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O n the N ature ofSpin C urrents

B. A. Bernevig
Departm ent of Physics, Stanford University, Stanford, California 94305

Fullexpressions for �nite frequency spin,charge conductivity and spin susceptibility in Rashba

and Luttinger-type system s are given. W hereas in the Rashba Ham iltonian the spin conductivity

has the sam e frequency dependence as the dielectric polarizability [1]and m agnetic susceptibility

[2,3],the Luttinger case is di�erent. M oreover,for a generalized Rashba-type coupling the three

quantitiesalso exhibitdi�erentfrequency dependencies.

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

In thisshortnoteweprovidethefullfrequency depen-

dence ofspin conductivity,dielectric function,and m ag-

netic susceptibility in Rashba and Luttinger-type sys-

tem s. In general,for the Luttinger case or for a gen-

eralized Rashba-type spin-orbit coupling,the frequency

dependencies are di� erent,but for the two dim ensional

Rashba Ham iltonian they becom e the sam e,as noticed

before [1,2,3].However,thisseem sto be the exception

ratherthan the rule.

Recent theoretical work predicts the existence of

spin currentsin sem iconductorswith spin-orbitcoupling

placed underthein
 uenceofan electric� eld [4,5].In one

ofthe proposals[4],spin currentis induced in p-doped

cubicbulksem iconductorswith Luttinger-typespin-orbit

coupling ofthe spin-3=2 valence band when an electric

� eld is applied to the m aterial. In the other proposal

[5]spin currentis induced in an n-doped 2-dim ensional

sem iconductorlayerupon the application ofan in-plane

electric � eld. In both cases,the electric � eld,the spin

polarization and the spin direction of
 ow are m utually

perpendicular. The spin currents are ’dissiplationless’

in the sensethatthey do notdepend on the m om entum

scatteringrate,asnorm alchargecurrentdoes.Thepres-

ence ofa chargecurrentdue to the applied electric � eld

doeshowevercausedissipation.

Apart from the experim ental proof of their exis-

tence (the idea ofan experim entalspin-voltm eterisyet

unim aginable,but experim entaldetection ofspin accu-

m ulation dueto spin currentattheboundariesofa sam -

ple has recently been reported [6]),m any other funda-

m entalquestionson the nature ofspin currentsrem ain.

In a recent paper [1], Rashba focuses on the essential

physicalquestion ofwhetherspin currentisastand-alone

phenom ena or is it described m acroscopically through

thespin-orbitcontribution to thedielectricfunction.He

� ndsthatforthecaseoftheRashbaHam iltonian thefre-

quencydependenceofthespin conductanceand dielectric

function is the sam e,strongly pointing to the fact that

the two are indeed the sam e e� ect. Also,Erlingsson et

aland Dim itrova relate the spin currentin the Rashba

m odeltothem agneticsusceptibility,linkingittotheuni-

form spin polarization thatalso developsin thepresence

ofan applied electric� eld.Asweshow below,thisisnot

the casein the LuttingerHam iltonian,norisitthe case

fora generalized Rashba-typecoupling.

Let us start with a generalized conduction band

Rashba-typespin-orbitHam iltonian:

H R = "(k)+ �i(k)�i; "(k)=
k2

2m e

; i= 1;2;3 (1)

where m e is the e� ective m ass in the conduction band,

�i arethePaulim atricesand �i(k)aregenericfunctions

ofthe m om entum k which respectthe sym m etry ofthe

underlying crystal(the Rashba Ham iltonian isgiven by

the particular case ofa 2 dim ensionalk space and by

�x = �ky; �y = � �kx; �3 = 0 but in generalwe can

haveallthree�i non-zerosuch asin thebulk Dresselhaus

splitting.) The energy eigenvaluesareE � = "(k)� �(k)

where�(k)=
p
�i�i.TheG reen’sfunction reads:

G (k;i!)=
1

i! + � � H R

=
i! + � � "(k)+ �i(k)�i

(i! + � � "(k))2 � �2(k)

(2)

and the charge currentoperatorisJi =
@H R

@ki
where i=

1;2;3. The spin-orbitinduced partofthe polarisability

tensor�ij isrelated to thechargeconductivity tensor�ij
and to the responsefunction Q ij in the following way:

�ij(!)=
4�i�ij(!)

