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Theory of Edge States in Systems with Rashba Spin-Orbit Coupling
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We study the edge states in a two dimensional electron gdsanitansverse magnetic field and Rashba
spin-orhit coupling. In the bulk, the interplay between éx¢ernal field perpendicular to the gas plane and the
spin-orbit coupling leads to two branches of states thahiwthe same energy window, have different cyclotron
radii. For the edge states, surface reflection generatagsthtes with the two cyclotron radii. We analyze the
spectrum and spin structure of these states and preseni@dasaical picture of them.

PACS numbers: 71.70.Di,71.70.Ej,73.20-r

I. INTRODUCTION coupling parameter, are the Pauli matrices argds the gy-
romagnetic factor. The last termn (x) is the lateral confin-

Since the seminal spin-transistor proposal by Datta andnd potential. For simplicity, from hereon we consider achar
Dast it has been recognized that the spin-orbit interactioﬁ/‘/_a” p.otentlal that confines the eIectr_or!s.m the transverse
may be a useful tool to manipulate and control the spin degre@irection:v )= 0for0  x L and infinite otherwise.
of freedom of the charge carriers. This opens novel opportu-
nities for the developing field of spintroniéshe challenging
task of building spin devices based purely on semicondgctin
technology requires to inject, control and detect spin fimda
currents without using strong magnetic fields. For this pur- In the geometry where electrons are confined in fie
pose, the spin-orbit coupling may be a useful intrinsicatffe direction, it is convenient to use the Landau gauge=
that links currents, spins and external fields. During tis¢ la (0;xB ;0) and write the wavefunction in the form:
years a number of theoretical and experimental papers were jk
devoted to study the effect of spin-orbit coupling on theele ®iy)=eY" x); 2)
terl(;r::'t? oing a;?&%gé@g%kﬁﬁﬁggﬁi(S)fi Stvgﬂ d?;?;:gsblgna\llvith the function” (x) expanded in the basis set of the infinite
the fact that, in some of the semiconducting heterostrastur potential well

II. THE QUANTUM SOLUTION

used to confine the electron or hole gas, the spin orbit ictera T —x

L . . . . 2 . n an

tion is large. Moreover it may be varied by-ghanging carrier ' x)=  — sh —x : (3)
densities or gating with external electric fielde? L. L D

In many transport experiments in 2DEG with a transverse L ) )
magnetic field, including quantum Hall effé¢and transverse The Schrodingerequation = E  leads to the following
magnetic focusin@}-_lﬁ_lgedge states play a central role. To €duations for the spinors
our knowledge, a detailed analysis of the effect of the spin- ) 5
orbit coupling on the edge states has not been done yet. In =~ 1 + 2 5B E ar
this paper we present a theory for edge states in 2DEG with 2m L 2
transverse magnetic fields and a Rashba term describing the x
spin orbit interactiors [Fm Gm) Fm +Gm) ~ Ml

First we focus on the quantum mechanical solution. By n
numerical diagonalization of the Hamiltonian in a truncate 4)
Hilbert space we calculate the energy spectrum and the wave-
functions that, as we show below, present an intricate strudVith M 1, , Fr, andG i, proportional to the matrix elements
ture. Then we resort to a semiclassical analysis to interpreof the operatorsx  x¢)?, &  xo) and@=@x respectively,

and illustrate the nature of the edge states in the high gnerg ,Z L
; P !
or low field ]lmlt. o _ . Moy = m g dxsin —x (x xo) s M
Our starting point is a 2DEG with Rashba coupling and an L 0 L
_exte;]nal lmagneticfifaIB perpendicular to the plane contain- o 2 B Z de . 1 ( - n
ing the electron gas: m L <, sin —x (& xo)sin —x
H=_T @2+p2)+ Py )+ 2g pB 4V 2“1 1 @ m
_K(Px y) j(Pyx xy) EgB z (X) G]m - = dxsn —x —sn —x (5)
(1) L L @x L
wherem is the effective mass of the carries, = p + Here,! .= e B =m cisthe cyclotron frequency, = (
e=o)a , withp anda being the -component of the mo- i ,)=2andx, = ~kc=eB. We solve these equations in a

mentum and vector potential respectively,is the Rashba truncated Hilbert space disregarding the highest eneaggsst
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FIG. 1: Probability and spin densities for th& and2"¢ levels (left
panel) and3™® and 4™ levels (right panel) respectively fot, = 0,
m =0068m., =10meVnm,L= 600nm andB = 2:5T.

