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B allistic spin currents in m esoscopic m etal/In(G a)A s/m etaljunctions
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W e investigate the ballistic spin transport through a two-dim ensional m esoscopic

m etal/sem iconductor/m etal double junctions in the presence of spin-orbit interactions. It is

shown thatreallongitudinaland/ortransversespin currentscan 
ow in thepresenceoftheRashba

and D resselhausterm s.

PACS num bers:73.63.-b,72.10.-d,71.70.Ej

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Since the adventof\spintronics" to utilize electron’s

spin ratherthan itschargeforinform ationprocessingand

storage,1 there has been growing interest in generating

spin currents in diverse ways.2,3,4,5,6 Though injecting

spin-polarized carrierselectrically rem ains a challenge,2

various kinds of all-sem iconductor devices using ferro-

m agnetic sem iconductor heterostructure3 or spin-orbit

(SO ) interactions4 have been proposed. The so-called

extrinsic spin Halle�ect due to SO dependent scatter-

ing from m agnetic im purities m anifests a spin current

because ofa transverse spin im balance generated from

a charge current circulating in a param agnetic m etal.4

In the weak im purity scattering lim itbutwith substan-

tialSO couplings,on the other hand,it was suggested

thatthe intrinsic spin Halle�ectgivesriseto a dissipa-

tionlessspin currentperpendicularto the externalelec-

tric �eld.5,6 M oreover,the spin Hallconductance has a

universalvalue.However,itwasdem onstrated7 thatthe

dissipationless(unreal)spin currentdoesnotvanish even

in therm odynam icequilibrium in theabsenceofexternal

�elds,putting theinterpretation ofintrinsicspin Hallef-

fectin a controversy.

In this paper we study the ballistic spin transport

through a m esoscopic double-junction system consist-

ing ofa sem iconductorstripesandwiched by two norm al

m etalleads;see Fig.1. W e use the coherentscattering

theory and show that in the presence ofSO couplings,

both longitudinaland transverse spin currents can 
ow
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FIG .1:A schem atic ofthe system .

in the sem iconductor. It is stressed that these currents

arereal;seeRef.7.

II. M O D EL A N D SC A T T ER IN G T H EO R Y

W econsideratwo-dim ensionalelectronsystem (2DES)

of sem iconductor (S) between two norm al (N) m etal

leads. W e choose such a coordinate system that x-axis

(y-axis)isperpendicular(parallel)to the N/S interfaces

and z-axisis perpendicularto the 2D plane;see Fig.1.

The length (width) ofthe sem iconductor is L (W );we

willconsider the lim it W ! 1 . W ithin the e�ective-

m assapproxim ation,8 the Ham iltonian readsas

H = �
~
2

2
r �

1

m (x)
r + V (x;y)+ H R (x)+ H D (x): (1)

The position-dependent e�ective m ass m (x) has values

ofm e and m �
e � �m m e in the norm alm etals and the

sem iconductor(� L=2< x< L=2),respectively.The con-

�nem ent potentialhas a potentialbarrier ofheight V0
insidethe sem iconductor:

V (x;y)= V0 [�(x + L=2)� �(x � L=2)]+ V (y); (2)

where �(x)isthe Heaviside step function and V (y)ac-

counts for the �nite width W . The potential barrier

heightV0 islowerthan the Ferm ienergy E F in the nor-

m alm etalsso thatE �
F � EF � V0 > 0.TheRashba9 and

Dresselhaus10 SO coupling term saregiven by

H R =
�

~

(�xpy� �ypx) and H D =
�

~

(�ypy� �xpx); (3)

respectively,insidethesem iconductorswhilethey vanish

in the norm alm etalsides. In Eq.(3),� = (�x;�y;�z)

arethe Paulim atrices.

TheRashbaterm H R ariseswhen thecon�ning poten-

tialofthe quantum welllacks the inversion sym m etry,

whilethe Dresselhausterm H D isdueto thebulk inver-

sion asym m etry.In som esem iconductorheterostructures

(e.g.,InAsquantum wells)H R dom inates11,and in oth-

ers(e.g.,G aAsquantum wells)H D iscom parableto (or

even dom inantover)H R
12.Thecoupling constantsm ay

range around � � 0:1eV��A and � � 0:09eV��A,respec-

tively,depending on thestructure and m aterial.13
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FIG .2: Ferm icontours (solid/dotted lines for � = � ),and
on each ofthem ,the wavevectorsk (black solid arrows),the

group velocities v
�
k
(dark/light green arrows),and the spin

orientations� n̂k (dark/lightblue arrows)ofthe eigenstates.