!

�ij(!)=
e2

2~

Q ij(!)

� i!

Q ij(i�m )= �
1

V

Z �

0

hTJi(u)Jjie
i�m u

du =

=
1

V �

X

k;n

tr(JiG (k;i(!n + �m ))JjG (k;i!n))=

= �
2

V

X

k

nF (E + )� nF (E � )

�[(i�m )
2 � (2�)2]

�

� [�m �abc�b
@�a

@ki

@�c

@kj
+ 2�2(

@�

@ki

@�

@kj
�
@�a

@ki

@�a

@kj
)] (3)
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where�m = 2�=�,nF representstheFerm ifunction,�abc
is the totally antisym m etric tensor and we sum on any

repeated index.Asan essentialobservation,the current

response function ofEq.[3]does not depend on the ki-

netic energy "(k) (except through the Ferm ifunctions)

and isentirely given by thespin-orbitcoupling term s�i.

Let us now com pute the spin-current charge-current

correlation function Q l
ij which givesthe response ofthe

spin currentJli to an applied electric � eld Ej. The spin

current operator for spin 
 owing in the i direction po-

larized in the ldirection is Jli = 1

2
f@H
@ki

;�lg. The spin

currentin thissystem isnot a conserved quantity. The

spin conductivity �lij and thespin current-chargecurrent

correlation function read Q l
ij read:

�
l
ij = e

Q l
ij(!)

� i!

Q
l
ij(i�m )= �

1

V

Z �

0

hTJ
l
i(u)Jjie

i�m u
du =

=
1

V �

X

k;n

tr(JliG (k;i(!n + �m ))JjG (k;i!n))=

= �
2

V

X

k

nF (E + )� nF (E � )

�((i�m )
2 � (2�)2)

�

� f�m
@"

@ki
�lns�n

@�s

@kj
+ 2�

@"

@ki
(�l

@�

@kj
� �

@�l

@kj
)g (4)

In a m arked di� erence from the dielectric function in

Eq.[3],the spin conductivity above depends on the ki-

neticenergy "(k)through theterm @"

@ki
.Thestructureof

the the two term sin Eq.[3]and Eq.[4]isfundam entally

di� erentforgeneric�i(k).

For the Rashba Ham iltonian the sum m ation trans-

form sin an integraloverthe 2-dim ensionalk-space and

�x = �ky; �y = � �kx; �z = 0; � = �k and hence the

� rst (reactive) term (which contains the fully antisym -

m etric �abc sym bol)in Eq.[3]vanishesand we get:

�ij = �
8�e2

~!2

Z
d2k

(2�)2

n(E + )� n(E � )

!2 � (2�)2
�(

@�

@ki

@�

@kj
�
@�a

@ki

@�a

@kj
)=

= �ij
2e2�3

~!2

Z k�

k+

k2dk

(2�k)2 � !2

(5)

wherek� aretheFerm im om enta oftheE � bands.The

aboveexpression isin agreem entwith [1].Thespin con-

ductancein Eq.[4]seesthe lastterm vanish and gives:

�
l
ij(!)=

Q l
ij(!)

� i!
=

= �
2e

V

X

k

n(E + )� n(E � )

�(!2 � (2�)2)
�
@"

@ki
�lnm �n

@�m

@kj
(6)

Theonly nonzero valueisforl= 3 (spin polarized outof

planewith in-plane electric� eld):

�
3

12
=

e�

2�m

Z k�

k+

k2dk

(2�k)2 � !2
(7)

Asnoticed before[1],thespin-orbitpartofthedielectric

function and the spin conductivity in Eq.[5]and Eq.[7]

have the sam e frequency dependence. However,this is

dueto �i being linearin them om entum com ponentskj.

