r =
0 to experiencethe rst collision around the point r. In the fram ew ork ofa diagram m atic approach, the
function P (r) arises as the product oftw o sphericalw aves (retarged and advanced G reen’s functions)
P@= GE, Gh:HereGrp (= ( ¥ 2@m=?)e ¥ 2= 2 kr, k =~ 2mE=~; and we took
into acoount that ez + -1 Te *=r &' TV.p path mvolving N scatterings contains (N + 1) finctions
Gr Por the clockw ise propagation along the path and N + 1) functions G, for the counterclockw ise
propagation. Asa result, W | contains N + 1) functionsP (r):Using Egs. ('_6), (-r_d), (:9), and C_l(_i), one
can show that in the di usion approxin ation (! 1), when the typicalnum ber of scattering events
along a path is arge NN 1), the function W (r;t) obeys the di usion equation

Qw
@t
Solwing Eq. Cl-l:) and taking r= 0; we nd that the retum probability isgiven by W (0;t) = 1=4 D t,
andW, 0 (=2 Hna= !):
A generalization of the above resuls to a system wih a spin—split spectrum is straightforward.
Since the electron spin rotates while passing along a closed loop, electron G reen’s functions becom e
operators w ith respect to the spin variables:

= (@© ©: 11
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They are the products of spherical waves and spin-rotation m atrices describing the electron spin
precession. The precession frequency ! () depends on the propagation direction n = r=r:Due to
the spin precession, the quantum correction to the e ective cross section becom es spin-dependent:

S()! S ( );wherethe spin Indices ; ; ; corresoond to the electron tra gctories, as shown
in Figs.dp?,c’:

S, () 1
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So
T he correction to the Boltzm ann collision integralcan be w ritten as
Z
[FfE;!)] =Nw 5 ( 9 ©%Ha G (14)
wheref (% !) isthem om entum -dependent spin-density m atrix. To derive the expression orw | ,

we st ntroduce the probability density for a di using electron to arrive after N collisions at the
point r w ith the soin rotated by an anglke

W ,N r; )= ( NP @ ®m)::P(n H)P (rp)dr; :::dry : (15)



The ang]e N changes w ith the coordinates of the scattering points ry;:::;1w . Onecan nd it from

e iy =2 _ e i@ w) :26 i (w r2) :2:::ei (1) :26 i @) =2 16)
where (r) = ! n)r=v. The spin-dependent retum probability is then expressed via the total proba-
bility density

X
W)= W () a7
N
taken atr= 0 .
W, ©O= h' Pjihe Fjaw, 0 )d : 18)

Hered = g( )&  and function g( ) isde ned in Appendjx:_A . ( Note that, In the absence of the
spin-orbit coupling, W, O; )= ( )W,=g( )andW , isexpressed asW , = W,).W hat
rem ainsto be done isto nd an equation orW, (r; ):To thisend, the probabilities W .N are related
to each other by the recurrent equations

Z
glw e )= rpdwy e &9 ( ¢ ard % 19)
Thevector = r0; o descrbes the change of the spin rotation angle in a ballistic path between two
scattering. One can_ nd it from the equation exp( i(°+ ) =2)=exp( i @ =2)exp( i° =2):
Next,we sum Eq. C_lgi) overN and take into agoount that 1:A fter com bersom e but straightfor-
ward calculations, we ndthatW (r; ;t) = W, (r; )exp( 1't)d!=2 (the probability density to

arrive after tim e t to the point r w ith the spin rotated by the angle ) is described by an equation
sin flar to Eq. {11):

—@W D ¢ —i £ W © @ ()=g0) (20)
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Here L is the angular m om entum operator actjng on the functions of vector (see Ref. 'ﬁ) and

(L);= ﬂ(Lk The exphc:t expressions orl and Hrthe comm on eigen—-functions of £% and L are
presented In Appendix -A' Expanding ( ) in a serdes over these functions, we keep the term with

= 0:The corresponding eigenfunction ( is ndependent of the angle and i o = 0. This is the
only term which survivesat t s : The other tem s decay exponentially w ith characteristic tin es of
the orderof g : (T his statem ent isnot true for a degenerate case, when “f depends on the com ponent
offl along a single axis. This case is discussed below ). A s a result, we obtain the follow iIng expression
for the asym ptoticalbehavior ofW (0; ;t)

