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On the N ature of Spin C urrents

B. A . Bemevig
D epartm ent of P hysics, Stanford University, Stanford, Califormia 94305

Full expressions for nite frequency spin, charge conductivity and spin susceptibility in R ashba
and Luttinger-type system s are given. W hereas in the Rashba Ham JJi:onJan the spin conductivity
has the sam e frequency dependence as the dielectric polarizability [J:] and m agnetic susceptibility
(Z d], the Luttinger case is di erent. M oreover, for a generalized R ashba-type coupling the three
quantities also exhibit di erent frequency dependencies.

PACS numbers: 7225, 72.10d, 72.15. Gd

In this short note we provide the f1ll frequency depen—
dence of spin conductivity, dielectric function, and m ag—
netic susoeptbility n Rashba and Luttingertype sys—
tem s. In general, for the Luttinger case or or a gen—
eralized R ashba-type spin-orbi coupling, the frequency
dependencies are di erent, but for the two din ensional
Rashba Ham iltonian they becom e the sam e, as noticed
before 'E:, :g, :_3]. H ow ever, this seem s to be the exception
rather than the rule.

Recent theoretical work predicts the existence of
spin currents in sem iconductors w ith spin-orbit coupling
placed underthe in uence ofan electric e]dn'_:[4:_,:5]. In one
of the proposals [_4], soin current is lnduced in p-doped
cubicbulk sem iconductorsw ith Luttingertype soin-oroit
coupling of the spin3=2 valence band when an electric

eld is applied to the m aterial. In the other proposal
E_i] sodn current is induced In an n-doped 2-dim ensional
sem iconductor layer upon the application of an in-plane
electric eld. In both cases, the electric eld, the spin
polarization and the spin direction of ow are mutually
perpendicular. The soin currents are ’‘dissiplationless’
In the sense that they do not depend on the m om entum
scattering rate, asnom alcharge current does. T he pres—
ence of a charge current due to the applied electric eld
does how ever cause dissipation.

Apart from the experimnental proof of their exis-
tence (the idea of an experin ental spin-volm eter is yet
unin agihable, but experim ental detection of spin accu—
m ulation due to soin current at the boundaries ofa sam —
ple has recently been reported f_é]), m any other funda—
m ental questions on the nature of spin currents rem ain.
In a recent paper 'E:], Rashba focuses on the essential
physicalquestion ofw hether spin current isa stand-alone
phenom ena or is it describbed m acroscopically through
the spn-orbi contribution to the dielectric function. He

nds that for the case ofthe R ashba H am iltonian the fre—
quency dependence ofthe spin conductance and dielectric
function is the sam e, strongly pointing to the fact that
the two are Indeed the same e ect. A Iso, E rlingsson et
al and D in itrova relate the spin current in the Rashba
m odelto them agnetic susoceptbility, linking it to the uni-
form soin polarization that also develops in the presence
ofan applied electric eld. Aswe show below, this isnot

the case in the Luttinger H am ilttonian, nor is it the case
for a generalized R ashba-type coupling.

Let us start wih a generalized conduction band
R ashba-type soin-orbit H am iltonian:
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where m . is the e ective m ass In the conduction band,
; arethePaulim atricesand ; (k) are generic fiinctions
of the m om entum k which respect the sym m etry of the
underlying crystal (the Rashba Ham iltonian is given by
the particular case of a 2 din ensional k space and by
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and the charge current operator is J; = €z where i=

ek;
1;2;3. The spin-orbit induced part of the polarisability

tensor ;5 is related to the charge conductivity tensor i
and to the response function Q j5 in the ollow ng way:
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where , = 2 = ,nf representsthe Fem ifinction, apc
is the totally antisym m etric tensor and we sum on any
repeated index. A s an essential observation, the current
response flinction oqu.B] does not depend on the ki-
netic energy " (k) (exospt through the Fem i functions)
and is entirely given by the soin-orbit coupling tem s ;.

Let us now com pute the spin-current charge-current
correlation function Q ij w hich gives the response of the
spin current J} to an applied ekctric  eld E;. The spin
current operator for spin  ow ing in the i direction po—
larized in the 1 direction is Ji = %fg—il; lg. The spin
current In this system isnot a conserved quantity. The
spin conductiviy }:j and the spn current-charge current

correlation function read Q j; read:
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In a marked di erence from the dielectric function in
Eq.g], the spin conductivity above depends on the ki-
netic energy " (k) through the tem @@; . The structure of
the the two tem s in Eq.i_ﬁ%] and Eq.g] is fundam entally
di erent for generic ; k).

