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Vanishing Spin-H allC onductivity in 2D disordered R ashba electron gas
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For the two-dim ensionalidealelectron gas with the Rashba spin-orbit interaction and in the

presenceofnon-m agneticshort-ranged potentialim puritiesthespin-Hallconductivity �sH isfound

by directm icroscopic calculation. W ithin the sem iclassicalapproxim ation �h=� � �F and � � � F

the value of �sH is zero for arbitrary ratio of the spin-orbit splitting � and the inverse elastic

scattering tim e 1=�.

PACS num bers:72.25.-b,72.10.-d,72.15.G d,73.50.Jt

Recently it has been proposed1 that a dissipationless

spin current can be generated in response to an elec-

tric �eld in sem iconductors with the spin-orbitalinter-

action. For the case ofan idealtwo-dim ensional(2D)

electron gas with the Rashba coupling, Sinova et al.2

havefound a spin-Hallcurrentofthetransverse(z)spin

com ponentasa responseto an in-planeelectric�eld E �,

jz� = �sH ���E �,with the\universal" (independentupon

thespin-orbitalband splitting �)spin-Hallconductivity

�sH = e=8��h. In the presence ofdisorder and for the

sim pleststandard m odelitwasdem onstrated a cancella-

tion ofthe spin-Halle�ecteven in the case ofarbitrary

week disorder.3,4,5,6.In thiscom m unication weprovidea

fully m icroscopic calculation ofthe spin-Hallconductiv-

ity forthe generalized m odelofnon-parabolic spectrum

and arbitrary m om entum dependence ofthe Rashba ve-

locity (1),within the sem iclassicaltheory ofdisordered

conductors,i.e. in the lim it �h=� � �F ,� � � F . W e

show,that �sH = 0 independently upon the param eter

��=�h sim ilarly to the case of the parabolic spectrum

Ref.3,4,5,6.

2D isotropicRashbagasisan electron system with the

broken inversion sym m etry.In thiscase an electric �eld

perpendiculartotheplanecould arise.Ithasnoe�ecton

theelectron orbitalm otion butitcouplesto theelectron

spin via a relativisticspin-orbitinteraction known asthe

Rashba term .TheHam iltonian ofan electron consistsof

the kinetic energy term and the Rashba term :

ĥ��(~p)= �(p)��� + �(p)

�

�
x
�� p̂y � �

y

��
p̂x

�

; (1)

where�(p)istheRashba velocity,� i (i= x;y;z)arethe

Paulim atricesand �;� arethespin indices.TheHam il-

tonian (1)can be diagonalized by the unitary m atrix:

U (~p)=
1
p
2

�
1 1

ie
i’ p � iei’ p

�

; (2)

where ’p is the angle between the m om entum ~p ofthe

electron and the x-axis,with the eigenvalues:

��(p)= �(p)� �p�(p): (3)

The eigenvalues � = � 1 ofthe chirality operator and

~p constitute the quantum num bers ofan electron state

(~p;�).Ferm icirclesofthe Rashba gaswith the di�erent

chiralitiesare split: pF � = pF (1� �(pF )=v(pF )),where

Ferm im om entum pF solves the equation: �(pF ) = �,

where�isthechem icalpotential;v(p)= d�(p)=dp isthe

band velocity ofthe electron. The electron velocity in

thechiralstateis@��(p)=@p.W eassum e�(pF )� v(pF ),

and neglectcorrectionsoftheorder�=v.Thespin-orbital

splitting is then: � = 2p F �(pF ). The density ofstates

on thetwo Ferm icirclesdi�ersas:�� = �F (1� �F =vF ),

where �F = pF =2�v(pF ). Contrary to the case ofthe

parabolicspectrum and Rashba velocity independenton

the m om entum ,forthe generalized m odel(1)the Ferm i

velocities are di�erent on the two Ferm icircles: vF + �

vF � = 2�F

�
pF
m vF

� 1

�

� 2pF
d�

dp

�
�
�
F
. In the following we

usethe unitswhere�h = 1.