1
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Now , we w rite the distribbution function as
£f=1ff+s ; 22)

wherepf is the parth]e density In the m om entum space, related to the electron concentration by
n=2 fdp=@2 ~)?; f isthe unitm atrix, and s isthe SoIn density. Substiuting Eq. @1-) and Eq. C22
ntoEqg. {lé) and Eqg. @4), regpectively, m aking a Fourier transfom , and taking into account E g. Q3),
we obtain the weak-localization—-induced correction to the collision integral

F£ = (= ?) at% o;t & 4d O ¢ 0 ) 1=2 ) &tY; @3)

Js = (k¥ ?) dtW g 0t O d °( ¢ © ) 1=2 )pe%); (24)



where W j (0;t) and W (0;t) are given by

Z Z
W g (0;1) = % 2ee sin’ 5 W0 jBd ;W ©OB=  cos W (0 ;jbd : (25)
Heree= = .Usihgkq. C_Z-l:), we nd the asym ptotical behavior of these fiinctions
W o 0;1) S ) ! Br t 26)
i 0it) = —i in= i r :
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N ote also that the spin-orbit coupling can be neglected in the tim e interval t s . Hence,
W ©; ;v () and the expressions for Wiy, and W becom e
W 5 0;1) X oW 050 ! B t @7)
ik 07t) = ; it = ; r :
i 4Dt 4Dt S

W e see that the di erence between Egs. (26) and |2¥) is In the num erical coe cients only.

Solution of the kinetic equation. T he long-living tail in the spin polarization

For the case w th a spin polarization uniform in space, the generalized kinetic equation is

s _ | @) L35S g ©28)
— = s H
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where s isgiven by Eq. C_Z-é_;) T his equation can be solved In the usualway;z.' Since ! ) 1; the

soin density can be represented as a sum ofthe isotropic part s; € ;t); which depends on the electron
energy only, and a am all anisotropic correction s, (o ;t); which is linear in the electron m om entum p :

= Si+ Sy« (29)
Substiuting Eq. {_2-§'B) nto Eq. C_Z-Q'), using ofEq. C_Z-Q‘), and taking Into account the equalities
Fsi= 0; hJsii= 0; (30)

(here the angular brackets stand for averaging over the m om entum direction) we obtain a closed
relation for s;

z
@s; ~ 1" s
= s; —— at’
et 2kl , t £

@1

A ssum Ing that the soin polarization was created at t = 0 with a density s; € ;0) and neglecting the
quantum correction, we get the exponential relaxation s; E ;t) = ke AtsiCE ;0) here (t) is the
theta—fiinction). This solution is valid untile = ¢ 1= k1. For larger tim es, the spin polarization
should bﬁ found from the condition that the right-hand side of Eq. C_3-1:) equals zero: s;E ;t)

1=2 k1 Otdtoe s, @;0)=¢ ©):Sowe nd thatthe spin polarization has a Iong-living pow er tail
at large tin es

Al
siE;f)= —— — siE;0): 32
i E ;D) > Kkl < i E ;0) (32)
To conclude this section, we note that we neglected in our calculations the electron dephasing due
to inelastic scattering. Such dephasing can be accounted for phenom enologically by introducing the

factorexp ( t=:) into the right-hand side ofEq. {_3@) Here , isthe phasebreaking time.



T he degenerate case

E quation 6@') is nvalid for the degenerate case, when the spin precession frequency ! ) isparalkel
to a certain vector u for any electron momentum : ! (n) k - or any n: In the classical lim i, the
com ponent of the electron spin parallel to u does not relaxtd w = 0 and the two perpendicular
com ponents relax with equalrates 1 = ,= ;theo -diagonalcom ponents of being equalto zem
(1v= 2y = 12 = 0). This happens in symm etric quantum wells grown i the [110] direction 2
aswell as In asym m etric quantum, wells grown In the [P01] direction, due to the Interplay between
D resselhaus and R ashba ooup]jngs'}ga'gq To nd the long-tin e asym ptotic of the retum probability, we

w rite the form al solution ofEq. {_2(_5) as

& A
—Tera W (g ): 33)

In the degenerate case, each of the three operators (Aﬁ)x; (Aﬁ)y and (Aﬁ)x is proportional to ﬁu;
which is the com ponent of along the precession axis. Therefore, these tly:‘ee operators com m ute
w ith each other. Changing the Integration variablesg ! g {f=vm Eqg. C_SQ) we obtain

