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W e consider spin and charge ow in nom alm etals. W e em ploy the Keldysh form alisn to nd
transport equations In the presence of spin-orbit interaction, interaction w ith m agnetic in purities,
and non-m agnetic In purity scattering. U sing the quasiclassical approxin ation, we derive di usion
equationsw hich include contribbutions from skew scattering, side—jum p scattering and the anom alous
spin-orbit induced velocity. W e com pute the m agnitude of various spin Halle ects in experin ental
relevant geom etries and discuss when the di erent scattering m echanisn s are im portant.

PACS numbers: 72.10.d,72.15G6d,73.50.Jt

I. NTRODUCTION

Spin ow In nanostructureshas recently attragted con—
sidersble interest in the scenti ¢ com m unity®®® . The
vision ofm agnetoelectronics and spintronics is to ingct,
m anipulate and detect spins in nanostructuresw hich can
givenew functionality In electronicdevices. The spin ow
can be controlled by eg. extermal electric or m agnetic

elds.

A Hallvoltagebuildsup perpendicularly to the current

ow under an applied m agnetic eld In nom alm etals
due to the Lorentz force. T he H allvoltage Increases w ith
applied m agnetic eld.M agnetoelectronic circuits are of-
ten realized by using ferrom agnets that can soin polarize
the current ow . In ferrom agnets, there is an anom alous
Hall voltage proportional to the m agnetization, eg. a
transverse charge potential, even in the absence ofan ap—
plied m agnetic eld. The anom alousHalle ect is caused
by the soin-orbit interaction, which correlates the m o—
mentum of the electron wih is spin. This causes an
dependence of the electron ow with the relative angle
between its direction and fhe,non-zero m agnetic order
param eter in ferrom agnet-sﬁ":i"é In ferrom agnetic m etals,
soin-orbit Interaction is also a source of crystalline m ag—
netic anisotropy energies since the spin-orbit interaction
couples the m agnetization w ith the crystal structure.

T he scattering m echanism s responsh,le ©or the anom a-
lous Hall,e ect are skew scattering? and side—jimp
scatteringt as well as the anom alous velocity operator
due to spin-orbit interaction and in purity scattering. A
schem atic picture of the skew scattering m echanisn is
shown In Fi. :}' A fter scattering o the in purity po-
tential, there is a spin-dependent probability di erence,
represented by sn all angles, of the electron tra fctories.
This leads eg. to a slightly larger chance that electrons
w ith spin up m ovesupw ards and electronsw ith spin down
m oves dow nw ards after scattering. T he side—jm p m ech—
anisn is also caused by the com bined soin-orbit and in -
purity scattering, see F ig. :_2 A fter scattering o the in —
purity, a sn all "side—jim p", develops betw een the tra £c—
tordes of electrons w ith spin up and down far away from
the scattering center. A dditionally, the spin-orbit inter—
action does not comm ute w ith the electron m om entum
operator. This leads to an anom alous velocity operator

FIG .1l: Schem atic picture of the skew scattering m echanisn .
An incident electron w ith spin up (down) scatters preferrably
w ith a postive (hegative) angle.

N -

FIG . 2: Schem atic picture of the side-jum p m echanisn . The
tra pctory of the outgoing electrons is shifted to the upper
(lower) side the scattering center at large distances for spin
up (down) states.

that can contribute to the Halle ects, aswell.

Spin-orbit scattering is also In portant in nom alm et—
als. It is well known that i causes a loss of spin co—
herence. H,irsch predicted the existence of a novel spin
Hall e ect? analogues to the anom alous Hall e ect in
ferrom agnets and developed a phenom enological theory
for the e ect. In the absence of spin-orbi scattering,
electrons w ith spin-up and spin-down scatter equally on
non-m agnetic In purities. However, as seen above, for
nonzero spin-orbit interaction, when a current passes
through the sample an Imbalance between lkfi-m oving
and right-m oving particles is established, and an accom —
panying transverse spin accum ulation potentialbuilds up
In the system .

Zhang computed this spin potential in the diu-
sive transport regine, and found that i should be
measurabk?. He considered longitudinal transport in
a thin nomalmetal In, and computed the resulting
transverse soin Hall voltage. In this regin e, the soin—
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accum ulation is weak and he found that the spin Hall
voltage is govemed by the anom alous velocity operator.
By using the fram ew ork developed by H irsch and Zhang,
e ects of contact resistances on the soin Halle ect have
also been considered?d.