W e consider the 2D ideal(non-interacting electrons)

Rashba electron gaswith the Ham iltonian:

Ĥ R =
X

~p

a
y
�(~p) ĥ��(~p)a�(~p); (4)

at zero tem perature. ay�(~p) and a�(~p) are the electron

creation and annihilation operators. Electrom agnetic

vector potential ~A couples to the orbitalm otion ofthe

electron according to thetransform ation:~p ! ~p� e~A=c,

in theHam iltonian (1).Variation oftheHam iltonian (4)

with respect to ~A gives the electric current operator:

Ĵ� =
P

~p
ay�(~p)(̂j�)��a�(~p),where the one-particle cur-

rentoperatorreads(itisactually a velocity ĵ� = êv�):

(̂j�)�� (~p)= e

�

v(p)
p�

p
��� +

d(p��(p))

dp�
�
zi�

�
i
��

�

; (5)

with � = x;y being the spatialindex and �zi� isthe 3D

totally antisym m etrictensor.

Underthenon-uniform SU(2)electron spinortransfor-

m ation: a�(~r)7! U��(~r)a�(~r),the Ham iltonian (4)be-

com es dependent on the SU(2) \spin electrom agnetic"

vector potential Â � = A 0
��

0 + A i
��

i, where A 0
� coin-

cides with the physical electrom agnetic potential and

A i
� = � iTr(�iU + @�U )=2. Although this latter poten-

tialis a pure gauge and has no physicalconsequences,

variation ofthe Ham iltonian (4) with respect to it de-

�nes the spin current ofi-com ponent ofthe spin along
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the direction �: Ĵi� =
P

~p
ay�(~p)(̂j

i
�)��a�(~p),where the

one-particlespin currentoperatorreads:

(̂ji�)��(~p)= v(p)
p�

p
�
i
�� +

d(p��(p))

dp�
�
zi�
���: (6)

O urde�nition ofthe spin current(6)coincideswith the

de�nition followed in Ref.8: Ĵi� = (̂v��
i+ �iv̂�)=2,but

di�ersfrom thede�nition followed in Refs.1,2,3 byafactor

2,which m akes our value ofthe spin-Hallconductivity

being twiceasbig asthatin the literature.1,2,3

The interaction of electron with short-ranged non-

m agnetic im purities at positions ~R i,num erated by the

index i,isdescribed by the im purity Ham iltonian:

Ĥ im p =
X

i

Z

u(~r� ~R i)a
y
�(~r)a�(~r)d

2
~r; (7)

where u(~r) is a short-range im purity potential. W e as-

sum e itto be su�ciently weak in orderforthe Born ap-

proxim ation to bevalid.In thislim ittheim purity m odel

(7) is equivalent to the m odelofthe G aussian random

potential. W e expand the electron G reen function aver-

aged overthe realizationsofthe disorderpotentialpur-

turbatively in power ofthe Ham iltonian (7) using the

diagram m aticprocedure9.Itisa sum ofdiagram swhere

a chain ofelectron bare G reen functionsisseparated by

im purity \crosses".Two \crosses" are connected by the

averaged im purity line:nim pu
2 = 1=2���,wheren im p is

the density ofim purities,and � is the scattering m ean

free tim e. A \cross" does not change the electron spin

and the electron frequency since the electron scattering

o�im purity iselastic.Thereforetheim purity linecarries

zero frequency. Diagram swith crossingsoftwo orm ore

im puritylinesaresm allaspowersoftheratio1=�F � � 1.

The averaged G reen function isa two by two m atrix in

thespin spaceand itisa solution oftheDyson equation:

G
� 1
��
(�;~p)� (�� �)��� + h��(~p)= �

nim pu
2

V

X

~p0

G ��(�;~p
0):

(8)

It can be conveniently transform ed into the chiralba-

sis by the unitary m atrix U (~p) (2). The retarded and

the advanced averaged G reen functions are diagonalin

the chiralbasis:G
(R ;A )

�0�
(�;~p)= G

(R ;A )

�
(�;~p)��0�,and the

solution to the Dyson Eq.(8)reads9:

G
R
� (�;~p)=

1

�� ��(~p)+ �+ i=2�
��0�; (9)

where � is explicitely independent ofthe chirality. The

advancedG reen function isacom plexconjugateofthere-

tarded one:G A
� (�;~p)= fG R

� (�;~p)g
�.TheG reen function

in the spin basisisa non-diagonaltwo by two m atrix:

G
(R ;A )(�;~p)=

0

B
@

G
(R ;A )

""
(�;~p) G

(R ;A )

"#
(�;~p)

G
(R ;A )

#"
(�;~p) G

(R ;A )

##
(�;~p)

1

C
A ; (10)

where(om ittingforam om entthefrequencyand m om en-

tum notations):

G
(R ;A )

""
= G

(R ;A )

##
= (G

(R ;A )

+ + G
(R ;A )

� )=2;

G
(R ;A )

"#
= � ie

� i’ p (G
(R ;A )

+ � G
(R ;A )

� )=2;

G
(R ;A )

#"
= ie

i’ p (G
(R ;A )

+ � G
(R ;A )

� )=2; (11)

with the chiralG
(R ;A )

� being de�ned in Eq.(9).

In orderto calculate the current,induced in the elec-

tron system by an electric �eld, we use the K eldysh

technique10. O ur result given by the Eq.(14) is well

known but we derive it here for consistency. The aver-

aged K eldysh G reen function is a four by four m atrix

G(p;�)thatcan be conveniently factorized into a two by

two K eldysh m atrix whose elem entsare m atricesin the

spin spacethem selves:

�
G� � G� +
G+ � G+ +

�

=

�
1� N (�) � N (�)

1� N (�) � N (�)

�

G
R (p;�)+

+

�
N (�) N (�)

� 1+ N (�) � 1+ N (�)

�

G
A (p;�); (12)

where the electron distribution N (�) is proportionalto

the unitm atrix in the spin space.

W e choose the gauge for the uniform electric �eld
~E (t)= ~E (
)e� i
 t to be a tim e dependentvectorpoten-

tial ~A(t)= ~A(
)e� i
 t,where ~A(
)= � ic~E (
)=
. Us-

ing theK eldysh technique10 weaveragethe spin current

operator over the electron state perturbed by the elec-

trom agnetic Ham iltonian: Ĥ em = � 1

c

R
d2~r̂j�(~r)A �(t),

in the �rstorder ofthe perturbation theory. The spin-

Hallconductivity �sH is then found from the relation-

ship: ĥjz�(
)i= ����sH (
)E �(
),as:

�sH =
� 1

V 


X

~p

Z
d�

2�
Tr

h

ĵ
z
y(~p)G(�+ 
;~p)� z

ĵx(~p)G(�;~p)

i

� +

(13)

where �z is the four by four m atrix given by the direct

productofthePaulim atrix �z in theK eldysh spaceand

the unitm atrix in the spin space,the currentoperators

in Eq.(13)arethe directproductofm atrices(5,6)and

the unitary m atrix in the K eldysh space.Trin Eq.(13)

operatesonly in thespin spacewhereastheindicesof� +

elem entcorrespondsto the K eldysh space.Substituting

the G reen function Eq.(12),weobtain:

�sH (
)=
1

V 


X

~p

Z
d�

2�

D

Tr

h

ĵ
z
y(~p)

�

N (�+ 
)

�
�
G
R (�+ 
;~p)� G

A (�+ 
;~p)
�
ĵx(~p)G

A (�;~p)

+ G
R (�+ 
;~p)ĵx(~p)N (�)

�
G
R (�;~p)� G

A (�;~p)
��iE

;(14)

where the bracketsindicate averaging overthe disorder.

In thenon-crossingapproxim ationtheaveragein Eq.(14)

isgiven by the sum ofthe one-loop and the ladderdia-

gram sshown in Figs.1,2.
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FIG .1: The spin-Hallconductivity is given by a one-loop

diagram .

First, we calculate the one-loop diagram Fig.1 and

denote this part of the spin-Hallconductivity as �0sH .

It correspondsto the Eq.(14)with allG reen functions

being substituted by the averaged G reen functions (9).

