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B allistic spin currents in m esoscopic m etal/In (G a)A s/m etal junctions
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W e Investigate the ballistic soin transport through
m etal/sem iconductor/m etal double junctions in the presence of spin-orbit interactions.
shown that real longitudinaland/or transverse spin currents can

and D ressehaus tem s.

PACS numbers: 73.63., 72.10-d, 71.710Ej

I. NTRODUCTION

Since the advent of \gpintronics" to utilize electron’s
spin ratherthan its charge for inform ation processing and
storagef there has been grow g, datprest n generating
spin currents in diverse ways22£e4# Though inicting
spin-polarized carriers electrically rem ains a challenge®?
various kinds of allsem iconductor deviges using ferro—
m agnetic sem iconductor heterostructure? or spin-orbit
(SO ) interactiond have been proposed. The so-called
extrinsic spin Halle ect due to SO dependent scatter—
Ing from m agnetic in purities m anifests a soin current
because of a transverse spin inbalance generated fron,
a charge current circulating in a param agnetic m etalf
In the weak In purity scattering lin it but w ith substan—
tial SO oouplings, on the other hand, i was suggested
that the intrinsic spin Halle ect gives rise to a dissipa—
tionless gpin current perpendicular to the extemal elec—
tric eld?€ M oreover, the spin Hall conductgnce has a
universalvalue. H owever, it was dem onstrated? that the
dissipationless (unreal) spin current does not vanish even
In them odynam ic equilbbrium in the absence ofextemal

elds, putting the interpretation of intrinsic spin Hallef-
fect in a controversy.

In this paper we study the ballistic soin transport
through a m esoscopic double—junction system oconsist—
Ing ofa sam iconductor stripe sandw iched by two nom al
m etal leads; see FJg-'_]: W e use the coherent scattering
theory and show that in the presence of SO couplings,
both longiudinal and transverse spin currents can ow
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FIG.1l: A schem atic of the system .

a two-dinensional m esoscopic
It is
ow in the presence of the R ashba

In the sam iconductor. It is stressed that these currents
are real; see Ref. i].

II. MODEL AND SCATTERING THEORY

W e considera tw o-din ensionalelectron system (2DES)
of sem iconductor (S) between two nomal (N) metal
leads. W e choose such a coordiate system that x-axis
(y-axis) is perpendicular (paralkel) to the N /S interfaces
and z-axis is perpendicular to the 2D plane; see Fx;:_il:
The length (width) of the sam iconductor s L. W ); we
w i1l consider the ]jmlji:W ' 1 . W ithin the e ective-
m ass approxin ation,? the Ham iltonian reads as

r r+VEy)+tHg &K+ Hp &): (1)
2 m (%)

T he position-dependent e ective massm (x) has values
ofm¢ and m nMe In the nom alm etals and the
sem iconductor ( L=2< x< L=2), respectively. The con—
nem ent potential has a potential barrier of height
inside the sem iconductor:
V x;y)= Vo [

&+ L=2) & L=2)]+V ) @

where (x) is the Heaviside step function and V y) ac—
counts for the nie width W . The potential barrier
height Vy is lower than the Fem ienergy Er in thenor-
malmetalsgothatE, Er 1> 0.TheRashba and
D ressshau SO coupling tem s are given by

Hg = j(xpy ypx) and Hp = j(ypy xPx)i (3)
regpectively, inside the sam iconductors w hilke they vanish
In the nom alm etal sides. In Eq. a_j),
are the Paulim atrices.

TheRashba term H gy ariseswhen the con ning poten—
tial of the quantum well lacks the Inversion symm etry,
while the D ressehaustem Hp is due to the buk inver—
sion asym m etry. In som e sem iconductor heterostructures
eg. IhAsquantum wells) Hz dom matedl, and :n oth-
ers (eg., GaAsquantum,wells) Hp is com parable to (or
even dom inant over) H g 13. The coupling constantsm ay
range around 0dleVA and 0:09eV A, respec—

tively, depending on the structure and m aterial%3
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FIG . 2: Fem icontours (solid/dotted lines or = ), and
on each of them , the wave vectors k (black solid arrow s), the
group velocities v, (dark/light green arrows), and the spin
orientations Ny (dark/light blue arrow s) of the eigenstates.
@ =05 and b) = wihE ; = 14mev, = 0:1eV A,
and p = 0:063.

Inside the sam iconductor, electrons feela ctitious, In—
plnem agnetic eld in the direction

ﬁk=5§COS’k+YSjn’k; 4)

where ' = arg[( kx k) + i( kg
ngly, the eigenstates wih soin parallel ( =

k)]. Accord—
+) and

antiparallel ( = ) to Ay Por a given wave vector
= k@Q@oos + ¢sin )arewrtten in the spinor form
ej.k r ei’ k=2
K O= P rw ®)

T he corresponding energies are

2

E (k)=E[k2

e

2 ko ()kI; 6)

p
where kg, () ,=~*) 2+ 2 2 sh2 From
the continuity equation for the charge density, one can
get the expression for the charge current associated w ith
a given wave function  (r)%d
k=eRe Y@v (@© ; @

where v is the velocity operator de ned by

— (4R

p
v= —
me

In the sam e m anner, we de ne the spin cuneng

~ v @

ey " )+ v
Js(ﬁ)—Z

Y (x) > (x) ©)

according to the continuiy equation

Qs+ r sF Ss (10)

forthe spin density W ith respect to the spin direction 1)

Qs () V() @ ) (@© 11)

and the spin source

.= -Re '@W-Hm ] @: 02

T he appearance of the spin source term In Eq. C_l-(j) is
not surprising because the spin-orbit couplingsbreak soin
conservation inside the sem iconductor.

