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Slow ing dow n ofspin relaxation in tw o dim ensionalsystem s by quantum

interference e�ects.

I. S. Lyubinskiy, V. Yu. K achorovskii

A.F.Io�e Physical-TechnicalInstitute,26 Polytechnicheskaya str.,SaintPetersburg,194021,Russia

(D ated:April14,2024)

The e�ect ofweak localization on spin relaxation in a two-dim ensionalsystem 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 spin 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-

dependentreturn probability.The physicalnature ofthe phenom enon isdiscussed and itisshown

thatthe"nonbackscattering" contribution to theweak localization playsan essentialrole.Itisalso

dem onstrated thatthe m agnetic �eld,both transversaland longitudinal,suppressesthe powertail

in the spin polarization.

PACS num bers:71.70Ej,72.25.D c,73.23.-b,73.63.-b

Introduction

The relaxation ofnon-equilibrium spin polarization is the centralphenom enon in spin-dependent

transport in sem iconductor nanostructures.1 O ne ofthe m ost e� cient m echanism s ofelectron spin

relaxation in III-V sem iconductorsisthe well-known Dyakonov-Perelm echanism 2 based on the clas-

sicalpicture ofangulardi� usion ofthe spin vectorin a random m agnetic � eld. The � eld originates

from the m om entum -dependentspin-orbitsplitting ofthe conduction band in the crystalswith zinc-

blend structure.3 W hile passing through the crystal,the electron is scattered by im purities and its

m om entum changesrandom ly with tim e.Asa consequence,the e� ective m agnetic � eld also changes

random ly with a correlation tim e ofthe orderofthe m om entum relaxation tim e �. The spin relax-

ation tim e �S is a characteristic tim e ofthe spin angular di� usion2 1=�S � �2=� � 
2� ,where

� � 
 � � 1 is the typicalangle ofthe spin precession forthe m om entum relaxation tim e and 
 is

the frequency ofprecession in the e� ective m agnetic � eld proportionalto the conduction band split-

ting. Fora two-dim ensional(2D)case,when the electron m otion in one direction iscon� ned by the

quantum well,thespin splitting and,hence,theprecession frequency areproportionalto thein-plane

electron velocity4,5 
 � v:So,atlow tem peratures,when inelasticprocessescan be disregarded,the

spin relaxation rate fora 2D electron with a given energy E = m v2=2 isproportionalto the particle

di� usion coe� cient

1

�S
� D ; D = v

2
�=2: (1)

The e� ects oflocalization on the particle di� usion have been discussed in a greatnum ber ofpubli-

cations. The � rst-orderterm in a seriesexpansion ofD in 1=kl(l= v� is the m ean free path,k is

the electron wave vector) is known as the weak localization correction6 ( for a review,see Ref.7),

com ing from thecoherentenhancem entofthebackscattering am plitude.A rem arkablefeatureofthis

correction isthe logarithm ic divergence atlow tem peraturesin the 2D case. Equation (1)im pliesa

sim ilardivergenceofthespin relaxation rate.Such a divergencewas� rstpredicted by Singh8 in spin

correlation functionsfora system with spin-dependentim purity scattering. Itwasshown,however,

thatthequantum correction to thespin relaxation rateisnotproportionalto thequantum correction

to the di� usion coe� cient,asonem ightexpectfrom Eq.(1).A sim ilarresultwasobtained in Ref.9

for a system with a spin-split spectrum . It was found in Ref.10 that the weak localization slows

down the spin relaxation ofexcitons in quantum wells,which leads to a 1=tpower tailin the spin

orientation.A sim ilare� ectwasalso predicted forelectronsin 2D sem iconductorswith a zinc-blend

crystalstructure.
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In thispaper,we considerthe e� ectsoflocalization on the spin relaxation fora 2D sem iconductor

with a spin-split spectrum . W e show that the spin dynam ics is described by a Boltzm ann-type

equation. In the � rstorderin 1=kl;the localization e� ectscan be taken into accountby a nonlocal-

in-tim e correction to the Boltzm ann collision integral. This correction is expressed in term s ofthe

spin-dependentreturn probability.W ediscusstheroleofcoherentreturnsatdi� erentscatteringangles

and show thatthe"nonbackscattering"contribution tothecollision integralplaysakey role.W esolve

thegeneralized kineticequation and dem onstratethat,atlargetim es,thespin polarization decaysas

1=t:Them agnetic� eld,both transversaland longitudinal,isfound to suppressthe long-living tailin

the spin-relaxation.