Spin-orbit scattering is also important in n-
and p-doped samiconductors, where Rashba-type
spin-orbit . couplindi i, kads , to - interesting spin Hall
e ectdidnindndrdnindndedenededzdeded  The most
Interesting case is spin transport In a two-din ensional
electron system (@DES).,Lhe, study,of-this e ect is
controversial. The debatdl$27292925£32427 is focused
on whether or not the spin Hall conductivity has a
universalvalle ¢ = e=(@ h) and in what regin e this
result is applicable. Owur study is com plem entary to
these studies of spin Hall e ects in sam iconductors.
In our nom al metal case, the extrinsic8 soin Hall
e ects arise due to the spin-orbit at inpuriies. In
sem iconductors, spin-orbi interaction can be in portant
even in ballistic system £4, in the absence of i purities,
for system s w ith broken spatial inversion sym m etry.

In thiswork, we derive the spin Halle ects In the pre=—
sense of spin di usion from the Eiknberger equation®d
In presence of spin-orbi ooup]jnoﬁ]: , M agnetic im purities
and non-m agnetic in purities. W e use the K eldysh G reen
function technigque in the quasiclassical approxin ation.
O ur calculations go beyond the assum ptions in Ref. -'_Si,
w hich only included e ects ofthe anom alous velocity op—
erator, in that we rigorously derive di usion equations
that also nclude e ects of skew scattering and side—jam p
scattering. O ur results agree w ith the resultsby Zhang in
the 1m it he considered, where skew scattering and side—
Jum p scattering can be disregarded. W e also consider
son and charge transport in nom alm etals in another
transport regin e, phenom enologically treated by H irsch,
w hen nom alm etals are biased by ferrom agnets, in w hich
spinsaccum ulate In the nom alm etaleven in the absence
ofthe spin-orbit Interaction. W e dem onstrate that in this
regin e, skew scattering and side—jum p scattering cannot
be disregarded, and com pute the spin H alland spin-orbit
Induced charge Halle ects. In our analysis, we also con—
sider transport through ferrom agnet-nom alm etal inter—
faces beyond the assum ptions in Ref. :_f(_)' by using the
boundary conditions obtained w ithin m agneto-electronic
circuit theory, which is necessary in dealing with non-—
collinear spin and m agnetization directions. F inally, our
form alism also explicitly incorporates the e ects of scat—
tering o m agnetic I purities, which can reduce the spin
Halle ects.

O ur paper is organized in the ©llow ing way. In the
next section, Section :_I:[, we outline our starting point
m icroscopic H am ilttonian, and explain the di usion equa-
tions for spin and charge ow that we have obtained
rigorously by using the non-equilbrium Keldysh G reen
function approach In the quasiclassical approxin ation.
W e com pute from the di usion equations the spin Hall
e ects In som e relevant experim ental geom etries In Sec—
tion II}. O ur derivation of the charge and spin di usion

equation isan in portant part ofourwork, and isdetails
are given in Section -_BZ: . Finally, we give our conclusions
in Section V!.

II. MODEL AND TRANSPORT EQUATIONS

W e consider quasiparticles In a nom alm etalthat in—
teract wih non-m agnetic and m agnetic in purities and
Inclide the spin-orbit interaction. The Ham ittonian of
the system is

2

— 1%+ Vigp + Ve + Vi ; @)
2m

H =

where we below w ill introduce the various term s. In pu—
rity scattering is represented by the shortrange potential
X

Vipp = i & B); @)

i

where r; is the coordinate of the i -th Inpurity cen-
ter and ; is the strength of the scattering potential
Tt is assum ed that the scatterers are disordered so that
< Vimp @) >= 0and< Vip @)Vip &) >= @« D)n ?,
wheren isthe in purity density and ? isthe average uc-
tuation of the scattering strengths.

The spih-orbi interaction is descrbed by the Ham il-
tonian,

N

Ve =

—

hkk% rVimp)p + he. ; 3)
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where isthedim ensionless spin-orbit coupling constant,
kr is the Fem iwave number and h .c. denotes the her-
m itian conjigate.
M agnetic In purites are introduced by

Van = Van ()" S (¥); @)
where Vg, (r) is the strength of the coupling of the iin—
erant electron spin to the spin of the m agnetic in purity
S (r).