B efore going further, i w illbe usefiilto understand the
origin ofthe spin current in physicaltem s. A s ilustrated
nFig.d, or ; 6 0 the Fem icontours,

q_
ki () + kg 13)

with kg 2m E_=~, are no longer isotropic, and
the group velcities v, = ,“v , ofthe ejgepsfates in
Eq. (5) are not parallel to the w ave vectork 144304 N ey
ertheless, Eqg. C_l§') reveals an im portant sym m etry prop—

erty ofthe group velocities: v; = v,
the two elgenstatesw ith opposgte soin c;n'entatjonsm ake
the sam e contributions to the charge transport along the
K direction (and opposite contrbutionsalong the the per-
pendiculardirection). O n the contrary, forthe spin trans-
port with 1 = 1A, the nverse occurs: two eigenstates
m ake opposite contributions along the kK direction and
sam e ones in the perpendicular direction. This in plies
the possbility of the observation of the net soin current

ow Ing perpendicular to the charge current. P articularly
Interesting are the cases of = , where all the spin
orientations, 1Ay, fordi erent wave vectors are parallel
or antiparallel to each other (' = =4); seeFjg.:_j ©).
Tt resuls from conservation of ( 4 y)= E, and,the spin
state becom e independent of the w ave vector2329

Now we study charge and spin transport in N /S/N
double junction structures. Coherent scattering form al-
ign at the N /S interfacgs hasbeen thoroughly developed
i the previous smudiest424 considering the Rashba SO
e ect and appropriate boundary conditions requiring the
conservation of probability current nom al to the inter—
face. Tt is straightforw ard to extend the scattering theory
to incorporate the D ressehaus e ect. W e have used the
transferm atrix form alisn to calculate the conductance
through and inside the sam iconductor: for details refer
to Refs. 15, 7.

W e w ill consider electrons incident from the lft lead
and re ected from the junction Interfaces or tranam itted
through them to the right lad. T he wave vector of the
ncident electron is at angle  with respect to the nor—
m alto the interface; see F]g:!.: Contrary to the Rashba
e ect, the D resselhaus e ect is not invarjant under the
rotation, kading to anisotropic transport Hence the
relative ordentation, , ofthe crystalsymm etry axes and
the Interface (see Fig. -'!4') a ects especially the spin cur—
rent signi cantly. Below wew illcalculate the charge con—
ductance G © () ( = x;y) ;n the -direction brade -
nie incident Igng]e as well as the angleaveraged quan-—

tiy 6“9 =~ 7, d 6“(). Alo calulated are the

. Itm eansthat



(@analogously de ned) spin conductances G(s;m( ) and

G &M polarized In the direction 1. The typical values
for the param eters we will use below are Ep = 42€V,
m = 0063, =01evA,L=2000m,andW =1 m.

ranges from 2 to+2 ,and E; from O to 20meV.
W e assum e su ciently low tem peratures kg T Egz).

III. NORMAL INCIDENCE

Owing to the symm etry v; = v,
F F

cussion below Eq. {14)], rnom al incidence ( = 0) the
charge current is com pletely longiudinal; ie, G;,c) (=
0) = 0. For a sihgl transverse m ode, we cbtain the
longitudinal charge conductance

[see the dis-

e’ 32 2
h 5a+ )2 @

ZseZi kL :? i 4)

e R —
where k k2 ( )+ k%, k=n ke, k¢

2m Ep =~. M oreover, the soin current has only trans-
verse com ponent and ispolarized entirely in the xy-plane;
(sim) (s;2)

ie., Gy (=0)= 0Poranyn and Gy (=0)= 0.
The i polarized spin conductance G ¢’ (= 0) isgiven
by
G &) ( Z gy = e L 32fm J=~*)  cos2
Y 4 W m Kr Kso ( )
1+ 2) 1 2ysin2 kL
.( ( )72‘ B . s
](1+ )2 (1 Z)e21 kL :?
G ( = 0) and Gf’.ﬁ‘)( = 0) are plotted in Fjg.-r_é as

functionsofE, and = fordi erent crystalorientations
(sifig)

Thepeaksjntf)( = 0) and Gy ( = 0) asa
function of E, come from the Fabry-Perot interference,
which gives rise to resonances for

kL = n mn= 0;1;2;::2): (16)

Unlke the (ongiudinal) charge current, the soin current

is very sensitive to the SO coupling strengths, and ,

and the crystal ordentation, , as seen from the factor
cos i Eq. I_i_$) .