D erivation ofthe kinetic equation

The Ham iltonian ofa 2D with a spin-splitspectrum isgiven by

H =
p2

2m
+
~

2
!� + U (r): (2)

Here p = pn isthe in-plane electron m om entum ,m isthe electron e� ective m assand � isa vector

consisting ofPaulim atrices.Thespin-orbitinteraction isdescribed by thesecond term ,in which ! =

!(n)dependson the direction ofthe electron m om entum !i(n)=
P

k
nk
ki (i= x;y;z; k = x;y):

Them atrix 
̂ = 
̂(1)+ 
̂(2) isthe sum oftwo term s:the so-called Bychkov-Rashba term 4 
̂(1) (with

nonzero com ponents

(1)
xy = � 


(1)
yx � p)and
̂(2);which isthe Dresselhausterm 3 averaged overthe

electron m otion along thez-direction perpendicularto thequantum wellplane.TheBychkov-Rashba

couplingdependson theasym m etryofthequantum wellcon� ningpotential.Itsstrength can betuned

byvaryingthegatevoltage.11 TheDresselhausterm ispresentinsem iconductorswith nobulkinversion

sym m etry. The com ponents ofthe m atrix 
̂(2) are also linear in the in-plane electron m om entum



(2)

ij
� p and vary with wellplane orientation with respectto the crystallographicaxes5 (we neglect

cubicDresselhausterm s,assum ingthattheelectron concentration isrelativelysm all).W econsiderthe

scatteringbytheshort-rangeim purity potentialwith thecorrelationfunction hU (r)U (r0)i= 
�(r� r0),

wherethe coe� cient
 isrelated to the transportscattering tim e by � = ~
3=m 
:

The classicalspin dynam ics is described by the kinetic equation.2 For a hom ogeneous case,this

equation is

@s

@t
= !(n)� s+ Ĵ0 s: (3)

Here Ĵ0 istheBoltzm ann collision integraland s= s(p;t)isthespin density in them om entum space,

related to the averaged spin by S =
R

sd2p=(2�~)2:W e assum e that the spin splitting is relatively

sm all: !(n)� � 1:This inequality provides� � �S:The relationship between �S and the inelastic

scattering tim e�in varieswith tem perature.Herewefocuson thecaseoflow tem peratures,assum ing

that�in � �S:Then spinswith di� erentenergiesdo notcorrelatewith each other,and thesolution of

Eq.(3)att� � yields S(t)= (m =2�~2)
R

sidE ,wheresi= si(E ;t)= e� t̂�si(E ;0),si(0;E )= hs(p;0)i

isthe initialspin density averaged overthe m om entum direction,and �̂ = �̂
� 1

S
isthe spin relaxation

tensor(tensorofinverserelaxation tim es)given by5

�ik = [�ik

X

s;l



2
sl�

X

l


li
lk]�=2: (4)

The conventionalapproach to the calculation ofthe correlationsfunctionsin weakly localized sys-

tem sisbased on theK ubo form ula.6,7 An alternativeapproach12,13,14 isto generalizetheBoltzm ann

equation to include weak localization e� ectsin the kinetic description. Thisapproach m ay turn out

to be m ore convenient when studying nonlinear and strongly nonequilibrium phenom ena. To de-

scribe quantitatively the weak localization phenom enon in the kinetic picture,one hasto m odify the
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FIG .1: Relevant irreducible diagram s a;b;c and the respective scattering processes a
0
;b

0
;c

0
. The Born

collision processa
0
isindependentofthe electron spin (itscontribution isproportionalto ��� ��
). Coherent

backscattering b
0
(�� �

0 � � ),aswellastheprocessesc
0
describing coherentscattering atan arbitrary angle

(0 < � � �
0
< 2� ),are spin-dependentdue to rotation ofthe spin ofan electron passing along the closed

path.

Boltzm ann equation by introducing a nonlocal-in-tim e correction to the collision integral.12,13 These

correctionscan be derived13 from the diagram m aticstructure oflinear-responsefunctions.Diagram -

m atically,theinclusion ofa weak localization correction to thee� ectivecollision integralrequiresthe

consideration ofthe irreducible diagram s13,14 in Fig.1b,c,in addition to the diagram for the Born

scattering,shown in Fig.1a. The crossed-ladder diagram s (1b) are usually considered to describe

the coherentbackscattering ofthe electron wave.A physicalinterpretation ofthe diagram s(1b,c)in

term sofa sm allchangein thee� ectivedi� erentialcross-section fora singleim purity wassuggested in

Ref.14.Itwasbased on an analysisoftheinterferencecontribution oftrajectoriespropagatingin the

opposite directionsalong closed pathsin term softhe phasestationarity requirem ent. Thisanalysis

showsthatthe diagram s(1b)correspond to a processshown in Fig.1b0,which isindeed a coherent

backscattering. Diagram s (1c) were found to describe coherent scattering processes with arbitrary

scattering angles,shown in Fig.1c0:

Next,wediscussthe key pointsofa quantitativedescription ofthe weakly localized regim ewithin

thekineticapproach.W estartwith a briefdiscussion ofthezero spin-orbitcoupling.Ascan beseen

from Figs.1b0,c0,the relevantprocessescontain the sam e closed paths,so the e� ective changein the
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FIG .2: Angulardependence ofthe e�ective cross-section m odi�ed by weak localization. The narrow peak

at � � �
0
= � is due to the coherent backscattering shown in Fig.1b

0
. The enhancem ent ofthe coherent

backscattering isaccom panied by a reduction ofscattering atotherangles(theprocessin Fig.1c
0
),thetotal

cross-section being unchanged.