Typically we take a matrix Hamiltonian of dimension of a few
hundreds and keep the first thirty states. In all cases thiawid

of the sampleL. is taken large enough to have the cyclotron

radiusr. smaller thar.=2. The right and left edge states are
then well separated in real space. kgr’ 1=2the states are
equal to the bulk states, except for exponential correstion

The wave functions and the energy spectrum reproduces thdn the bulk
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FIG. 2: Charge and spin density current for three valuesefgrmi
energy (left panels). The, (thick line) ands, (dotted line) current
densities are measured in units-ef2e. Charge current density is
indicated with a thin line. Note than in (b) and (c) the cutr@ensity

is multiplied by a numerical factor indicated in the figuren (d)
the energy of the first levels versus are shown. The three values
of the Fermi energy used in (a), (b) and (c) are indicated. e)n (
the semiclassical orbit is shown with the velocity and spieation
indicated by arrows. Parameters as in figure 1.

The wavefunction of the state with= 0 is

1 .
0k X;y)= P?elky (10)

y

o &)

1.=2), the ground state has the spin

known results: in the bulk the spin-orbit coupling mixes the@long thez-direction. In the excited states the spin is tilted

two spin components and there are two branches of states withith an expectation value of its-component . i =

kg2t

energies given

(6)

with n 1 and a single staten(= 0) with energyk
~1.=2 g B =2. The corresponding eigenfunctions for
lare

n 1&)

+ 1 i
nx Xiy)= ?Tyejky D, . &) (7)
and
1 i D n n
o ®iY)= pr=—=e"" . (xl)(X) (8)

n-=y

HereL, is the length of the sample in thedirection, , )
is the harmonic oscillator wavefunction centered at tha-coo
dinatexy,A,=1+ D2 and

(9)

Dp=

L

Eg+

1

D n32)=An that decreases asandn increase. The condi-
tionE?2 << 2 ( =) that is equivalent tax ,i- 0 for all

n > 0, is referred as the weak field conditi]@wFor large
enoughn, whenk 2 << 2n ( =1.)%, the spin-orbit dominates
andh ,i 0.

For high fields or low electron density, the physical proper-
ties of the system are dominated by the states with low quan-
tum numbem. We first consider this case and present the
results for the first few Landau levels.

As the momentunk parallel to the edge varies, the cen-
ter of gravity x, of the wavefunctions changes and as it ap-
proaches the sample edge,the effect of the confining poten-
tial becomes impoytant generating thelependent dispersion
of the energy level&iThe interplay of the spin-orbit coupling
and the confining potential produce a tilting of the spindir
the edge states. Edge states probability densiti¢s§ and the
corresponding spin densities= (~=2) Y ; are shown in
Fig]_l forxo = 0. The spin is predominantly in they-plane
even for the lowest energy edge states and the sign of the spin
densities alternates as the energy increases. The cuaent ¢
ried by these states is then polarized and for the paranadters
the figure the polarization is determined by the Rashba cou-
pling. We use the charge and spin currents operators defined
as: Jg ey for the charge current ant> = ~y =2 and



J2 =~ .+ .y)=4forthe spin current®? In these expres-
sions the velocity operator in thedirection is given by

1 eB x
y= — ~k+ — + —
m c ~
eB
= ® Xp)—+ — g : (12)
moc ~

'P[he total current densities, defined as, ) =

oce o' &;¥)J, . (;y) Where the sum runs over
all occupied states, are shown in Eig.Z for different values
of the Fermi energy. The charge adgt current densities
are confined at the sample edge indicating that they are due
to the edge states. Conversely tife current density has a
non-zero value inside the sample. The origin of this current 0 100 200 300
can be understood in terms of the simple semiclassicalngictu X, [nm]
shown in Fig:;2e: electrons moving in the positive (negative
y-direction have a positive (negative) projection of thenspi FIG. 3: Energy spectrum versus center coordinatdor a system
along thex-axis. Since the spin is not conserved, thesewithm = 0:068m., = 10m eVnm,L = 600nm andB = 0:5T.
currents do not necessarily produce spin accumulation ifnset: detail of the anticrossing of levels 23 and 24.
samples with constrictions or edges perpendicular to the
current directiond

rd th
Let us now consider the low field case where many Landar 2,3 level : 2,4 level i
levels are below the Fermi energy. The energy spectrum &~ ar 1l 7
a function ofx, is presented in Fig.3. For the bulk states,~_ “T T /\MAAMMA/\
the typical energy splitting of the two branches) and ( ) 2o ‘ '

is different (see Eq'_.Z6)), leading to a beat in the total gper o4l
spectrum. Within the same energy interval, the two branche
have different quantum numberand consequently different 150+
cyclotron radius... We take?