W e are interested In the transport properties of di u—
sive system w here the systam size ism uch largerthan the
m ean free path. A rigorousm ethod to obtain the correct
di usion equation is to start from a m icroscopic descrip—
tion using the non-equilbriim Keldysh formalisn . W e
consequently em ploy the K eldysh approach w ith two ap—
proxin ations. First, we consider the quasiclassical ap—
proxin ation, which is valid on length scalesmuch larger
than the Fem iwavelength, L F . Second, we use the
di usion approxim ation which is valid when the system
size ism uch largerthan them ean freepath, L 1= w

T he fi1ll derivation of the di usion equation is an im -
portant part of the present paper, but it is technically
com plicated and in order to m ake the paper m ore easily
accessbble we dely its derivation to the interested read-
ers in Section -_1\[: First, we show and explain the spin
and charge di usion equations as well as the expression



for the corresponding currents that we obtain. W e intro—
duce charge and spoin— distrbutions . and g, so that
the charge density and spin-density are

nr)= N, c(&);

s)= N, s();
where N, is the density of states. A fter considerably
algebra outlined In Section -_B{:, we nd that the resulting
di usion equation for the charge distrdbution fiinctions is
sinply

r? .=0: )

Sin ilarly, the spin-distrdbution for an all spin-orbit inter—

actions, 1, is govemed by
, 11
Dr s= — t+t — s (6)
SO |m
where D = 1vZ is the di usion coe cient in tem s of

the Fem ivelocity vv and the elastic scattering tine ,
so 1S the spin— P relaxation tin e due to the spin-orbit
interaction,
S %)
SO 9
and &, isthe spin—- i relaxation tin e due to m agnetic
In purities,
1 8 N NS (S + 1)v2

— = = @®)
am 3

H ere we have expressed the strength ofthe m agnetic in -
purity potential from Eg. ('_4) in the m om entum repre—
sentation ve, , Ngy is the concentration of the m agnetic
In purities, and S is the soin ofthe Im purity. T hus, both
the di usion equations for charge and spin have the fa—
m iliar form sused exensively in the literature for spin and
charge transport.

Skew scattering, side—jum p scattering and e ectsofthe
anom alous velocity operator are all contained in the ex—
pressions for the current. W e nd that the total 2 2
current in spin-space can be expressed as

ﬁ: 30 + aav + ﬁss + asj; 9)
w here ﬁo is the ordinary current w ithout spin-orbi inter-
action, ﬁav is the current due to the anom alous velocity
operator, /j\ss is the current due to skew scattering and
jsj is the current due to side—jm p scattering. The full
derivation of these currents is given In Section -IV. The
charge and spin currents can be obtained by the trace
ofEq. (lg') w ith the unit m atrix and the Paulim atrices,
respectively. In the lm it of weak spin-orbit interaction
(to Jowest order in ), which is relevant form ost nomm al
m etals, we com pute the follow ing contrdbutions to the

current:
A 1 R
eJo = Eir cHtr (M) 10)
A h R
€Jav = 6m D i st r cl; 11)
eJy = =(r) s; a2)
3
eJes = ~Eos)g 13)
where = e?N D is the conductivity. The anom alous

current, ﬁav, contrbutesboth to the spin and charge cur-
rent. Contributions from skew scattering and side-jum p
scattering, ﬁss and /j\sj, only a ect the spin—current. The
current contribution /j\sj depends on the divergence of the
soin accum ulation in the direction ofthe current for any
soin, which J's the side-jim p mechanisn . The current
contrbution jss arises from skew scattering. Ifwe com —
pare our results wih Zhang'Ei we see that in addition
to the contrbutions from the anom alous velocity oper—

ator we inclide tem s representing skew scattering and
side—jim p scattering. W e dem onstrate below that these
additional contributes could correctly be disregarded In
the geom etry In Ref. -'S, but that they the dom inate spin
Halle ects in other systam s. W e also derive expressions
for the total current In case of arbitary  (see Section

llvl )

ITII. EXPERIM ENTAL IM PLICATION .