Iv. ANGLE-AVERAGED CONDUCTANCES

For true onedimensional (ID) leads (kg W 1),
where only a single transverse m ode is allowed, one has
only tQ consider nom al incidence ( = 0); orat a certain

xed 8. In the opposite lin it (e, ke W ! 1 ), there
arem any transversem odes contributing to the transport.
In this case, we should add up allthe contributions from

In the range ( =2; =2). It isquite com plicated (even
though possibl) to nd the scattering states for non-
zero incidence angle , and m ore convenient to work nu-—
m erically. T herefore, here we jist present the num erical
resuls.
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FIG .3: The charge conductance G .~ ( = 0) [@) and ()]and

the spin conductance G;S"ﬁx) ( =0) [(c) and (d)] for nom al
incidence as functions of E; [@) and ()] and = [(b) and

d)]. = = 05in @) and b),andE ; = 12and 14m &V in )
and (d). hasbeen chosen to be 0 (black line), 75 (=d solid
line), T (green dashed line), and T (blue dotted line). N otice
that In @) curves for di erent ’'s overlap alm ost com pletely.
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FIG .4: Anglaveraged charge conductance G ,im asa function

of (@) Ey and b) = . = 0 hasbeen chosen, but G ,ﬁc) is
not sensitive to . Values of other param eters are indicated
in the gures.

A pparently, the longitudinalcharge current hasam ain
contrbution from the nom al incidence. Consequently,
as shown in Fig. EJ: the -averaged longiudinal conduc—
tance G ,(f) is rather sim ilar to the nom al ncidence case
G ff) ( = 0), although the peaks are rounded o

This is not the case for the soin transport. Fjgure:_ﬂ
show s the -dependence of the spin conductances polar-
ized In the A3 and 2, respectively. A gain, the peaks cor-
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FIG. 5: Angk dependences of the spoin conductances
G ()and 6 () BrE, = 14mev, = = 035, and
= 0.
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FIG . 6: Transverse spin conductance G,**’ as a finction of

(@) Ey br = = 05 and ) = OrE ; = 14meV. Inset:

6" asa finction of = with = 0idev A xed. The
values of arethesameasjnFjg.'é.

respond to the Fabry-P erot+type resonances. W hen sum —
m ing up, the contrbutions to the A3 polarized spin cur-
rent from di erent angles are m ostly canceled w ith each
other, and hence the anglkaveraged spin conductance

©12) 1ecom es very am all com pared w ith the longitu-—

Gy

dinal charge conductance G ff) . On the other hand, the
2-polarized spin current is not sub fct to such cancella-
tions, and ram ains rather lJarge (stillsn aller than the lon—
gitudinalcharge current); seeF Jg-§ .Especially or = 0,
the spin conductance G ;s;é) ram ains alm ost constant in
the region j = j< 1 and changes its sign abruptly at
1. This behavior is rem Iniscent of the, jntrinsic
spin Hall conductances in the previous works2® How-—

ever, In our case G;sm depends on the strength of the
SO couplings, the potential barrier, crystal orientation,
and the channel length, show Ing no universal character-
Here we stress the di erences between origins in the
soin H all conductance of ours and the intrinsic spin Hall
e ect. The intrinsic spin Halle ect isan (sem iclassical)
e ectdriven by extemalelectric eld penetrating the (in—
nitely large) system 82 I our case, the extemal bias
voltage m erely shifts the relative chem ical potentials of
the \contacts" (or reservoirs) attached to the m etallic
Jeads w here the electrons undergo ballistic transport and
does not el an electric  eldii M oreover, it has been
pointed out that the spin current in the intrinsic spin
Halle ect is an equilbbrium background current and is
not real¥ To the contrary, our spin currents orighate

from non-equilbrium properties of the system , and are
real.

W e also note that when electrons are incident cblique
to the junction interface, the transverse charge current
and the longiudinal spin current do not vanish any
longer. T herefore, the angleaveraged conductances G ;,c)

and G,(f;ﬁ) are nie, even though quite an all com pared
to G, Finie Gf) In the sem iconductor can be at-
tributed to the anisotropy introduced by the D ressehaus
e ect. It distorts the group velociy, which thus prefers
one of vy directions so that the current has sam e sign as

. Nonzero G f"ﬁ) re ects the breaking of spin conser-
vation inside the sem iconductor. For oblique incidence,
there exists no direction consistent w ith the boundary
conditions along which soin state is stationary (for ex-
am ple, the spin parallel to the direction Ay for a given
wave vector k = kiR + k¥ is not stationary any longer
ork®= K2+ k¢ after re ection from the jinction
Interface). This means that an electron with any spin
polarization experiences precession during tranam ission
through the sem iconductor.

V. CONCLUSION

Ballistic spin currentsw ith di erent spin polarizations
through m esoscopicm etal/2D E S/m etaldouble junctions
have been investigated In the presence of spin-orbit inter—
actions. U sing the coherent scattering theory we showed
that longitudinaland/ortransverse spin currentscan  ow
through 2D ES. It was argued that arising from the non-
equilbriim distrdbution of electrons, the spin Hall cur-
rents observed are real.
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