/

=2 ik %073, (12 .

that for largen givesr? ’ 2n (~=m !.). According to equa-
tion ('.§) in this limit states with approximately the same en  _gq||

ergy belonging to different branches have cyclotron radifis sl - G ; !
0 L

feringin r. ' 2 =~!. Note that the radius difference in g 1

this largen approximation does not depend on o : . .
Forx, . r.the effect of the confining potential becomes £ “p 200 400 O 20 400

important and the two bulk branches mix leading to edge x [nm] x [nm]

states that combine the two cyclotron radii. This mixing is

apparent from the energy spectrum that presents level anti=G. 4: Evolution of the wavefunctions of levels 23 and 24hnile

crossings as shown in the inset of i'—.'ig.3. center coordinate,. Parameters as in Figure 1. Upper panel: prob-
The behavior of the levels 23 and 24 is illustrated in Fig.4.ability densities of the levels 23 and 24 fef = 300nm . Central

In the top panel the figure their probability densities fgF panel: density plot of the prqpablllty q§n3|t|es of the twodls ver-

L=2 are shown. These states correspond to a state ofithe  SuSxo- Lower panel: probability densities fa, = 100nm .

branch withn = 13 and a state of the ) branch withn= 10

respectively. The+ ) branch state radius is larger than the

branch one as can be inferred from the figure. We can follow For = 0 the number of nodes of the wavefunction of a

the evolution of these states ag changes fromk, = L.=2  given level is conserved ag changes. With spin-orbit cou-

to a negative value. A contour plot illustrating this evadat  pling, the anticrossing of energy levels is an indicatioat th

in shown in the central panel of Fig.4. Fe§ r. asud- the wavefunctions change in charactexgschanges. Then,

den change in the wave function spatial extension is obdervefor a given energy level the number of maxima of the proba-

States belonging to the bulle ) branch shrink forx,  r. bility density is no longer conserved as it is shown in u'[—fig.4.

due to the mixing with the( ) branch states. Conversely, Itis also interesting to analyze the spin densities astetia

states belonging to the bulk ) branch expand fox, r.. these states. The spin structure of the edge states,fer0

This sudden change in the wave function extension is of thés shown in Fig:;S. The spin densities ands, show an intri-

order of r.. The lower panel of Fig'114 shows the probability cate behavior due to the beating of two contributions. This i

densities of the two levels for a negative valuexgf a consequence of the mixing of states that@rgand ( ) in



character. As we discuss below the semiclassical anallgsis a

unveils that edge states are formed by combining states with

different radii and different spin projections.

III. THE SEMICLASSICAL SOLUTION
A. Bulk States

In arecent approacﬁ-‘i,both the orbital and the spin degrees

of freedom have been treated semiclassicaly in an extendec o

phase space. The spin coherent state is defined as

+
Z~

S
Pi= pe———1#i
1+ 27
wherez is acnumber. A unit vector associated with the clas-
sical spin is defined in terms of the coherent statewhich
for spin 7 reads

(13)

n=hzj ¥i; (14)
with components determined ky
2z
ni + iny= ﬁ (15)

andn? + n3 + n3=1.
The classical phase-space symbalg;p ;n) of the Hamil-
tonian defined in Eq.{1)

H @p;n)=Ho@p)+ —n C @;p) (16)

2

where the first term is the classical Hamiltonian withouhspi
orbit coupling and

2 e 2
C g;p)= (7 Py + _cB X); jpx;o) : a7
The equations of motion are:
H H
£1=@—;p_= @—;11=C n (18)
@p Qq
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FIG. 5: Probability densities and the corresponlding spirsilies for
levels 23 and 24 ang, = 0. Parameters as in Fjg.3.

where we have defined= ! ! .. The normalization condi-
tion for the spin components gives an algebraic equation-of o
der fourth in that to leading order ir (semiclassical limit)
gives