di� erentialcross-section ofim purity 0;com ing from both (1b0)and (1c0),isexpressed in term softhe

return probability14,15

�S!(� )

S0
=
�l

�
W !(0)[�(� � �)� 1=2�]: (5)

Here S0 = 1=N iv� is the isotropic cross-section in the Drude approxim ation,Ni is the im purity

concentration,� = 2�=k isthe electron wavelength,and W !(0)isgiven by

W !(0)=
1

�

Z

dte
i!t
W (0;t); (6)

where W (0;t) = W (r;t)jr! 0 is the probability density for a di� using particle to return after the

tim e tto the origin r = 0:The coe� cient�l=� in the cross-section correction wasfound in Ref.14

by integration over sm alldeviations of the electron trajectories from the trajectories (1b0), (1c0)

m eeting the phase stationarity requirem ent. Physically,�lis the characteristic area ofthe region

around theorigin intowhich thedi� using electron should return forthee� ectiveinterferencetooccur.

The calculations show that the contributions of(1b0) and (1c0) have di� erent signs. The positive

contribution represented in Eq.(5) by �(� � �) com es from the process (1b0),while the negative

one (the term � 1=2�),from the process (1c0). In other words,the enhancem ent ofthe di� erential

cross-section atthe angle� due to the coherentbackscattering isaccom panied by a reduction ofthe

scattering in otherdirections,the totalcross-section rem aining unchanged (see Fig.2). W e see that

the correction to thee� ective im purity cross-section is!-dependent.Therefore,the correction to the

collision integralin the tim e representation turnsoutto be nonlocalin tim e:

�Ĵf(p;t)= (�l=��
2
)

Z t

� 1

dt
0
W (0;t� t

0
)

Z

d�
0
(�(� � �

0
� �)� 1=2�)f(p

0
;t
0
): (7)

Heref(p;t)istheelectron distribution function (weconsidera hom ogeneouscase,assum ing thatf is

independentofr)and � ;�0 aretheanglesofp and p0:Hereand furtherweom itthe"out
 ux" term



� (�l=��2)
Rt

� 1
dt0 W (0;t� t0)

R

d�0(�(� � �0� �)� 1=2�)f(p;t0)in the collision integral.Itm akes

a zero contribution,becausethe totalcross-section isnotchanged by the weak localization.

The probability density W !(r) is found as a sum over the paths involving di� erent num bers of

scattering events(see,forexam ple,Ref.16)

W !(r)=
X

N

W
N
! (r); (8)

where

W
N
! (r)=

Z

P (r� rN )P (rN � rN � 1):::P (r2 � r1)P (r1)dr1 :::drN ; (9)

and

P (r)=
1

2�rl
e
� r=l+ i!r=v

: (10)

At! = 0;thefunction P (r)istheclassicalprobabilitydensityforan electronstartingtom ovefrom r=

0toexperiencethe� rstcollision aroundthepointr.In thefram eworkofadiagram m aticapproach,the

function P (r)arisesastheproductoftwo sphericalwaves(retarded and advanced G reen’sfunctions)

P (r) = 
GR
E + ~!

G A
E :Here G R ;A (r) = (� i)3=2(m =~2)e� ikr� r=2l=

p
2�kr,k =

p
2m E =~;and we took

into accountthateikE + ~ ! re� ikE r � ei!r=v:A path involving N scatteringscontains(N + 1)functions

G R forthe clockwisepropagation along the path and (N + 1)functionsG A forthe counterclockwise

propagation.Asa result,W N
! contains(N + 1)functionsP (r):Using Eqs.(6),(8),(9),and (10),one

can show thatin thedi� usion approxim ation (!� � 1),when thetypicalnum berofscattering events

along a path islarge(N � 1),the function W (r;t)obeysthedi� usion equation

@W

@t
� D � W = �(r)�(t): (11)

Solving Eq.(11)and taking r= 0;we � nd thatthe return probability isgiven by W (0;t)= 1=4�D t,

and W !(0)� (1=2�l2)ln(1=�!):

A generalization ofthe above results to a system with a spin-split spectrum is straightforward.