)
A ek 4
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T hus, after travelling around a closed loop, the electron spin does not rotate at all. This can be
fnterpretgd as follow st For the degenergte case, the spin rotation anglke is sinply given by =

!dt pdt:Fora closed loop, we have pdt= 0 and, asa consequence, = 0:A frer substituting
Eqg. l_3ﬁi) nto Eq. C_2§‘) and using Egs. ¢_24_i'), C_2§'), one can see that the weak localization does not
a ectthe ongiudinal com ponent of the spin density us & ;t) = us; € ;0); whilk the relaxation ofthe
perpendicular com ponent is described by the follow ing equation

Z
@s; 1% s

—= Y — at’
et Yookl o, Tt ®

; Si? u: (35)

The jnte_g‘raljn the right-hand side ofEq. C_3-§‘) contains an additional factor 2 as com pared w ith that
in Eq. {31). & can be shown that this factor arises from the confrbution of the eigenfinctions w ith

= 1 to the long-tim e asym ptotic C_éé_i) of the retum probabﬂjtyfl: T he long-tin e asym ptotic of the
spin polarization is given by

1 1
si® ;b)) = —kl—tsiCE ;0); where s;E;0)? u: (36)

Suppression of long-living polarization by the m agnetic eld

Next, we consider the iIn uence of the extemalm agnetic eld on the lIong-living power tail In the
spin polarization. W hen an extemal eld B ispresent, the spin rotation m atrices appearing néx and

Ga becomedi erent:e ! @) v g i@+ o) =2V g &L gapnde P @) TV g M) o) r2v
ﬁ)rGAA :Here, ¢ isthe frequency ofthe soin precession n the eld B . So,Eq.:f_‘B) ismodi ed as
Z
. _ .0 _
W, = h3e' 235iher P5iw, ©0; ; O 4 G @7)

W, ; 9= ( v) (% 9)Ps @ ®m)::Pp (p 1{)Pp ()dr ::idny : (38)



Heret

Ppr H=P@ Hexp Pk

i S (39)

c

and B » isthe com ponent ofthem agnetic eld nom alto the quantum wellplane. T he vectors y and
9 should be fund from Eq. {16) with @©=1[ o)+ ol=vdr y and @ = [' ) o I=v

for 13 . W riting out the recurrent equations for the consecutive term s In Eq. {_3-$), we can derive the

follow Ing expression

2

QW oA A e 28 @+ 19
— i, f% b — £ i W= @ © () O="0; @0
@t @Qr c~ v
R A
r the probability density W (r; ; %t) = W, @ ; Yexp( i't)d!=2 :Here the operatorsLh
and £°are given by Eq. @ 1) (with the replcement ! °orf%.Thetem i2eA =c~ n Eq. [40)

is responsible for the m agnetic eld e ect on the electron orbialm otjorég HereA = B, rE2 is
the vector potential. W e assum e that them agnetic eld isanall

0 s 1; andDer g =~C 1: 41)
ForB = 0; the solution ofEq. Cfl-_') is
Wi D=0 @ i ( =g (); (42)

where W (r; ;t) obeys Eq. {_ﬁg) Using Eq. {_52_3), we rew rite the long-living solution C_Z-]_:) (which
corresponds to zero totalangularm om entum 3=1+1% in temsoftwo angles ; °:

1 o P &g ( %)
——— = ——e @ ————; ®rB=0: 43)
4Dt g() @ )2 g()
Here (q) = D ¢ isthe eigenvalue of the operator * = D (g J=v)? atJ = 0 and ( O=g( ) is

the respective eigenfunction. For B € 0; the long tim e dynam ics of the spin relaxation is determ ined
by the eigenvalues of the operator

2
~r= i, £9+pD i@=QRr 2eA=c~ "J=v : @4)

F irst, we neglect the tem iop € 1£9:m this approxin ation, the eigenvalues of *; corresponding
to J = 0; are given by

n= » @+ 1=2); 45)

where , = 4eB,D=~candn = 0;1;2;:::: Since the operatorD ( i@=@r 2eA =c~} has a discrete
spectrum , we have to m ake the replacam ent

dzq ? X t ?
—Fe . e "= -
@2 )2 4D 4 D sinh( , t=2)

n

(46)

n Eq. @-Z_'i) The second step is to take into account the tem i o(ﬁ ﬁo);takjngjttobea
an allperturbation. In the rst order of the perturbation theory, this term leads to the m ixing of the
eigenfunctionsw ith J = 1 to the eigenfinction with J = 0. Thism ixing can be disregarded at o
C orrections to the eigenvalues , arise in the second order only. They are calculated in A ppendix 3_3: .
Ushg Eq. {I_B:Ei), we can show that the spin polarization dynam ics at large tin es is descridbbed as

1 2 e 0 ot A1
B 7D = - ; (E;0): 47
si® it 2 k1l 2sinh( , t=2) s € 70) @

Thus, we see that them agnetic eld does suppress the long-living tail in the soin polarization.