(a)�= 0:5� and (b)�= � with E
�
F = 14m eV ,� = 0:1eV ��A,

and �m = 0:063.

Insidethesem iconductor,electronsfeela �ctitious,in-

planem agnetic �eld in the direction

n̂k = x̂ cos’k + ŷ sin’k ; (4)

where ’k = arg[(�kx � �ky)+ i(�kx � �ky)]. Accord-

ingly, the eigenstates with spin parallel(� = + ) and

anti-parallel (� = � ) to n̂k for a given wave vector

k = k(̂xcos� + ŷ sin�)arewritten in the spinorform

	
�

k
(r)=

eik�r

p
2

�
�e�i’ k =2

e+ i’ k =2

�

: (5)

The corresponding energiesare

E �(k)=
~
2

2m �
e

[k2 � 2�kso(�)k]; (6)

where kso(�) � (m�e=~
2)
p
�2 + �2 � 2�� sin2�. From

the continuity equation for the charge density,one can

gettheexpression forthechargecurrentassociated with

a given wavefunction 	(r)15

jc = eRe
�
	 y(r)v	(r)

�
; (7)

wherev isthe velocity operatorde�ned by

v =
p

m �
e

�
�

~

(�yx̂ � �xŷ)�
�

~

(�x x̂ � �yŷ): (8)

In the sam em anner,wede�ne the spin current7

js(̂n)=
~

2
	 y(r)

v(̂n � �)+ (̂n � �)v

2
	(r) (9)

according to the continuity equation

@tQ s + r � js = Ss (10)

forthespin density (with respecttothespin direction n̂)

Q s(̂n)�
~

2

�
	 y(r)(̂n � �)	(r)

�
(11)

and the spin source

Ss(̂n)=
~

2
Re

�

	 y(r)
i

~

[H ;n̂ � �]	(r)

�

: (12)

The appearance ofthe spin source term in Eq.(10) is

notsurprisingbecausethespin-orbitcouplingsbreakspin

conservation inside the sem iconductor.

Beforegoingfurther,itwillbeusefultounderstand the

originofthespin currentin physicalterm s.Asillustrated

in Fig.2,for�;� 6= 0 the Ferm icontours,

k
�

F
(�)= �kso(�)+

q

k2so(�)+ k�2
F

(13)

with k�F �
p
2m �E �

F
=~, are no longer isotropic, and

the group velocitiesv
�

k
= 	

�y

k
v	

�

k
ofthe eigenstatesin

Eq.(5)arenotparallelto thewavevectork.14,15,16 Nev-

ertheless,Eq.(13)revealsan im portantsym m etry prop-

ertyofthegroup velocities:

�
�
�v

+

k
+

F

�
�
�=

�
�
�v

�

k
�
F

�
�
�.Itm eansthat

thetwo eigenstateswith oppositespin orientationsm ake

thesam econtributionsto thechargetransportalong the

k̂ direction (and oppositecontributionsalongthetheper-

pendiculardirection).O nthecontrary,forthespintrans-

port with n̂ = n̂
k̂
,the inverse occurs: two eigenstates

m ake opposite contributions along the k̂ direction and

sam e ones in the perpendicular direction. This im plies

the possibility ofthe observation ofthe netspin current


owingperpendiculartothechargecurrent.Particularly

interesting are the cases of� = � �,where allthe spin

orientations,� n̂k,fordi�erentwavevectorsareparallel

oranti-parallelto each other(’k = �=4);see Fig.2 (b).

Itresultsfrom conservation of(�x� �y)=
p
2,and thespin

statebecom e independentofthe wavevector.13,16

Now we study charge and spin transport in N/S/N

double junction structures. Coherentscattering form al-

ism attheN/S interfaceshasbeen thoroughly developed

in the previousstudies,14,15 considering the Rashba SO

e�ectand appropriateboundary conditionsrequiringthe

conservation ofprobability currentnorm alto the inter-

face.Itisstraightforwardtoextend thescatteringtheory

to incorporatethe Dresselhause�ect. W e have used the

transfer-m atrix form alism to calculate the conductance

through and inside the sem iconductor: for details refer

to Refs.15,17.