Thisisthecasein pureRashbaandDresselhausssystem s,

aswellasforagenericlinearcom bination ofthetwo.For

� linear in k,both factors @"

@ki
�lns�n

@�s
@kj

from the spin

conductancein Eq[4]and �2(@�
@ki

@�

@kj
�

@�a
@ki

@�a
@kj

)from the

polarizability in Eq[3]are quadratic in k since @�i=@kj
is a constant and ", as kinetic energy, is quadratic in

k. A generic � would give di� erent,spectrum -speci� c

dependence.

The m agnetic susceptibility in the Rashba m odelex-

hibitssim ilarbehavior.Forgenericspin-orbitcoupling �

wehave:

�ij(i�m )= �
1

V

Z �

0

hT�i(u)�jie
i�m u

du =

=
1

V �

X

k;n

tr(�iG (k;i(!n + �m ))�jG (k;i!n))=

= �
2

V

X

k

nF (E + )� nF (E � )

�[(i�m )
2 � (2�)2]

[�m �ijk�k+ 2(�
2
�ij� �i�j)]

(8)

and we see that this di� ers in tensor structure from

both the spin conductance and the polarizability,both

ofwhich contain derivatives ofthe spin-orbit coupling.

However,forthe Rashba Ham iltonian we obtain:

�ij(!)= �
�

�

Z k�

k+

k2dk

(2�k)2 � !2
(9)

which hasthe sam eintegraldependence asboth the po-

larizability and the spin-conductance. Thisisagain be-

cause � is linear in k. However,a relation between the

spin current and the m agnetic susceptibility, (but not

them being identical,asin the Rashba case),should ex-

ist in the generic case on generalgrounds. In spin 1=2

system sspin orbitcoupling can alwaysbe thoughtofas
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a � ctitiousk-dependent,internalm agnetic� eld (thespin

orbitcoupling term isalways� rstorderin thespin oper-

ator�i(k)�i sinceforspin 1=2 productsofspin operators

can be always expressed as linear com bination ofthe 3

Paulim atrices).Thepresenceofan electric� eld givesan

non-zeroexpectation valueforthem om entum < k > and

hence forthe � ctitiousinternalm agnetic� eld < �(k)> .

This creates a uniform m agnetization proportionaland

the coe� cient of proportionality is �. However,since

spin isnotconserved in spin 1=2 system s,itwillprecess

around the internalm agnetic � eld �(k). This givesrise

to an extra-term in thecontinuity equationswhich turns

outto be proportionalto the spin current,asin [2].For

theRashba case,thetwo e� ectsarerelated,asshown in

[2]and thisrelatesthespin conductanceto thesuscepti-

bility,asalso shown above.

W e now turn our attention to the Luttinger Ham il-

tonian for spin S = 3=2 holes in the valence band of

centrosym m etriccubic sem iconductors:

H L =
1

2m
(
1 +

5

2

2)k

2
�

2

m
(k � S)2 (10)

It can be cast in a form sim ilar to the Rashba case by

the transform ation [7]:

�1 =
2
p
3
fSy;Szg; �2 =

2
p
3
fSz;Sxg; �3 =

2
p
3
fSy;Sxg

�4 =
1
p
3
(S2x � S

2

y); �5 = S
2

z �
5

4
I4� 4; (11)

which satisfy the SO (5)Cli� ord algebra �a�b + �b�a =

2�abI4� 4.The Ham iltonian becom es:

H L = "(k)+ da�
a
; "(k)=


1

2m
k
2
; a = 1;:::;5 (12)

where

d1 = �
p
3

2

m
kzky;d2 = �

p
3

2

m
kxkz;d3 = �

p
3

2

m
kxky;

d4 = �

p
3

2


2

m
(k2x � k

2

y);d5 = �
1

2


2

m
(2k2z � k

2

x � k
2

y)

(13)

where
1;
2 arem aterialdependentparam eters,and m is

theelectron m ass.Sinceitisatim e-invariantparity even

ferm ionic ham iltonian,the band structure is com posed

oftwo doubly degenerate bands called light and heavy

holebandscorrespondingtohelicity � 1=2and � 3=2with

energies E � = "(k)� d(k), d2 = dada. The G reen’s

function reads:

G (k;i!)=
1

i! + � � H L

=
i! + � � "(k)+ da(k)�a

(i! + � � "(k))2 � d2(k)

(14)

Introducing asbefore the currentoperatorJi =
@H L

@ki
we

havethe following expression forthe spin-orbitcoupling

partofthe dielectric function:

�ij(!)=
4�i�ij(!)