Let us now em ploy our theory to calculate the m ag—
nitude of the spin Hall e ect in experim ental relevant
geom etries. For sim plify, we w ill consider the cases w ith
an all spin-orbi interaction ( 1), where the an all
expressions for the current C_l-(_]I I_l-li), C_l-zj) and C_l-g'),are
valid.

A . Thin metallic Im .

W e consider rsta pure nom alm etalas considered in
Ref. :_9 and shown in FJg:; A thin In nom almetalof
length L and width d is attached w ith perfect contacts
w ith zero resistance to a left reservoirw ith localchem ical
potential 1 and a right reservoir wih local chem ical
potential . In a pure nom alm etal system , there is
no spin-accumulation n the Iimit ! 0. That means
that the soin-accum ulation is am all, beJng Jnduoed by the
soin-orbit interaction. From Cl]:), dlZ and (13) we thus
see that contrdbutions from the skew scattering and side—
Jum p scattering to the current are of a higher order in
the spin-orbit scattering than the anom alous current and
can be disregarded. In the case of pure nom alm etals,
In the weak soin-orbit interaction lim it, the current can
thus sin ply be expressed in term s of

3 50+ 3w (14)



w here the anom alous current sin pli es to

A h .

€Jav enD r c: 15)
The e ect ofthe spin-orbit Interaction is consequently to
Induce a transverse soin Hall potential. T he m agnitude
of the soin Hall e ect depends on the system size and
geom etry. If the system size is an aller than the spin—
di usion length, a soin accum ulation cannot build up
w ithin the system , and consequently the spin Halle ect
vanishes. T herefore, we consider the situation when the

Y
d/2 L
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FIG.3: Thethin metallic Im with a contact to reservoir.

system size j%m uch larger than the spin-di usion length,
L e = sy Where the total spin— I relaxation
tin e has contrbutions both due to spin-orbit scattering
and m agnetic In purity scattering, 1= = 1= o, + 1= 4 .
The solution of the di usion equation is sin ilar to the
treatm ent in Ref. -'_9 At distances larger than the spin—
di usion length from the reservoirs, the soin potential
only depend on the transverse y-coordinate. In this
regin e, the general solution of the di usion equation ('§)
has the form

o= C3e' T 4+ e YR (16)

w here c3 and ¢4 are constants to be determ Ined. W e can
determ ine the constants c; and c¢; from the boundary
condition that there isno particlke or spin ow across the
transverseboundaries, eg. the2 2 current n spin-space
m ust satisfy:

3 &k;jy= d=2)=0: 17)

U sing the sim pli ed equations (:_1-41:) and @-5) determ ining
the current,we nd csz and ¢4 and the spatially dependent
transverse soin potential:

r— r

—— h e
2w = ENE N = G=%d) . s
i 8 ke L o + o cosh (@=21;)

T his expression exactly agrees w ith the result onhang:g

sz " * = 1L#E, Cr=C sinh (y=Lks)=cosh (d=21)
when we msert the Drude oconductiviy C =
e (kr )°=6 %m , the anom alous H all conductivity C, =
€ o kr)’=6 ? (the dinensionless = ,hkZ) and the
electric eld in thexdirection Ex, = ( » )=L.In ad-
dition, we use the denti cation between the spin-orbit
soin- Ip relaxation tim e and elastic scattering tin e, Eq.
.

Fomula I_l-§') expresses the transverse spin Halle ect
for thin metallic In s wih anall spin-orbit interaction.
T here are accum ulation of soins directed perpendicular
tothe Imn .Aswe see, the spin-Halle ect vanisheswhen
scattering by m agnetic im purities dom inates the spin—
orbit scattering, o sor @sexpected. W hen m agnetic
In purity scattering is weak, and in the Iim it of a wider

In than the spin-di usion length d lss, we m ake the

observation that them agniude of spin Halle ect is"uni-
@) @

versal', & 2le=2) &) a2):
r
3
@) R L
= ; 19
sH 2 kL 19)

eg. the spin Hall voltage does not depend on the soin—
orbi Interaction constant . By "universal', we m ean
that the soin Hall potential does not depend on the
strength of the soin-orbit scattering potential. This in —
plies that, as long as the scattering o m agnetic in puri-
ties isweak, light metals g Cu, Al willgive a sin ilar
sodn Hallvoltage asheavy m etals (e.g Pt). N ote that the
sodn Hall potential depend on the Fem iwave vector of
the m etal, kg , and thus weakly depends on the type of
nom alm etal through this dependence. The reason for
the "universality" isthat although the spin-H allpotential
is proportional to the spin-orbit scattering it only builds
up w ithin the spin-di usion length which is nversely pro—
portionalto the spin-orbit scattering strength.