For the Rashba Ham iltonian the summ ation trans—
form s In an Integral over the 2-dim ensional k-space and

x= Ky; ¢= ky; 2= 0; = k and hence the

rst (reactive) term @Which contains the fully antisym —
metric 4. symbol) n Eq.-[q‘] vanishes and we get:
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where k are the Ferm im om enta ofthe E  bands. The
above expression is In agreem ent w ith E}']. T he spin con—

ductance In Eq.i_él] sees the last term vanish and gives:
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The only nonzero value is for 1= 3 (spin polarized out of
plane w ith in-plane electric eld):
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A snoticed before 'E:], the spin-orbit part ofthe dielectric
function and the soin conductivity In Eq.E] and Eq.ﬁ]
have the sam e frequency dependence. However, this is
due to ; being Iinear in the m om entum com ponents k5.
T hisisthe case n pureR ashba and D ressehauss system s,
aswellas for a generic linear com bination ofthe two. For

linear in k, both factors @@T ms ngTj from the soin

conductance in Eqland * (g o o) fom the
polarizability in EqB] are quadratic in k since @ ;=Qk;
is a constant and ", as kinetic energy, is quadratic in
k. A generic would give di erent, soectrum -speci c
dependence.

T he m agnetic susceptibility In the Rashba m odel ex—
hiits sin ilarbehavior. For generic spin-orb it coupling
we have:
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and we see that this di ers in tensor structure from
both the spin conductance and the polarizability, both
of which contain derivatives of the soin-orbi coupling.
H owever, for the Rashba H am iltonian we obtain:
Z
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w hich has the sam e integral dependence as both the po—
larizability and the spin-conductance. This is again be-
cause is lIlnear in k. However, a relation between the
soin current and the m agnetic susceptibility, (ut not
them being identical, as In the Rashba case), should ex—
ist In the generic case on general grounds. In spin 1=2
system s spin orbi coupling can always be thought of as



a ctitious k-dependent, ntemalm agnetic eld (the spin Introducing as before the current operator J; = @@Hki we
orbi coupling tem isalways st order in the spin oper- have the ollow ing expression for the spin-orbit coupling
ator ; (k) ; since for soin 1=2 products of spin operators part of the dielectric fiinction:

can be always expressed as linear com bination of the 3

Paulim atrices). The presence ofan electric eld givesan

non-zero expectation value forthem om entum < k > and 4 1i45()

hence forthe ctitious intemalm agnetic ed < (k) > . i (t)= %

T his creates a uniform m agnetization proportional and

the coe cient of proportionality is . However, since 5 \

$pin is not conserved in spin 1=2 system s, it w ill precess 5 () = j_Qij.(l.)
~ il

around the intemalm agnetic eld (k). This gives rise
to an extra-term in the continuity equationswhich tums

out to be proportional to the spin current, as in ﬁg:]. For 1 Z .
the Rashba case, the two e ects are related, as shown In Qisin)= v < TJiu)d;> e ""du=
E:] and this relates the spin conductance to the susospti- % e 0 e
bility, as also shown above. - E n _cEJr ) n E )d @dE @da%)
W e now tum our attention to the Luttinger Ham il Vo in)? @32 @ki @ky  Qky @k
tonian for spin S = 3=2 holes In the valence band of (15)

centrosym m etric cubic sem iconductors:
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5 T he soin conductivity is obtained as the response of the
Sj); >=5? 7114 4; (1) spin current to an applied elkectric eld. A straight—
forward but tedious calculation gives:
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which satisfy the SO (5) Ci ord algebra ® P+ P 2=
2 aply 4. The Ham iltonian becom es:
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. . 1.,1= 1;2;3,a;b= 1; 355 is a tensor antisym m etric in
where 1; , arem aterialdependent param eters,andm is a;b relating the spin-3=2 m atrix S* to the SO (5) gener—
the electron m ass. Since it is a tim e-nvariant parity even ators P = ZL [3; P],sl= alb ab_ The explicit form of
ferm jonic ham iltonian, the band structure is com posed L HI: *
of two doubly degenerate bands called light and heavy =
holkbands corresponding to helicity 1=2and 3=2wih