!

�ij(!)=
e2

2~

Q ij(!)

� i!

Q ij(i�m )= �
1

V

Z �

0

< TJi(u)Jj > e
i�m u

du =

= �
8

V

X

k

nF (E + )� nF (E � )

(i�m )
2 � (2d)2

d(
@d

@ki

@d

@kj
�
@da

@ki

@da

@kj
)]

(15)

Using theidentity @da
@ki

@da
@kj

= (

2
m
)2(kikj+ 3k2�ij),aswell

asdoing the integralsoverthe anglesweget

�ij(!)= �ij
16e2
3

2

�~m 3!2

Z k�

k+

k6dk

(2

2
m
k2)2 � !2

(16)

The spin conductivity isobtained asthe responseofthe

spin current to an applied electric � eld. A straight-

forward buttediouscalculation gives:

�
l
ij(!)= e

Q l
ij(!)

� i!

Q
l
ij(i�m )= �

4�m

V

X

k

nF (E + )� nF (E � )

d(i�m )
2 � (2d)2

�

� �
l
ab

�

2db
@da

@kj

@"

@ki
+ �abcdede

@dc

@ki

@dd

@kj

�

(17)

where Q l
ij(i�m ) = � 1

V

R�

0
hTJli(u)Jjie

i�m udu and where

�l
ab
,l= 1;2;3,a;b= 1;:::;5 isa tensorantisym m etricin

a;b relating the spin-3=2 m atrix Sl to the SO (5)gener-

ators�ab = 1

2i
[�a;�b],Sl= �lab�

ab.The explicitform of

�l
ab
is[7]:

�
1

15
=

p
3

4
; �

1

23
= �

1

4
; �

1

14
=
1

4
; �

2

25
= �

p
3

4
;

�
2

13
=
1

4
; �

2

24
=
1

4
; �

3

34
= �

1

2
; �

3

12
= �

1

4
(18)
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From Eq.[15]and Eq.[20]wecan seethatthespin current

and dielectric function again have very di� erent struc-

ture. This isre
 ected when we introduce the explicitk

dependence:

�
k
ij(!)= �ijk

e
2

�2m 2
(
1 +

2
2

3
)

Z k�

k+

k4dk

(2

2
m
k2)2 � !2

(19)

From Eq.[16]and Eq.[19]we see that they have di� er-

entspectra.Theresultforspin conductivity in thisnote

di� ersfrom the resultin [7]becausewe usethe fullspin

operatorwhile [7]use a conserved spin operator,which

com m uteswith theHam iltonian.Di� erentfrom thecase

ofthe Rashba Ham iltonian,here we can de� ne a con-

served spin currentby projecting the spin-3=2 operator

into the lightand heavy-hole bands[7]. The expression

forspin conductivity in thiscasetakesan extrem ely nice,

topologicalform and can be obtained in ourcaseby ne-

glecting the� rstterm in thesquarebracketofEq.[20]or

by neglecting the
1 term in Eq.[19].Theconserved spin

existsin the LuttingerHam iltonian due to the presence

ofdegeneratesub-bands,and itisrigourousonlyin inver-

sion sym m etricsem iconductorswherethebandsaredou-

blydegenerate.Di� erentfrom thespin 1=2case(Rashba,

Dresselhauss,etc.) where the spin isnotconserved and

precessesaround a � ctitiousinternalm agnetic� eld given

by the spin-orbit coupling,the conserved spin willnot

precessand willsatisfy a continuity equation. W hile in

generalspin is de� ned as the physicalquantity which

couples to a m agnetic � eld,in this case the spin-3=2 in

the valence band ofcubic sem iconductors is actually a

com bination ofboth angular spin-1 and Paulispin 1=2

degreesoffreedom .Hence itisnotim m ediately obvious

whether the spin or the conserved spin is the m eaning-

fulphysicalquantity which would couple to an external

� eld.Depending on whetherthe gap between the heavy

and lighthole states atthe Ferm ienergy is largerthan

therm aland disorderenergiesornotitm ightbethecase

thateithertheconserved orthenon-conserved spin isthe

physically m easurablequantity.