This section also illustrates the di erences between
the extrinsic spin-orbi scattering o in purities in nor-
m alm etals, as treated here, and spin-orbit scattering in—
duced by the Rashba term and im purities in the two—
din ensional electron gas form ed in sem iconductor het-
erostructures. In the tw o-din ensionalelectron gas, there
is currently a controversy whether the spin Hall con—
ductivity can reach a universal value in dirty system s,

1 = (8 h), ndependent of the spjn—ofojit scattering
strength. Tn norm alm etals, we see from (15) that the
spin Hall conductivity is not universal, but the spin Hall
voltage ﬁ_l?_;) can be "universal" when scattering o m ag-
netic in purities is weak.

B. Thin m etallic Im in tunneling contacts to
ferrom agnet and norm alm etal.

W e will now consider another transport regine, in
which there isa nite spin-accum ulation present In the
nom alm etaleven in the absence of spin-orbit scattering.
T he spin-accum ulation can be achieved by sandw iching
the nom alm etal between two ferrom agnets when the
system is driven out of equilbrium , see F ig. :ff T here
are tw o extrem e regin es depending on the ratio between
the system length and the spin-di usion length. The st
regin e, when the length is large, (L l¢), does not pro—
vide novel physics since it is sim ilar to the previous ex—
am ple. In this case any spins in pcted from the ferrom ag-
netsw illbe lost, and the system resemblesa pure nom al
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FIG .4: Thethinmetallic In with tunneling contacts T; and
T, to ferrom agnet and nom alm etal.

metalwhere a soin Hall voltage can build up transverse
to the current direction. There is no charge Halle ect
produced by the spin-orbit interaction in the m iddle of
the system in this case. T herefore, we consider the sec—
ond, m ore Interesting regin €, when the nom alm etal is
short, L L) . In this case both soin and charge Hall
potentials can build up transverse to the current direc—
tion govemed by the soin-orbit scattering.

In oxder to further sin plify the com putation of the
di usion equations (E), ('§) we assum e that the nom al
metal is narrow, eg. d lir as well. The di usion
equations then sinplifftor 2 .= Oandr 2 = 0.

In addition, we need theboundary condition ofthe spin
and charge ow through the tunnelcontacts from the fer-
rom agnetic reservoirs into the nom alm etalw ire. T hese
boundary conditions follow from m agnetoelectronic cir-
cuit theory, so that the interface transport can be de-
scrbbed by spin-dependent conductances G and G* for
soin aligned and antialigned to the m agnetization and
a m ixing conductance of re ection G "* for spins in the
nom al m etal,that are non-collinear to the m agnetiza—
tion direction 83 Form ost system s,ReG " MG "*, and
thisw illbe assum ed in the ©llow ing, which sin pli esthe
expressions for charge and spin current®£4. The charge
current along the transport, x, direction through the tun-
neling contact can be w ritten as

el,= G"+G6% LI  oy) G &m0y

(20)
In temm s ofthe localquastequilbrium chem icalpotential
in the ferrom agnet £ and the spin and charge chem ical
potentials In the nom alm etal close to the ferrom agnetic
Interface s&x = 0;y) and & = 0;y). Herem is the
m agnetization ofthe ferrom agnet (jn j= 1).Foratunnel
contact 2ReG "f = G" + G * 22 The spin-current along the

transport, x, direction is then
elo=m [G" G*)(E
2ReG "t

cOiy)+ G"+6G*) I
s0;y): @1)
W e assum e that the spin-orbit interaction isweak, and

expand the charge and spin accum ulations to rst order
jl’l .

c&y) = Dy +

y) = Doy +

w here the zeroth order tem s are the charge and soin ac—
cum ulations in the absence of spin-orbit interaction and

c &X;y); 22)
s X;Y); 23)

the corrections are caused by the spin-orbit Interaction.
F irst, w e com pute the zeroth ordertem sthat corresoond
to = 0. The boundary condition 33 ;y= d=2)=0
ofno current out ofthe transverse edges dictates that the

general solutions C(O) and éo) only vary in the transport

direction: c(o) =qg+t+tar, s(,o) =cot .