Since the electron spin rotateswhile passing along a closed loop,electron G reen’sfunctionsbecom e

operatorswith respectto the spin variables:

Ĝ R ;A (r)= (� i)
3=2 m

~
2

e� ikr� r=2l

p
2�kr

e
� i! (n)� r=2v

: (12)

They are the products of sphericalwaves and spin-rotation m atrices describing the electron spin

precession. The precession frequency !(n) 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�
�� (� );wherethespin indices�;�;
;� correspond to theelectron trajectories,asshown

in Figs.1b0,c0:

�S�
��! (� )

S0
=
�l

�
W

�
��
! (0)[�(� � �)� 1=2�]; (13)

The correction to the Boltzm ann collision integralcan be written as

[�Ĵf̂(p;!)]�
 = N iv

Z

�S
�
��
! (� � �

0
)f�� (p

0
;!)d�

0
; (14)

wheref��(p
0;!)isthem om entum -dependentspin-densitym atrix.ToderivetheexpressionforW �
��

! ,

we � rst introduce the probability density for a di� using electron to arrive after N collisions at the

pointr with the spin rotated by an angle�

W
N
! (r;�)=

Z

�(� � �N )P (r� rN ):::P (r2 � r1)P (r1)dr1 :::drN : (15)



The angle�N changeswith the coordinatesofthe scattering pointsr1;:::;rN .O ne can � nd itfrom

the m atrix equation

e
� i� N � =2

= e
� i� (r� rN )� =2

e
� i� (rN � r2)� =2 :::e

i� (r2� r1)� =2e
� i� (r1)� =2 (16)

where �(r)= !(n)r=v.The spin-dependentreturn probability isthen expressed via the totalproba-

bility density

W !(r;�)=
X

N

W
N
! (r;�) (17)

taken atr= 0

W
�
��
! (0)=

Z

h�je
� i� � =2

j�ih�je
� i� � =2

j
iW !(0;�)d� : (18)

Here d� = g(�)d3� and function g(�)isde� ned in Appendix A. (Note that,in the absence ofthe

spin-orbitcoupling,W !(0;�)= �(�)W !=g(�)and W
�
��
! isexpressed asW �
��

! = ��� �
�W !).W hat

rem ainsto bedoneisto � nd an equation forW!(r;�):To thisend,theprobabilitiesW
N
! arerelated

to each otherby the recurrentequations

g(�)W
N + 1
! (r;�)=

Z

P (r
0
)W

N
! (r� r

0
;�

0
)�(� � �

0
� � )dr

0
d�

0
: (19)

Thevector� = � r0;� 0 describesthechangeofthespin rotation anglein a ballisticpath between two

scattering.O necan � nd itfrom theequation exp(� i(�0+ � )�=2)= exp(� i�(r0)�=2)exp(� i�0�=2):

Next,wesum Eq.(19)overN and takeinto accountthat� � 1:Aftercom bersom ebutstraightfor-

ward calculations,we� nd thatW (r;�;t)= �
R

W !(r;�)exp(� i!t)d!=2� (theprobability density to

arrive aftertim e tto the pointr with the spin rotated by the angle �)isdescribed by an equation

sim ilarto Eq.(11):

@W

@t
� D

 

@

@r
�
î
 L̂

v

! 2

W = �(t)�(r)�(�)=g(0): (20)

Here L̂ is the angular m om entum operator acting on the functions ofvector � (see Ref.17) and

(̂
 L̂)i = 
ikL̂k:The explicitexpressionsfor L̂ and forthe com m on eigen-functionsofL̂2 and L̂z are

presented in Appendix A. Expanding �(�) in a series over these functions,we keep the term with

L = 0:The corresponding eigenfunction 	 0 isindependentofthe angle � and L̂	 0 = 0. Thisisthe

only term which survivesatt� �S:Theotherterm sdecay exponentially with characteristictim esof

theorderof�S:(Thisstatem entisnottrueforadegeneratecase,when 
̂ L̂ dependson thecom ponent

ofL̂ along a singleaxis.Thiscaseisdiscussed below).Asa result,weobtain thefollowing expression

forthe asym ptoticalbehaviorofW (0;�;t)

W (0;�;t)=
1

4�D t
; for t� �S (21)

Now,we writethe distribution function as

f̂ = Îf + s�; (22)

where f is the particle density in the m om entum space,related to the electron concentration by

n = 2
R

fdp=(2�~)2;Î istheunitm atrix,and sisthespin density.Substituting Eq.(21)and Eq.(22)

intoEq.(18)and Eq.(14),respectively,m akingaFouriertransform ,and takingintoaccountEq.(13),

weobtain the weak-localization-induced correction to the collision integral

�

�Ĵf

�

= (�l=��
2
)

Z t

� 1

dt
0
W (0;t� t

0
)

Z

d�
0
(�(� � �

0
� �)� 1=2�)f(p

0
;t
0
); (23)

�

�Ĵs

�

i

= (�l=��
2
)

Z t

� 1

dt
0
W ik(0;t� t

0
)

Z

d�
0
(�(� � �

0
� �)� 1=2�)sk(p

0
;t
0
); (24)



whereW ik(0;t)and W (0;t)aregiven by

W ik(0;t)=

Z �

�ik � 2eiek sin
2 �

2

�

W (0;�;t)d� ; W (0;t)=

Z

cos� W (0;�;t)d� : (25)

Heree = �=�.Using Eq.(21),we� nd the asym ptoticalbehaviorofthesefunctions

W ik(0;t)=
�ik

8�D t
; W (0;t)= �

1

8�D t
; for t� �S: (26)

Note also that the spin-orbit coupling can be neglected in the tim e interval� � t� �S . Hence,

W (0;�;t)� �(�)and the expressionsforWik and W becom e

W ik(0;t)=
�ik

4�D t
; W (0;t)=

1

4�D t
; for � � t� �S: (27)

W e seethatthe di� erence between Eqs.(26)and (27)isin the num ericalcoe� cientsonly.