~r

(20)

Given the two frequencies= !,  =~rone mustgo one
step further to find an explicit expression for the cyclotron
radius. Replacing Eq_.'(_}LQ) evaluated-a0 in the equation for
the energy conservatian = E, and taking into account the
value of obtained in {20), we find

S

2 2F

o2 1
m !. [

(21)

- C

Therefore for a given energy the periodic solutions re-
sult in two orbits of radiir , frequencies! o
and opposite values of the spin respectively. The cyclotron
radii differenceis r r, r 2 =~!.in exact cor-
respondence with the quantum mechanical estimate that we
obtained for largen. In these two orbits, with different radii

]

. . L and frequencie§1, the electron has the same velocity; that is
whose solutions represent the classical orbits in the ex- —
| =

tended phase space. In bulk there is an additional constafit '+ =1 ! = -
of motion besides the energy and the system is classically Once we know the periodic solutions in extended phase
integrable. We are interested in the periodic solutions ofpace we need to compute the action integraFollowing
Eq.{18) from which the action integral can be computed inRef.[24], the action can be expressed as:

order to apply an EBK quantization schegiewe propose

+ £

g= r(cos! tjsin ! t) and replace it in Eq,(18). Far= 0 the 7 .
initial conditionsp, (0)= p, (0)= 0 are impossed leading to I = b+ ~ fm  mam) dt 22)
2
0
e h
Px ® = ?rsjn('t), py ©=10; _?B12+5'
n® = — cos(lt); np=— sn(v); with T =2 =! . The EBK quantization rule sets
) = ~3| c_ t 19 E_,_ =2 n (23)
ns ( ) = F E— cons ( ) -
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FIG. 6: Skipping orbit used in the semiclassical calculaidrawn 0 T
up to the first specular reflection (first period of thenotion). The -100 0

values ofx, andx have been enlarged in order to visualize the Xo [nm]
angle (see text for details).

100 200

FIG. 7: Edge_states energy spectrum obtained from the sassichl
approach Eq.(27) (thick solid lines) together with the éxp@ntum
wheren is an integer and is the sum.of the phase shifts results. Aroundk, = 0 both results are almost indistinguishable even
acquired at the turning points of the motidnFor the bulk so-  in the low energy region. Inset: detail of the comparissono= 0
lutions the turning points are two caustics giving a totage  and intermediate energies.
shift = . Replacing Ed}.(21) in E¢.(22) we finally obtain

p__ Our goal is to perform a semiclassical quantization employ-
E =n~!c — 2n; (24)  ing this classical skipping orbit. The semiclassical apgto
k is fully justified for angles =2 and we will obtain the
which is the quantum spectrum for the bulk states (neglgctinenergy spectrum and the dispersion relation quite acdyrate
the zero point energ%. With the notation we emphasize that aroundx, 0.
for a given quantum index, theE * (energy associated to ~ We proceed analogously to the previous section, taking now

r, ) is lower thanE (energy associated to ). into account that the orbital motion projected on thaxis is
periodic with a periods T;+ T2= 2( =1, + 2¢(
)=! . For the sake of clarity we divide the action integral
B. Edge States in two termsI= I, + I;. The action associated to the orbital
motion is
As we mentioned above, for;, . the bulk ¢) and ( ) 7
branches mix, and the wavefunctions spatial extensioreptes Ta=2
a remarkable change. The avoided level crossings structure L = Prxdt
Ts=2
observed around, r. inthe energy spectrum is the finger- Z 1,
print of this behavior. The semiclassical image that we pro- - S5 P sin? (1, Bt
pose consists of a skipping orbit formed by a series of trans- c o2
lated circular arcs of radit, andr and centerg, andx in Z 7,5
thex direction respectively (see Fi_@.6). The center coordinate +SB1 22 sin® (! tdt
y of these circular arcs changes at each specular reflection. | c To=2
Figs6 this primitive orbit is plotted for a complete periofl o - S+ ) arocos( )+ P 1 2):(26)
the x motion. The fact that the reflection at the boundary is c
specular is guaranteed by the conservation of the modulus of ) o ) )
the velocity (z, . = ! )and can be castin the form For the spin degrees of fr_eedom the action integral is ét_talg
forward to evaluate and givas= 2~ ( ). For the skipping
os = X ; (25) orbit the phase shiftis = , due to the fact that we have to
., r consider now for each period of motion two bounces with the
) _ N boundary and also two caustics. Replacing the obtained val-
being the angle depicted in Fig.6. _ _ ues fort= I, + I, and into Eq.[22) we finally obtain
As it can be inferred from the semiclassical solutions ob- .-
tained in Eq(19), to lowest order iathe in plane spin com- » 31 )
ponents §; andn;) of the orbitr, have opposite signsthan g ( )=——° n2 Sms m — ; (27
those of the orbitt and in both cases is; = 0. Therefore 2 arccos( )+ 1 2 ~