D iscussion

Nextwediscussbrie y the physicalm eaning ofthe results obtained. O ur calculationswere based on
the Interpretation of the weak localization phenom ena In term s of tw o scattering processes: coherent
backscattering (see F ig.dib?%) and coherent scattering at an arbitrary angle (sseF ig.i &) . T he existence
of the long-living spin polarization can be explained as follow s. Both ooherent scattering processes
were shown to be nonlocal in tin e. In other words, the transition ofa spin s to a soin s% caused
by coherent scattering, takes a certain tin e t; which m ay be relatively Iong: t s : The coherent
scattering events do not change the direction of the electron soin. Indeed, as seen from Eq. ég‘),
W i (0;1) ik and, as a consequence, s? k s: Therefore, the electrons nvolved n such a scattering
can keep m em ory about the initial soin polarization during the tim e m uch longerthan g :Thepower
law 1=t is due to the proportionality of the probability of coherent scattering to the probabiliy of
di usive retum.

T he collision integral accounting for both coherent processes does not change the total scattering
cross—section. T herefore,

Ffi=0; Js=0: 48)
U sing Egs. C_Z-Z_%), C_Z-é_;), C_Z-Q‘),and taking into account that £, ( p;!) = f;!)and s, ( p;!) =
s @;!), weodbtain
j‘f (p.l):]n(l:! )f ©;!); fs(p")= ]n_(1=! )S ©;!); or ! 1: 49)
a r - 2 kl a r-lr a r - 2 kl a r-Jr - S .

Egs. Cﬂ-@‘), @-9') In ply that thee ect of localization on the angular soin di usion, aswellas that on the
particledi usion, can be accounted forby the ! -dependent renomm alization ofthe transport scattering
tin e. H owever, the quantum corrections to this tin e have di emt signs for the particle and angular
soin di usion:

1 1 nhd=! )=2kl
= = (50)

for the particle di usion and

1+ n(@1=! )=2 k1l
- (51)

fol
HO|

for the spin di usion. This In plies that the Eq. :_(:l) is invalid in the quantum case, or, m ore precisly,
it relates 5 and 2 ratherthan s and «..

An important comm ent should be m ade conceming the role of the coherent nonbackscattering
contrbution (processes & n Fig. -'!;'). N eglecting this contribution, we have fsi € 0: It can be
easily shown that this leads to a physically m eaningless result for the spin relaxation rate. T herefore,
the correct treatm ent of the e ect of weak localization on the spin relaxation is only possible when
the nonbackscattering coherent processes are taken into account (the rolke of such e ects for particle
di usion was discussed in Ref.:_l_'4) . It is worth noting that the weak localization e ects are usually
considered to be due to the coherent backscattering only. T he point is that the quantum correction
to the conductivity is usually calculated by m eans of the K ubo form ula, which expresses conductivity
In tem s of the current—current correlation function. T his approach focuses on the calculation of the
velocity correlation function, which depends on the anisotropic part of the distribution function f;;
50, there isno need to know correctionsto f;:The situation isquite di eyent for spin relaxation which
is due to the relaxation of the isotropic part of the distribution function g

To conclude, we have discussed the long-tin e dynam ics of the spin polarization In a 2D disordered
sam iconductor. It is shown that, at large tin es, the spin relaxation slow sdown due to weak localization
e ects. An analytical expression for the long-living tail of the spin-polarization has been derived.
Themagnetic eld, both transversal and longiudinal, suppresses this tail, restoring the exponential
relaxation.
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APPEND IX A :

T he analytical expression for the angularm om entum operator L is

ﬁ=i£+l—oot— e ei — i; @a1)
@ 2 2 Q 2 @



with e= = :The components of this operator obey the usual com m utation rules, LL.Ai;ﬁj]= iijlﬁl:
T he comm on eigenfinctions of 12 and ., are W igner’s rotation m atricedt’ Dy yol):
£%DE Lo ()=L@+ 1Dy ol ); L.DL yo( )=MDL ,o(): @2)