W e willconsider electronsincident from the left lead

and re
ected from thejunction interfacesortransm itted

through them to the rightlead. The wave vectorofthe

incident electron is at angle � with respect to the nor-

m alto the interface;see Fig.1.Contrary to the Rashba

e�ect,the Dresselhaus e�ect is not invariant under the

rotation,leading to anisotropic transport.16 Hence the

relativeorientation,�,ofthe crystalsym m etry axesand

the interface (see Fig.1)a�ectsespecially the spin cur-

rentsigni�cantly.Below wewillcalculatethechargecon-

ductance G
(c)
� (�)(� = x;y)in the �-direction fora de�-

niteincidentangle� aswellastheangle-averaged quan-

tity G
(c)
� =

R�=2
��=2

d� G
(c)
� (�). Also calculated are the
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(analogously de�ned) spin conductances G
(s;̂n)
� (�) and

G
(s;̂n)
� polarized in the direction n̂. The typicalvalues

for the param eters we willuse below are E F = 4:2eV,

�m = 0:063,� = 0:1eV��A,L = 200nm ,and W = 1�m .

� rangesfrom � 2� to + 2�,and E�F from 0 to 20m eV.

W e assum esu�ciently low tem peratures(kB T � E �
F ).

III. N O R M A L IN C ID EN C E

O wing to the sym m etry

�
�
�v

+

k
+

F

�
�
� =

�
�
�v

�

k
�
F

�
�
� [see the dis-

cussion below Eq.(12)],fornorm alincidence (�= 0)the

charge current is com pletely longitudinal;i.e,G
(c)
y (� =

0) = 0. For a single transverse m ode, we obtain the

longitudinalchargeconductance

G
(c)
x (�= 0)=

e2

h

32�2

j(1+ �)2� (1� �)2e2i� kL j2
; (14)

where �k �
p
k2so(� �)+ k�2

F
, � � �k=�m kF , kF �

p
2m eE F =~. M oreover,the spin currenthasonly trans-

versecom ponentandispolarizedentirelyin thexy-plane;

i.e.,G
(s;̂n)
x (� = 0) = 0 for any n̂ and G

(s;̂z)
y (� = 0) = 0.

Then̂x̂-polarized spin conductanceG
(s;̂n x̂ )
y (�= 0)isgiven

by

G
(s;̂n x̂ )
y (�= 0)=

e

4�

L

W

32(m �2
e =~4)�� cos2�

�m kF kso(� �)

�
(1+�2)� (1� �2)sin 2� kL

2� kL

j(1+ �)2 � (1� �)2e2i� kL j2
: (15)

G
(c)
x (� = 0) and G

(s;̂n x̂ )
y (� = 0) are plotted in Fig.3 as

functionsofE �
F and �=� fordi�erentcrystalorientations

�. The peaks in G
(c)
x (� = 0) and G

(s;̂n x̂ )
y (� = 0) as a

function ofE �
F com e from the Fabry-Perotinterference,

which givesriseto resonancesfor

�kL = n� (n = 0;1;2;:::): (16)

Unlikethe(longitudinal)chargecurrent,thespin current

isvery sensitive to the SO coupling strengths,� and �,

and the crystalorientation,�,as seen from the factor

�� cos� in Eq.(15).

IV . A N G LE-AV ER A G ED C O N D U C TA N C ES

For true one-dim ensional (1D) leads (kF W � 1),

where only a single transverse m ode isallowed,one has

only to considernorm alincidence(�= 0);orata certain

�xed �18. In the opposite lim it(i.e.,kF W ! 1 ),there

arem anytransversem odescontributingtothetransport.

In thiscase,weshould add up allthecontributionsfrom

� in therange(� �=2;�=2).Itisquitecom plicated (even

though possible) to �nd the scattering states for non-

zero incidenceangle�,and m oreconvenientto work nu-

m erically.Therefore,here we justpresentthe num erical

results.
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FIG .3:ThechargeconductanceG
(c)
x (�= 0)[(a)and (b)]and

the spin conductance G
(s;̂n

x̂
)

y (�= 0) [(c) and (d)]for norm al

incidence as functions ofE
�
F [(a) and (c)]and �=� [(b) and

(d)].�=� = 0:5in (a)and (b),and E
�
F = 12and 14m eV in (b)

and (d).� hasbeen chosen to be 0 (black line), �

10
(red solid

line), �

5
(green dashed line),and �

4
(bluedotted line).Notice

thatin (a)curvesfordi�erent�’soverlap alm ostcom pletely.
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FIG .4:Angle-averaged chargeconductanceG
(c)

x asafunction

of(a) E
�
F and (b) �=�. � = 0 has been chosen,but G

(c)
x is

not sensitive to �. Values ofother param eters are indicated

in the �gures.