the spin conservation is guaranteed at each specular ireflect
of the skipping orbit with the boundary i, andx 0. as a function of the parameter



uous evolution at the bouncing point. The out of plane com-
ponentns is small and presents fast changes at the bouncing
points. This component decreases as the energy increases in
agreement with the semiclassical assumption that, to lowes
order in~, predictsn; = 0.

'/\/\/’ IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

'
QN

o

- 02— 1 We have analyzed the eigenstates and the energy spectrum
‘7;6 0.0 m of a 2DEG with spin-orbit coupling in the presence of a per-
02 . . J L pendicular magnetic field. We focused on the edge states
0 2 ) 8 that appear when the 2DEG is confined in the transverse

4
t [ps] direction by a square well potential. We first discussed the
low energy states in the high field limit. The rest of our work

sical skipping orbit with the in-plane spin projection iodied by ar- was Sevoteld :ﬁ study theﬂ?'gh ?”er%Yt statels_, (h'hgh qua_ntum
rows (upper panel). The three componentsa @fs a function of time numbem). In this regime, the spin-orbit coupling has an im-

(lower panels). The energy of the orbit is abaat ! .. Parameters Portant effect on the edge states: while for the 0 the edge
as in Fig. 3. states withk = 0 (that corresponds te, = 0) have an energy

separation E = 2~! LAlfor 6 0the energy separation is
~1., see Eq.,(28). As pointed out in section II, the effect of

FIG. 8: The numerically integrated semiclassical resufsmiclas-

Forx, =x =0,is = 0and the energy levels are the spin-orbit coupling increases withand with the quantum
numbem, and there is always a high energy regime where the
2 spin-orbit coupling dominates. In this highregime, the en-

EO)=n~!, m (28)

- ergy spectrum of the edge states follows Eq: (28).

. . . . . In the bulk, states with large and small radii are quasi-
To obtain the dlspersmln relation, we proceed numericalty d degenerated. The bouncing gt the surface mixes the?‘n lead-
to the fact that the variable depends on the energy through . '

the cyclotron radii. In order to compare with the quantum me-"J to hybrid states that combine large and small radii. The

chanical solution for 6 0 one needs to rewrite EQ.(27) as mixing is evident in the quantum solution W_here the_ energy
; . o o spectrum versus, shows avoided level crossings, a fingertip
a function ofthe center of the classical skipping orbit which

plays the role ofx, for the edge states. For 0 we have of level m.|xmg. _ . _
checked thak, x, ,x, x Ofx, @, + x )=2leadsto The spin texture of these states is also discussed in terms

almost the same dispersion relation. In Fig.8 we plot'E§.(270f the classical solution. To lowest order nthe spin lies
after chossing . + x )=2. Notice that the semiclas- I the plane of the 2DEG and its direction is perpendicular to

sical solution follows quite satisfactory the quantum tesu the velocity. The relative orientation of the spin with resp
even in the low energy region and it is almost indistinguish-{C the velocity is different along the segments with large an
able from them fox, 0. small cyclotron radius.

We end this section by presenting results of the numeri- The picture obtained with the semiclassical approximation
cal integration of the semiclassical equations E?q_(]_&)glaj accounts for the quantum mechanical prediction (_)f a sqlitte
fourth order Runge-Kutta algorithm. The results agree withtransverse focusing pedkshat was recently experimentally
the analytical solution obtained to lowest orderirand they ~ observed in hole gas in GaAs.
are summarized in Fi'g'.8 where the skipping orbit with two Partial financial support by ANPCyT Grant 99 3-6343 and
radii is clearly observed. The componentsandn, of the  Foundacién Antorchas, Grants 14169/21 and 14116/192, are
classical vecton show the expected behavior with a contin- gratefully acknowledged.
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