Solution ofthe kinetic equation. T he long-living tailin the spin polarization

Forthe casewith a spin polarization uniform in space,the generalized kineticequation is

@s

@t
= !(n)� s+

si� s

�
+ �Ĵ s; (28)

where�Ĵ sisgiven by Eq.(24).Thisequation can besolved in theusualway.2 Since!(n)� � 1;the

spin density can berepresented asa sum oftheisotropicpartsi(E ;t);which dependson theelectron

energy only,and a sm allanisotropiccorrection sa(p;t);which islinearin theelectron m om entum p :

s= si+ sa: (29)

Substituting Eq.(29)into Eq.(28),using ofEq.(26),and taking into accountthe equalities

�Ĵsi= 0; h�Ĵsai= 0; (30)

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

relation forsi

@si

@t
= � �̂

�

si�
1

2�kl

Z t

� 1

dt
0
si(t

0)

t� t0

�

: (31)

Assum ing thatthe spin polarization wascreated att= 0 with a density si(E ;0)and neglecting the

quantum correction,we get the exponentialrelaxation si(E ;t) = �(t)e� �̂ tsi(E ;0) (here �(t) is the

theta-function). This solution is valid untile� t=�S � 1=�kl. For largertim es,the spin polarization

should be found from the condition that the right-hand side of Eq.(31) equals zero: si(E ;t) �

(1=2�kl)
Rt

0
dt0e� � t

0

si(E ;0)=(t� t0):So we � nd thatthe spin polarization hasa long-living powertail

atlargetim es

si(E ;t)=
1

2�kl

�̂� 1

t
si(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 forphenom enologically by introducing the

factorexp(� t=�’)into the right-hand side ofEq.(32).Here�’ isthe phase-breaking tim e.



T he degenerate case

Equation (32)isinvalid forthedegeneratecase,when thespin precession frequency !(n)isparallel

to a certain vector u for any electron m om entum : !(n) k u for any n:In the classicallim it,the

com ponent ofthe electron spin parallelto u does not relax18 �uu = 0 and the two perpendicular

com ponentsrelax with equalrates�1 = �2 = � ;theo� -diagonalcom ponentsof̂� being equalto zero

(�1v = �2v = �12 = 0 ). This happens in sym m etric quantum wells grown in the [110]direction,5

as wellas in asym m etric quantum wells grown in the [001]direction,due to the interplay between

Dresselhausand Rashba couplings.19,20 To � nd thelong-tim easym ptoticofthereturn probability,we

write the form alsolution ofEq.(20)as

W (0;�;t)=

Z
d2q

(2�)2
e
� D (q� 
̂ L̂=v)

2
t
�(�)=g(0): (33)

In the degenerate case,each ofthe three operators (̂
 L̂)x; (̂
 L̂)y and (̂
 L̂)x isproportionalto L̂u;

which is the com ponent of L̂ along the precession axis. Therefore,these three operators com m ute

with each other.Changing the integration variablesq ! q � î
 L̂=v in Eq.(33)weobtain

W (0;�;t)=
�(�)

4�g(0)D t
: (34)

Thus,after travelling around a closed loop,the electron spin does not rotate at all. This can be

interpreted as follows.19 For the degenerate case,the spin rotation angle is sim ply given by � =
R

!dt�
R

pdt:Fora closed loop,wehave
R

pdt= 0 and,asa consequence,� = 0:Aftersubstituting

Eq.(34) into Eq.(25) and using Eqs.(24),(28),one can see that the weak localization does not

a� ectthelongitudinalcom ponentofthespin density usi(E ;t)= usi(E ;0);whiletherelaxation ofthe

perpendicularcom ponentisdescribed by the following equation

@si

@t
= � �

�

si�
1

�kl

Z t

� 1

dt
0
si(t

0)

t� t0

�

; si? u: (35)

Theintegralin theright-hand sideofEq.(35)containsan additionalfactor2 ascom pared with that

in Eq.(31). Itcan be shown thatthisfactorarisesfrom the contribution ofthe eigenfunctionswith

L = 1 to the long-tim e asym ptotic (34)ofthe return probability.21 The long-tim e asym ptotic ofthe

spin polarization isgiven by

si(E ;t)=
1

�kl

1

� t
si(E ;0); where si(E ;0)? u: (36)