W e now turn to the calculation ofm agnetic suscepti-

bility in the Luttinger m odel. W e startwith the usual,

non-conserved spin and � nd:

�ij(i�m )= �
1

V

Z �

0

< TSi(u)Sj > e
i�m u

du =

=
4

V
�ij

X

k

nF (E + )� nF (E � )

d(i�m )
2 � (2d)2

�
i
ab�

j

bc
dadc

=
4

V

X

k

nF (E + )� nF (E � )

(i�m )
2 � (2d)2

d =

= � �ij
2

�2


2

m

Z k�

k+

k4dk

(2

2
m
k2)2 � !2

(20)

where ! = i�m . W e see thatthis ishasthe sam e func-

tionalform (frequency dependence)asthe spin conduc-

tance,thoughtnotthe sam e tensorstructure. Since we

have com puted the m agnetic susceptibility ofthe usual,

non-conserved spin,thisisexpected,by argum entssim -

ilar to the spin 1=2 case, since the non-conserve spin

also precesses.However,when wecom putethespin con-

ductance ofthe conserved spin Sconsi = PH H SiPH H +

PL H SiPL H where PH H and PL H are the projection op-

eratorsin the heavy and lightholes,weobtain:

�ij(i�m )= �
1

V

Z �

0

< TS
cons
i (u)Sconsj > e

i�m u
du = 0

(21)

The m agnetic susceptibility vanishes whereas the spin

conductanceis� nite.

W e now attem pt to m ake som e general statem ents

aboutspin currentsin spin-orbitcoupling system s.First

considerspin-1/2 coupling system sgiven by the generic

Ham iltonian in Eq.[1]. Since they have no degenerate

states,in thesesystem sthereisno conserved spin.Ifthe

spin-orbitcoupling is linear in k (� � k) then the spin

conductivity is ’universal’in the sense that it does not

depend on thespin-orbitcoupling strength.Thisisvalid

forboth 2 and 3 dim ensions,aslong astheFerm ienergy

ispositive.Theuniversalspin conductanceisan artifact

ofthespin-orbitcoupling being linearin them om entum .

Forspin 3/2 system swith tim e-reversaland parity in-

variance one can de� ne a conserved spin current with

� nite response to an electric � eld by projecting the spin

onto the degenerate states. The nice topologicalform

obtained in [7]is entirely due to the fact that the sys-

tem isspin-3=2.Spin 3=2 system sdo nothaveuniversal

conductanceasthetheHam iltonian isquadraticand not

linearin k.

The spin current conductivities com puted here are

valid forthe disorder-freecase.The introduction ofdis-

orderin theRashbacasegivestherem arkableresultthat

the vertex correction com pletely cancels the disorder-

free spin current[8]. This does nothappen in the Lut-

tinger case due to the inversion sym m etry ofthe Lut-

tingerHam iltonian.M oreovertediouscalculationsreveal

that vertex correction does notcancelthe spin conduc-

tivity in a variety ofother Ham iltonians,including k3

Dresselhaussand Rashba plusk-linearDresselhaussspin

splitting. In thissense,itseem sthatthe cancelation in

theRashbacaseisaccidentaland notdueto a sym m etry

(W ard identity)ofthe system .

In the present short note we have com puted the di-

electric function, the spin conductivity and the m ag-

netic susceptibility forboth Rashba and Luttingertype

Ham iltoniansin awaywhich m akestheirgaugestructure

clear,and showed that,in general,they have di� erent

frequency dependencies.W e also discussed som egeneric

issuesaboutspin-orbitcoupling system s.
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