Apparently,thelongitudinalchargecurrenthasam ain

contribution from the norm alincidence. Consequently,

as shown in Fig.4 the �-averaged longitudinalconduc-

tanceG
(c)
x israthersim ilarto the norm alincidence case

G
(c)
x (�= 0),although the peaksarerounded o�.

This is not the case for the spin transport. Figure 5

showsthe �-dependence ofthe spin conductancespolar-

ized in the n̂x̂ and ẑ,respectively.Again,the peakscor-

-800
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G
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) 
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π)

θ/π
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/4
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FIG . 5: Angle dependences of the spin conductances

G
(s;̂n

x̂
)

y (�) and G
(s;̂z)
y (�) for E

�
F = 14m eV ,�=� = 0:5,and

�= 0.
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FIG .6: Transverse spin conductance G
(s;̂z)
y as a function of

(a) E
�
F for �=� = 0:5 and (b)�=� for E

�
F = 14m eV . Inset:

G
(s;̂z)

y as a function of �=� with � = 0:1eV � �A �xed. The

valuesof� are the sam e asin Fig.3.

respond totheFabry-Perot-typeresonances.W hen sum -

m ing up,the contributionsto the n̂x̂-polarized spin cur-

rentfrom di�erentanglesarem ostly canceled with each

other, and hence the angle-averaged spin conductance

G
(s;̂n x̂ )
y becom es very sm allcom pared with the longitu-

dinalcharge conductance G
(c)
x . O n the otherhand,the

ẑ-polarized spin currentisnotsubjectto such cancella-

tions,and rem ainsratherlarge(stillsm allerthan thelon-

gitudinalchargecurrent);seeFig.6.Especiallyfor� = 0,

the spin conductance G
(s;̂z)
y rem ains alm ostconstantin

the region j�=�j< 1 and changes its sign abruptly at

�=� = � 1. Thisbehaviorisrem iniscentofthe intrinsic

spin Hallconductances in the previous works.5,6 How-

ever,in our case G
(s;̂z)
y depends on the strength ofthe

SO couplings,the potentialbarrier,crystalorientation,

and the channellength,showing no universalcharacter-

istics.

Here we stress the di�erences between origins in the

spin Hallconductanceofoursand theintrinsicspin Hall

e�ect.Theintrinsicspin Halle�ectisan (sem i-classical)

e�ectdriven by externalelectric�eld penetratingthe(in-

�nitely large) system .5,6 In our case,the externalbias

voltage m erely shifts the relative chem icalpotentials of

the \contacts" (or reservoirs) attached to the m etallic

leadswheretheelectronsundergo ballistictransportand

does not feelan electric �eld.19 M oreover,it has been

pointed out that the spin current in the intrinsic spin

Halle�ect is an equilibrium background current and is

not real.7 To the contrary,our spin currents originate

from non-equilibrium properties ofthe system ,and are

real.

W e also note thatwhen electronsare incidentoblique

to the junction interface,the transverse charge current

and the longitudinal spin current do not vanish any

longer.Therefore,the angle-averaged conductancesG
(c)
y

and G
(s;̂n)
x are �nite,even though quite sm allcom pared

to G
(c)
x . Finite G

(c)
y in the sem iconductor can be at-

tributed to theanisotropy introduced by theDresselhaus

e�ect. Itdistortsthe group velocity,which thusprefers

oneof� y directionsso thatthecurrenthassam esign as

��. Nonzero G
(s;̂n)
x re
ectsthe breaking ofspin conser-

vation inside the sem iconductor. For oblique incidence,

there exists no direction consistent with the boundary

conditions along which spin state is stationary (for ex-

am ple,the spin parallelto the direction n̂k for a given

wave vectork = kxx̂ + kyŷ isnotstationary any longer

for k0 = � k0xx̂ + kyŷ after re
ection from the junction

interface). This m eans that an electron with any spin

polarization experiences precession during transm ission

through the sem iconductor.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

Ballisticspin currentswith di�erentspin polarizations

through m esoscopicm etal/2DES/m etaldoublejunctions

havebeen investigated in thepresenceofspin-orbitinter-

actions.Using thecoherentscattering theory weshowed

thatlongitudinaland/ortransversespincurrentscan
ow

through 2DES.Itwasargued thatarising from the non-

equilibrium distribution ofelectrons,the spin Hallcur-

rentsobserved arereal.
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