Suppression oflong-living polarization by the m agnetic �eld

Next,we considerthe in
 uence ofthe externalm agnetic � eld on the long-living powertailin the

spin polarization.W hen an external� eld B ispresent,thespin rotation m atricesappearinginĜ R and

Ĝ A becom edi� erent:e� i! (n)� r=2v ! e� i(! (n)+ 
 0)� r=2v forĜ R and e� i! (n)� r=2v ! e� i(! (n)� 
 0)� r=2v

for Ĝ A :Here,
 0 isthe frequency ofthe spin precession in the� eld B .So,Eq.(18)ism odi� ed as

W
�
��
! =

Z

h�je
� i� � =2

j�ih�je
� i�

0
� =2

j
iW !(0;�;�
0
)d� d�

0
; (37)

where

W !(r;�;�
0
)=

X

N

Z

�(� � �N )�(�
0
� �

0

N )PB (r� rN ):::PB (r2 � r1)PB (r1)dr1 :::drN : (38)



Here16

PB (r� r
0
)= P (r� r

0
)exp

�

i
eB ?

~c
[r� r

0
]

�

; (39)

and B ? isthecom ponentofthem agnetic� eld norm altothequantum wellplane.Thevectors�N and

�
0

N should befound from Eq.(16)with �(r)= [!(n)+ 
0]r=v for�N and �0(r)= [!(n)� 
0]r=v

for�0

N .W riting outthe recurrentequationsforthe consecutiveterm sin Eq.(38),we can derivethe

following expression

@W

@t
� i
0(̂L � L̂

0
)W � D

 

@

@r
� i

2eA

c~
� i


̂ (̂L + L̂0)

v

! 2

W = �(t)�(r)�(�)�(�
0
)=g

2
(0); (40)

for the probability density W (r;�;�0;t) = �
R

W !(r;�;�
0)exp(� i!t)d!=2�:Here the operatorsL̂

and L̂0 aregiven by Eq.(A1)(with thereplacem ent� ! �
0 for L̂0).Theterm � i2eA =c~ in Eq.(40)

isresponsible forthe m agnetic � eld e� ecton the electron orbitalm otion.22 Here A = [B ? � r]=2 is

the vectorpotential.W e assum ethatthe m agnetic� eld issm all


0�S � 1;and D eB ? �S=~c� 1: (41)

ForB = 0;the solution ofEq.(40)is

W (r;�;�
0
;t)= W (r;�;t)�(� � �

0
)=g(�); (42)

where W (r;�;t) obeys Eq.(20). Using Eq.(42), we rewrite the long-living solution (21) (which

correspondsto zero totalangularm om entum Ĵ = L̂ + L̂0)in term softwo angles�;�0:

1

4�D t

�(� � �
0)

g(�)
=

Z
d2q

(2�)2
e
� 
(q)t �(� � �

0)

g(�)
; for B = 0: (43)

Here
(q)= D q2 isthe eigenvalueofthe operator 
̂ = D (q � 
̂ Ĵ=v)2 atJ = 0 and �(� � �
0)=g(�)is

the respectiveeigenfunction.ForB 6= 0;the long tim e dynam icsofthe spin relaxation isdeterm ined

by the eigenvaluesofthe operator


̂ = � i
0(̂L � L̂
0
)+ D

�

� i@=@r� 2eA =c~�
̂ Ĵ=v

�2

: (44)

First,we neglectthe term � i
0(̂L � L̂0):In thisapproxim ation,the eigenvaluesof
̂;corresponding

to J = 0;aregiven by


n = 
? (n + 1=2); (45)

where 
? = 4eB ? D =~c and n = 0;1;2;::::Since the operatorD (� i@=@r� 2eA =c~)2 hasa discrete

spectrum ,wehaveto m akethe replacem ent

Z
d2q

(2�)2
e
� 
(q)t

!

?

4�D

X

n

e
� 
n t =


?

4�D sinh(
? t=2)
(46)

in Eq.(43). The second step is to take into account the term � i
0(̂L � L̂0);taking it to be a

sm allperturbation.In the � rstorderoftheperturbation theory,thisterm leadsto them ixing ofthe

eigenfunctionswith J = 1totheeigenfunction with J = 0.Thism ixingcan bedisregarded at
0 � � :

Correctionsto the eigenvalues
n arisein the second orderonly.They arecalculated in Appendix B.

Using Eq.(B5),we can show thatthe spin polarization dynam icsatlargetim esisdescribed as

si(E ;t)=
1

2�kl


? e
� 
 0 �̂

� 1

 0t

2sinh(
? t=2)
�̂
� 1
si(E ;0): (47)

Thus,weseethatthe m agnetic� eld doessuppressthe long-living tailin the spin polarization.