The second line in Eq.(14)containsthe im aginary part

oftheG reen function G R (�+ 
;~p)and thecorresponding

integralisconvergent,therefore we change � to �� 
 in

thissecond line. AtT = 0 the Ferm i-Dirac distribution

function reads:N (�)= �(� �).W e takethe integralover

�and in the zero-frequency lim it
 ! 0 we�nd:

�
0
sH = �

1

V

X

~p

v(p)

2�p

h
1

2p�(p)
(S(�)� S(�))+

+
1

2�

��+ 1=4�2

(�2 + 1=4�2)(�2 + 1=4�2)

i

; (15)

where S(x) = arctan(x=2�),� = �(p)� p�(p)� � and

�= �(p)+ p�(p)� �.In thelargevolum elim itwesubsti-

tute 1

V

P

~p
!

R
d
2
~p

(2�)2
,and then evaluatetheintegralover

~p in (15) in the lim it oflarge Ferm icircle � � �;1=�.

This procedure,known as the sem iclassicalapproxim a-

tion,expresses the m om entum p in term s ofthe quasi-

particleenergy �:

Z
d2~p

(2�)2
�

p

2�v(p)

Z 1

� 1

(1+ R(p)�)d�

Z 2�

0

d’

2�
; (16)

where R(p) = p� 1v� 1(p)� m� 1(p)v� 2(p). The result

reads:

�
0
sH =

e

4�

�

1�
1

1+ (��)2

�

; (17)

with the�rstand thesecond term scorresponding to the

�rstand the second term sofEq.(15),respectively.

An im portantobservation isthatthe result(17)coin-

cidesexactly with the resultobtained from those term s

in Eq.(14)thatcontainsoneretarded and oneadvanced

G reen functions. These two term s are proportionalto

dN (�)=d� = � �(�) and allintegrals are explicitely con-

�ned to the vicinity ofthe Ferm icircle. Therefore the

spin-Hallconductivity unliketheusualHallconductivity

is determ ined by the quasi-particles around the Ferm i

circleand notby the entireFerm idisk.

Theladderdiagram sshown in Fig.2representthever-

tex correctionsto the current.Additionalim purity lines

im provetheconvergenceoftheintegralin Eq.(14).Asa

consequence,vertex correctionsto the term sin Eq.(14)

with the two advanced or with the two retarded G reen

α
β

G

G

’

y

z

x
’

A

R
j jα

β
.   .  .  .   .

α

β

p p p

1

1

1
’

FIG .2: The vertex correction to the spin-Hallconductivity

isgiven by a sum ofnon-crossing ladderdiagram s.

functions vanish asm ax(1=�;�)=� F � 1. Therefore we

consider only the vertex corrections to the term s with

one advanced and one retarded G reen’s functions as it

isshown in Fig.2. Forthese diagram sthe sem iclassical

approxim ation (16)isvalid.

Thesum ofladderdiagram swith n = 1;2;:::im purity

linesisgiven by the expression:

�
lad
sH = �

Z
d2~p

(2�)2
Tr

h

~JzyG
R (0;~p)jx(~p)G

A (0;~p)

i

; (18)

where the sum of n = 1::1 vertex corrections to the

currentĵzy(~p)(with atleastoneim purity line)isdenoted

by them atrix ~Jzy.In thespin basisand forshort-ranged

im purity potentials it does not depend on the electron

m om entum ~p and satis�esthe transferm atrix equation:

~Jzy =
1

2���

Z
d2~p

(2�)2
G
A (0;~p)

h

j
z
y(~p)+

~Jzy

i

G
R (0;~p);

(19)

wherethe G reen functionsG (R ;A ) aregiven by Eq.(10).

The \full" spin current operator with all vertex cor-

rections included: ĵzy(~p)+
~Jzy, is represented diagram -

m atically in Fig. 3. In the equations for the cur-

rent operators (5, 6) we expand the electron veloc-

ity v(p) = v(pF )+ �=(v(pF )m (pF )), where m � 1(p) =

dv(p)=dp, to the �rst order in the deviation from the

Ferm icircle: �=�,sm allin the sem iclassicalapproxim a-

tion.W e also expand the spin-orbitalsplitting:p�(p)=

�(pF )(pF + (1+ (pF =�F )d�=dpF )�=vF ), in the G reen

functions.W ethen evaluateEq.(19)in thesem iclassical

approxim ation (16)neglecting odd powersof�:

�

~Jzy

�

""
=

�
�
2+ (��)2

��

~Jzy

�

""
+ (��)2

�

~Jzy

�

##

�

B ;