N ow we can equate the current through the tunnel con—
tact w ith the current n nom almetalat x = 0. This is
a boundary condition on the ferrom agnet T; (see Fig4).

For the charge current

Ga= G +6M(r @ G &'m g @Y
where the conductance of the nomalmetal is G, =
wd=L, w isthe width ofthe In .For sohh-current
Gocr= G +GHo+m [(G° G (1 @) @5)
At thenom alm etalnom alm etalmnneloontact_Tg (§ee
Fig4) we use the sam e expressions for currents 0), {21)
with G = 6" = G*, and the boundary conditions are
Gl+ta rR)= GoCii (26)

G+ cr)= Gocr: 27)

A fer straightforw ard calculationswe nd

" #

O )= 1 G X Gyt Gtot(L

(X — m ;
° G+GolL Gt’:ot+Gtot ®)
(28)
1
—_— 4 1 1 x
e ®K)=c — —/—+—F— (1 rR)—; (29)
Go G ot G ot L

w here the totale spin-dependent conductances ofthe sys—

tem are given by the resistances in serdes 1=G;O(i) =

1=G"% + 1=G + 1=G,. ¢ can be expressed sin ilarly,
but is not shown here since it does not govem the spin—
orbit Induced correction to the currents which will be
considered next.

Next we introduce spin-orbi interaction which will
produce current correction ﬁ(x;y) so that the full cur-
rent isexpressed as 3 = 3%+ 3. Theboundary condition

J, ¢= d=2)= 0 gives
& b wrt moes & 60
% six j,: d=2 = 2& s(?; @1)
o i e m 2 c2)
% sz d= a=2 = %& éO) 33)

w here we have introduced the total polarization of the

conductance of the system peot (GZOt Gtot)=(G Eot +

G iot) . The derivative of x-com ponent of the correction



to the spin potential is govermed by side—jum p current, y—
com ponent by skew scattering current and z-com ponent
by anom alouscurrent. Inthelimitd L we can expand
the corrections to the chem ical potentials n the anall
param eter (d=L ), so that the solutions can be represented
as

1) (34)
1) (35)

D ue to sim pli ed di usion equationswe w rite

=g+ oz Gy 36)
w o= céi) + cl(i)x+ cz(i)y: (37)
wherei= 0;1.W e are Interesting for coe cjentscz(i) and
(l) because c(l) c=L, cél) cy; 3= 0;1. The
boundary oonthJon on the contact T, gives
Q ' c"+ct o )+G" ct 03v)
N - = S . —_—m . .
@x c k=0 Go c\Ury Go s\Wry)s
@ , c" cf 059) +G"+G# 03v)
= = =7 . )m >z = .
@X s *=0 Go c A% Go s 1A%
4 @ © . .
3ex =7
and sin ilarly for the contact T,. If we consider these
conditions or .= <, s = O we derive (o)

(O)— 0. Conditions @-_ d_3-

3mD G+ G, d

L 2 G Prot 1 R
“x T 3Me g, a
C‘2(1) - om G Prot L R

¥ *G+G, d

W _ h 4 GG 1 R
o 3m D GOGtt+Gtot '

Finally, we have for the spin-orbit induced charge Hall
e ect

GPot 1. RY
) O
; —_— 38
®;y) “5+G. kI 1 (38)
and for the spin Halle ect
(B)(X’y) Em L R Gptot Vi (39)
six ! 3 Y L G+ Gy !
G P
(B) L R ot
2my——mm———V; 40
®;y) x T G+ GOy (40)
" #
(B)(x;y) 4 L R (E'tothot v; @1)
s;z #
ke o L Gt t Got

whereljstzlee]ectronm ean freepath. A swe see from the
equation {_3§) the spin-orbi induced charge Halle ect is

non-zero only fornonzero m agnetization ofthe ferrom ag—
net in the z-direction (direction which is perpendicular
tothe In).Atthe sametin e the sopin-Halle ect ofthe
soins along z, €41), is Jndependent of the m agnetization
direction. So, assum ngm = £0;0;1g the m agnitude of