D iscussion

Nextwediscussbrie
 y thephysicalm eaningoftheresultsobtained.O urcalculationswerebased on

the interpretation ofthe weak localization phenom ena in term softwo scattering processes:coherent

backscattering(seeFig.1b0)and coherentscatteringatan arbitraryangle(seeFig.1c0).Theexistence

ofthe long-living spin polarization can be explained as follows. Both coherentscattering processes

were shown to be nonlocalin tim e. In other words,the transition ofa spin s to a spin s0;caused

by coherentscattering,takes a certain tim e t;which m ay be relatively long: t� �S:The coherent

scattering events do not change the direction ofthe electron spin. Indeed,as seen from Eq.(26),

W ik(0;t)� �ik and,as a consequence,s0 k s:Therefore,the electronsinvolved in such a scattering

can keep m em ory abouttheinitialspin polarization during thetim em uch longerthan �S:Thepower

law 1=tis due to the proportionality ofthe probability ofcoherent scattering to the probability of

di� usive return.

The collision integralaccounting forboth coherentprocessesdoesnotchange the totalscattering

cross-section.Therefore,

�Ĵ fi= 0; �Ĵ si= 0: (48)

Using Eqs.(23),(24),(26),and taking into account that fa(� p;!) = � fa(p;!) and sa(� p;!) =

� sa(p;!),weobtain

�Ĵ fa(p;!)=
ln(1=!�)

2�kl�
fa(p;!); �Ĵ sa(p;!)= �

ln(1=!�)

2�kl�
sa(p;!); for !�S � 1: (49)

Eqs.(48),(49)im ply thatthee� ectoflocalization on theangularspin di� usion,aswellasthaton the

particledi� usion,can beaccounted forby the!-dependentrenorm alization ofthetransportscattering

tim e. However,the quantum correctionsto thistim e have di� erntsignsforthe particle and angular

spin di� usion:

1

�tr
=
1� ln(1=!�)=2�kl

�
(50)

forthe particledi� usion and

1

�0tr
=
1+ ln(1=!�)=2�kl

�
(51)

forthespin di� usion.Thisim pliesthattheEq.(1)isinvalid in thequantum case,or,m oreprecisely,

itrelates�S and �0tr ratherthan �S and �tr.

An im portant com m ent should be m ade concerning the role of the coherent nonbackscattering

contribution (processes c0 in Fig.1). Neglecting this contribution, we have �Ĵsi 6= 0:It can be

easily shown thatthisleadsto a physically m eaninglessresultforthespin relaxation rate.Therefore,

the correcttreatm entofthe e� ectofweak localization on the spin relaxation is only possible when

the nonbackscattering coherentprocessesare taken into account(the role ofsuch e� ectsforparticle

di� usion wasdiscussed in Ref.14). Itis worth noting thatthe weak localization e� ects are usually

considered to be due to the coherentbackscattering only. The pointisthatthe quantum correction

to theconductivity isusually calculated by m eansoftheK ubo form ula,which expressesconductivity

in term softhe current-currentcorrelation function. Thisapproach focuseson the calculation ofthe

velocity correlation function,which depends on the anisotropic partofthe distribution function fa;

so,thereisno need to know correctionsto fi:Thesituation isquitedi� erentforspin relaxation which

isdue to the relaxation oftheisotropicpartofthe distribution function.23

To conclude,wehavediscussed the long-tim edynam icsofthespin polarization in a 2D disordered

sem iconductor.Itisshown that,atlargetim es,thespin relaxationslowsdown duetoweaklocalization

e� ects. An analyticalexpression for the long-living tailofthe spin-polarization has been derived.

The m agnetic � eld,both transversaland longitudinal,suppressesthistail,restoring the exponential

relaxation.
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A P P EN D IX A :

The analyticalexpression forthe angularm om entum operator L̂ is

L̂ = i

�
@

@�
+

�

1�
�

2
cot

�

2

� �

e�

�

e�
@

@�

��

�

�
�

2
�

@

@�

��

; (A1)



with e = �=�:Thecom ponentsofthisoperatorobey the usualcom m utation rules,[̂Li;L̂j]= i�ijlL̂l:

The com m on eigenfunctionsofL̂2 and L̂z areW igner’srotation m atrices17 D L
M M 0(�):

L̂
2
D

L
M M 0(�)= L(L + 1)D

L
M M 0(�); L̂zD

L
M M 0(�)= M D

L
M M 0(�): (A2)

The values ofL m ay be integer and half-integer L = 0;1=2;1;3=2;::: (as usual,M = � L;:::;L).