�

~Jzy

�

##
=

�

(��)2

�

~Jzy

�

""
+
�
2+ (��)2

��

~Jzy

�

##

�

B ;

�

~Jzy

�

"#
=

�

� iv(pF )��+
�
2+ (��)2

��

~Jzy

�

"#

�

B ;

�

~Jzy

�

#"
=

�

iv(pF )�� +
�
2+ (��)2

��

~Jzy

�

#"

�

B ;(20)

where B = 1

2

�
1+ (��)2

�� 1
. From the �rst two lines

of Eqs.(20) we �nd: (~Jzy)"" = (~Jzy)##, whereas from

the last two lines we �nd: (~Jzy)#" = iv(pF )=(��) and

(~Jzy)"# = � iv(pF )=(��).The integrand ofEq.(18)does

notdepend on thediagonalelem entsofthem atrix ~Jzy and
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+ + + . . .

FIG .3: The vertex ofthe spin currentwith the vertex cor-

rectionstaken into account:jzy(~p)+
~Jz
y .

thereforewesetthem to zero: ~Jzy = �y v(pF )=��.Asit

wasexpected the vertex correctionsare proportionalto

thescattering rate.Integrating Eq.(18)in the sem iclas-

sicalapproxim ation (16)over�,we�nally �nd theladder

partofthe spin Hallconductivity (Fig.2):

�
lad
sH =

e

4�

�

� 1+
1

1+ (��)2

�

: (21)

Rem arkably allderivativesof�(p)and v(p)overp have

canceled out.

Thespin-Hallconductivity isthe sum ofEqs.(17,21)

and iszero:

�sH = �
0
sH + �

lad
sH = 0: (22)

Itexplicitely doesnotdepend on theim purity scattering

tim e�.But,weobserveadiscontinuitybetween thespin-

Hallconductivity in the clean system �sH = e=8��h and

thespin-Hallconductivity Eq.(22)in thepresenceofthe

in�nitely sm allam ountofnon-m agneticscatterers.Asit

wasshown in Ref.6,this discontinuity isrelated to the

dissipation in the system ,which gives rise to the dissi-

pativepartin thespin-Hallconductivity �DsH = � e=8��h,

which cancelsthe reactivepart�RsH = e=8��h.

In an analogous calculation, for the generalized

m odel(1),we�nd them agneto-electrice�ect-m agneti-

zation induced by the electric �eld:

hŜ
�
i= �

�� e��

2�vF
E �; (23)

where Ŝ� = 1=2
P

~p
ay�(~p) �̂

�

��
a�(~p)isthetotalspin op-

eratorand the totalm agnetization hŜyiisin agreem ent

with Ref.4,11,12. O ne should notice that the steady

in-planem agnetization (23)isa consequenceofthe zero

spin-Halle�ect(22).

Non-zero spin Hallconductivity would resultin a non-

steadyin-planem agnetization.Thisfollowsfrom theevo-

lution equation ofthetotalspin ofthesystem Ŝ� and the

com m utation relationship:

� i
d

dt
Ŝ
� = [Ĥ ;Ŝ

�]= i�(p)
p

v(p)
Ĵ
z
�; (24)

where�= x;y; Ĵz� isthetotalspin currentoperator,de-

�ned in (6).Rem arkably,Eq.(24)isvalid foran electron

system with anynon-m agneticdisorderand anyelectron-

electron interaction. M oreover,valid is a m ore general

equation forthe localspin density evolution:

@

@t
ŝ
�(~r)+

1

2

@

@x�
ĵ
�
� + �m

�

�
�yl̂

j
l
x � �

�xk
ĵ
k
y

�

= 0; (25)

where�= x;y;z;in derivation ofEq.(25)weconsidered

the standard m odelofparabolic spectrum . Ifthe last

term werezerothen theaboveEq.(25)would bethespin

conservation equation.Butin the Rashba m etalneither

com ponentofthe spin isconserved.

To conclude,we have extended the resultofInoue et

al. Ref.3 �sH = 0 forthe case ofthe arbitrary electron

dispersion,arbitrary strength ofdisorder and arbitrary

m om entum dependenceoftheRashbavelocity�(p).O ur

resultagreeswith Ref.4,5,6.
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