The values of L m ay be Integer and halfinteger L = 0;1=2;1;3=2;::: (@asusual M = L;::5;L).
There is also 2L + 1) degeneracy w ith respect to M : T he eigenfiinction corresponding to L = 0 is
equalto unity

0=Dgyp=1; f o= 0: @A3)
T he orthogonality conditions aret’
Z
dDﬁMo()D;IIMf()= LL, MM, MOMf=(2L+1)1 @Aa4)

Here the integration is m ade over all possble transform ations of the SU (2) group. T he integration
m easure is taken in the invariant fom :

1 sjnZ(=2)_

d = & ; where = 5
g() 90 = T7 2 @5)
Note that SU (2) transfom ations are usually param eterized by Euler angles 0 < <2;0< K
; 2 < < 2 . For such a param et:azatjon, the Invariant Integration m easure is gJyen b}',117

d =sh d d d =162 (the expression for L via the Euler angles is also given in Ref. :17)
is convenient for us to use the com ponents of vector 0 < < 2 ) instead of Euler angls. ThJs

gjyesH d = g()d& :The expansion ofthe delta function ( % in W igner’s functions is
X
( %) = @RL+ 1) Dy o Dy yol gl ): @6)
LM MO

T he solution to Eq. {_2-§'i) can be_ represented asa sum overallangularmomenta L = 0;1=2;1;3=2;::::
However, as follow s from Eq. C_lg') onlytwotem s (L = 0 and L = 1) contribute to the spin-dependent
retum probability. Indeed, the action of the operator L on the soin—rotation m atrices is given by

fh ' Zji= —n'pt iy @7

fh ' 25! 25i- — ‘h% Y 25t 25 @s)
As Pllows from Eq. é:&), the profction of the operator I onto the subspace form ed by products of
tw o rotation m atrices is given by

~o Al 4 AR)
L= — 9
> ®9)
where @ and @ are the Paulim atrices actjng on the st and second rotation m atrices, respec—
tively. T herefore, the angularm om ﬁﬁtum L% can on]% be 0 orl (sihglt and triplet contributions).

Usihg Eqg. {_20) and the property d 1L 2= d 2L ;7 valid for arbitrary functions 1 ( )
and 5 ( ); we can see that the finction
Z
W W= he' Piih e’ P @ 0d ®10)
obeys the equation sin ilar to Eq C_Z-C_;
2 1.3
S 2
d e 1i°f° o o
4— p —+ 5 W = © « ; 11
ot ar - © (@ ®11)

wherem atrix elementsL° , , are given by Eq. {Z-\-a) Notethat Eg (g_f_')wasusedjnRefs.:_ig‘i,:_Z-ﬁ,:_Z-Q‘

for ca]cu]atJon of weak locahzatJon corrections to conductivity. The altemative derivation of the
operatorL was given In Ref. .27



APPENDIX B:

Using Eq. C_P:_Zi),we expand Eq. Cfl-é) as

0 X p X
( ) _ 2L + 1 Ty ®1)
g() L M= L
w here
MM 0 p XL L L 0
le(; )= 2L+ 1 DMMl()DMMz( ) B2)
M= L
is the full set of the elgenfunctions L = 0;1=2;1;3=2;:::; M| = L;::5;L; M, = L;:::;;L) for

zero total angularm om entum 3 0:In the second order of the perturbation theory, the term
io@ £9 leads to the corrections to the eigenvalues of the operator . These corrections are

MiM2 _
L

di erent for the functions PL“MI with di erent values of L : They are calculated as
1 M 1M o ~Oy AL 2 o~ 20 MM .
D L o LY J=v o LY = L MMOt B 3)

N ext, we diagonalize the operator (Aﬁ=v)2 In the subspace form ed by the three functions (ﬁx

A 0. 0 A A 0 0 A A 0 0
£ T dy, £ T, and €, £9) [ :D irect calulation gives
WL+l .
L = f 0 ! 0+ (B4)

T he expression for the long-living solution becom es

1 ,=2 X p X
W o©; ; %b : 2L+ le *F MaMa . ®B5)

4 D sinh( , t=2) L
L M= L

where L = 0;1=2;1;3=2;:::. Substimting Eq. %) into Eq. §7) and using Egs. {13), {{4), and £2)
we derive Eq. {7).