There isalso (2L + 1)degeneracy with respectto M 0:The eigenfunction corresponding to L = 0 is

equalto unity

	 0 = D
0
00 = 1; L̂	 0 = 0: (A3)

The orthogonality conditionsare17

Z

d� D
L
M M 0(�)D

L 1�

M 1M
0

1

(�)= �L L 1
�M M 1

�M 0M 0

1
=(2L + 1): (A4)

Here the integration is m ade overallpossible transform ationsofthe SU (2)group. The integration

m easureistaken in the invariantform :

d� = g(�)d
3
�; where g(�)=

1

16�2

sin
2
(�=2)

(�=2)2
: (A5)

Note that SU (2)transform ationsare usually param eterized by Eulerangles 0 < � < 2�; 0 < � <

�; � 2� < 
 < 2� . For such a param etrization,the invariant integration m easure is given by17

d� = sin� d� d� d
=16�2 (the expression for L̂ via the Euler angles is also given in Ref.17). It

is convenientfor us to use the com ponents ofvector� (0 < � < 2�)instead ofEulerangles. This

gives24 d� = g(�)d3�:Theexpansion ofthedelta function �(� � �
0)in W igner’sfunctionsis

�(� � �
0
)=

X

L ;M ;M 0

(2L + 1)D
L
M M 0(�)D

L �
M M 0(�

0
)g(�): (A6)

Thesolution to Eq.(20)can berepresented asa sum overallangularm om enta L = 0;1=2;1;3=2;::::

However,asfollowsfrom Eq.(18)only two term s(L = 0 and L = 1)contributeto thespin-dependent

return probability.Indeed,the action ofthe operatorL on the spin-rotation m atricesisgiven by

L̂h�je
� i� � =2

j�i=
��� 0

2
h�

0
je
� i� � =2

j�i; (A7)

L̂h�je
� i� � =2

j�ih�je
� i� � =2

j
i=
��� 0���0 + ��� 0���0

2
h�

0
je
� i� � =2

j�ih�
0
je
� i� � =2

j
i: (A8)

Asfollowsfrom Eq.(A8),the projection ofthe operatorL onto the subspace form ed by productsof

two rotation m atricesisgiven by

L̂
0
=
�̂
(1)+ �̂

(2)

2
; (A9)

where �(1) and �
(2) are the Paulim atricesacting on the � rstand second rotation m atrices,respec-

tively.Therefore,the angularm om entum L0 can only be 0 or1 (singletand tripletcontributions).

Using Eq.(20)and theproperty
R

d� 	 �

1L̂	 2 = �
R

d� 	 2L̂	
�

1;valid forarbitrary functions	 1(�)

and 	 2(�);wecan see thatthe function

W
�
��

(r;t)=

Z

h�je
� i� � =2

j�ih�je
� i� � =2

j
iW (r;�;t)d� (A10)

obeysthe equation sim ilarto Eq.(20)
2

4
@

@t
� D

 

@

@r
+
î
 L̂0

v

! 2
3

5

�� 0��0

W
�
0

��

0

= �(t)�(r)��� �
�; (A11)

wherem atrix elem entsL0

�� 0��0
aregiven by Eq.(A8).NotethatEq.(A11)wasused in Refs.19,25,26

for calculation ofweak localization corrections to conductivity. The alternative derivation ofthe

operator L̂0 wasgiven in Ref.27



A P P EN D IX B :

Using Eq.(A6),weexpand Eq.(43)as

�(� � �
0)

g(�)
=
X

L

p
2L + 1

LX

M 1= � L

	
M 1M 1

L
; (B1)

where

	
M 1M 2

L
(�;�

0
)=

p
2L + 1

LX

M = � L

D
L
M M 1

(�)D
� L
M M 2

(�
0
) (B2)

is the fullsetofthe eigenfunctions (L = 0;1=2;1;3=2;:::; M 1 = � L;:::;L; M 2 = � L;:::;L)for

zero totalangularm om entum Ĵ	
M 1M 2

L
= 0:In thesecond orderoftheperturbation theory,the term

� i
0(̂L � L̂0) leads to the corrections to the eigenvalues ofthe operator 
̂. These corrections are

di� erentforthe functions	
M 1M 1

L
with di� erentvaluesofL:They arecalculated as

D
� 1

�

	
M 1M 1

L

�
�
�
�

 0(̂L � L̂

0
)

�


̂ Ĵ=v

�� 2


 0(̂L � L̂
0
)

�
�
�
�
	
M

0

1
M

0

1

L

�

= � 
L �M 1M
0

1
: (B3)

Next, we diagonalize the operator (̂
 Ĵ=v)2 in the subspace form ed by the three functions (̂Lx �

L̂0

x)	
M

0

1
M

0

1

L
; (̂Ly � L̂0

y)	
M

0

1
M

0

1

L
,and (̂Lz � L̂0

z)	
M

0

1
M

0

1

L
:Directcalculation gives

� 
L =
4L(L + 1)

3

 0�̂

� 1

 0: (B4)

The expression forthe long-living solution becom es

W (0;�;�
0
;t)�

1

4�D


? =2

sinh(
? t=2)

X

L

p
2L + 1 e

� � 
 L t

LX

M 1= � L

	
M 1M 1

L
; (B5)

where L = 0;1=2;1;3=2;:::.Substituting Eq.(B5)into Eq.(37)and using Eqs.(13),(14),and (22)

wederiveEq.(47).