energies E = ") dk), & = dydy. The Green’s p— jo
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From Eq.[_l-ﬁ]and Eq.i_2-9']wecan see that the spin current
and diekctric function again have very di erent struc—
ture. This is re ected when we introduce the explicit k
dependence:
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From Eq.t_l-é] and Eq.t_l-g'] we see that they have di er-
ent spectra. The result for soin conductivity in this note
di ers from the resul in :_[:7] because we use the full spin
operator while tj] use a conserved spin operator, which
comm utesw ith the Ham iltonian.D i erent from the case
of the Rashba Ham iltonian, here we can de ne a con-—
served spin current by pro fcting the spin-3=2 operator
Into the light and heavy-hole bands ij]. T he expression
for spin conductivity in this case takes an extrem ely nice,
topological form and can be obtained in our case by ne—
glecting the rst tem In the square bracket ofE q:_é_b] or
by neglecting the ; term in Eq.t_l-gl]. T he conserved spin
exists in the Luttinger H am ittonian due to the presence
ofdegenerate sub-bands, and i is rigourousonly in inver-
sion sym m etric sem iconductors w here the bands are dou—
bly degenerate. D 1 erent from the spin 1=2 case Rashba,
D resselhauss, etc.) where the spin is not conserved and
precessesaround a  ctitious internalm agnetic eld given
by the spin-orbi coupling, the conserved spin will not
precess and w ill satisfy a continuity equation. W hilke in
general spin is de ned as the physical quantity which
couples to a magnetic eld, in this case the spin3=2 in
the valence band of cubic sem iconductors is actually a
com bination of both angular spin-1 and Pauli spin 1=2
degrees of freedom . Hence it is not Inm ediately cbvious
w hether the spin or the conserved spin is the m eaning—
ful physical quantity which would couple to an extermal

eld. D egpending on w hether the gap between the heavy
and light hole states at the Fem ienergy is larger than
them aland disorder energies or not  m ight be the case
that either the conserved or the non-conserved spin isthe
physically m easurable quantity.

W e now tum to the calculation of m agnetic suscepti-
bility in the Luttinger m odel. W e start w ith the usual,
non-conserved soin and nd:

Z
i5ldm)= \% i < TS;@)S;> e " "du=
4 X 0 @) 0" E ),
TV Y TdE. 7 e b e
_ 4% n"E.) nTE )
Vo, An)? @2
2 L0 k*dk
= 8T . W (20)
where ! = i, . W e see that this is has the sam e func-
tional form (frequency dependence) as the spin conduc—

tance, thought not the sam e tensor structure. Since we

have com puted the m agnetic susceptibility of the usual,
non-conserved spin, this is expected, by argum ents sin —
ilar to the spin 1=2 case, since the non-conserve spin
also precesses. H ow ever, when we com pute the spin con-—
ductance of the conserved spin S{°"® = Pyy SiPuyn +
Pry SiPry wherePyy and Ppy are the profction op—
erators In the heavy and light holes, we ocbtain:
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T he m agnetic susceptibility vanishes whereas the soin
conductance is nite.

W e now attempt to make some general statem ents
about soin currents In spin-orbit coupling system s. F irst
consider spin-1/2 coupling system s given by the generic
Ham iltonian in Eq.'g:]. Since they have no degenerate
states, in these system s there isno conserved spin. Ifthe
soin-orbit coupling is linear n k ( k) then the spin
conductivity is universal’ n the sense that it does not
depend on the spin-orbit coupling strength. T his is valid
forboth 2 and 3 dim ensions, as long as the Ferm ienergy
ispositive. T he universal soin conductance is an artifact
ofthe spin-orbit coupling being linear in them om entum .

For spin 3/2 system s w ith tin ereversal and parity in—
variance one can de ne a conserved spin current with

nie response to an ekctric eld by profcting the soin
onto the degenerate states. The nice topological form
obtained in fj] is entirely due to the fact that the sys-
tem is spin—3=2. Spin 3=2 system s do not have universal
conductance as the the H am iltonian is quadratic and not
linear in k.

The spin current conductivities com puted here are
valid for the disorder-free case. T he introduction of dis-
order in the R ashba case gives the rem arkable resul that
the vertex correction com pletely cancels the disorder—
free spin current E]. T his does not happen In the Lut—
tinger case due to the inversion symm etry of the Lut-
tinger H am iltonian. M oreover tedious calculations reveal
that vertex correction does not cancel the spin conduc—
tivity in a variety of other Ham iltonians, incliding k3
D resselhauss and R ashba plus k-linear D ressehauss soin
splitting. In this sense, it seam s that the cancelation In
the R ashba case is accidentaland not due to a sym m etry
W ard identity) of the system .

In the present short note we have com puted the di-
electric function, the soin conductiviy and the m ag—
netic susceptibility for both R ashba and Luttinger type
Ham iltonians in a way w hich m akes their gauge structure
clear, and showed that, In general, they have di erent
frequency dependencies. W e also discussed som e generic
issues about spin-orbit coupling system s.
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