Halle ect is
d G
;IB) a Ptot R L; “2)
1G+ G, kel
and the spin Halle ect
#
®) d4 Gtothot R L 43)
st 1GoGg, +G6t kel

tot tot

T he spin-orbi induced charge Halle ect vanishes when
the polarization goes to zero, as should be expected. In
com parison, we give the m agniude of spin Halle ect in
pure nom almetal regine in the lin it of d le. As
directly llow s from eq. {18)

&)

s @ o) = 44)

dr .,
1 :
To evaluate the expressions C42. C43) and com pare them
to d44 ) we assum e the conductance at the tunnel barrier
T, equals to the sum of spin-dependent conductances at
thebarrier T;, 0 G = G" + G* and take a typicalvalue
of the polarization of the conductance ofthe system p
G" G')=G"+G*) = 1=2.ThelmtG G, isnot
Interesting because in this case our system w illbe sim ilar
to a pure nom alm etal attached to reservoirs, which was
considered In the previous section. Another lim it G

G, Isalso less interesting due to the sm allinduced volage
across the nom alm etaland consequently vanishing Hall
e ects. So,we considerthem ost interesting caseG = G-
In this case

sH — E . (45)
a1 7
B)
1
H
_ = = 46)
ga w7

W e see from these expressions that both the charge and
the spin Hall e ects are com parable to the spin Hall ef-
fect In the pure nom alm etal regim e attached to leads
w ith perfect nom alm etalcontacts in the regine L Le¢.
A though the m agnitudes of charge and soin Halle ects
have a sim ilar structure in both regin es, they have a dif-
ferent origin In principle. The e ects in this section are
due to skew scattering, side—jum p scattering and anom a—
Joys velociy, while the e ects In the previous section are
due to the anom alous velocity operatoronly. W e treated
In thissection theregined L .W eexpectthatthe spin
Halland the chargeH alle ects Increase theirm agnitudes
s(i " with increasing of d until saturation when
d & sin flary to the case when the spin Halle ect In
pure nom alm etal attains the "universalvalie" C_l- S_i) .



IVv. MICROSCOPIC DERIVATION OF
DIFFUSION EQUATION

We will In this section derive the di usion equa-
tions rigorously from them icroscopoic H am iltonian w ith
the Keldysh G reen’s function technique in the quasi-
classical lim . The nonm agnetic im purity potential
@'_2.’) in tem s of ncident k and scattered k° wave vec—
tors is Vi p k;k°) = ; iexp ik Kri;. Conse
quently, the spin-orbit interaction in this representation
isVe kik) = i(=k)* &k KVmpk K).Thus,
In nom alm etals w th dilute im purities the electrons in—
teract w ith the potentialV k;k%  Vinp + Vet

V k;k% =M vy, k;k9; @7)

w here we have introduced the 2 2 m atrix in spin-space

M 1 2k K): 48)

kg

In addition, the electrons interact w ith m agnetic im pu—
rities @) to be discussed below . G-ux transport theory is
based on the K edysh m alim 2483, m this om alism
the G reen’s function has the form

o
GR K

0

G = 49)

G)> m)

2 i

w here the retarded, advanced and K eldysh G reen’s func—
tions are

G = i ®h ®1); "&)ki;  60)
¢ = +iy ®©h ®1); " &)ki; 61
¥ =  ih[ &®1); T x2)] i: (52)
Here is the form ion annihilation operator, * is the

ferm ion creation operator, both in the Heisenberg pic—
ture, and the coordinate x; denotes both spatialposition
and tine, X; = (x;;t;). Note that the ferm ion annihila—
tion and creation operators are 2-com ponent vectors in
son-space. T he selfenergy has the sam e trdangularm a—
trix structure as the G reen’s fiinction,

AR K

= 0 "B : (53)
W edenote 4 4 matrices in K eldysh space by the sym —
bol"check" () and 2 2 matrices In soin space by the
sym bel "hat" (). Next we de ne the center-ofm ass and
relative variables x = I (x1 + x2); r= x; %, and
Fourder transform w ith respect to the relative coordinate
r In order to obtain the G reen’s function in the m ixed
representation

Gjx)= dre P & &+ r=2;x r=2): (54)

W ewillalso use the -inpegrated (quasiclassical) G reen’s
finction g ;r)= (=) d G (p;r),where = p?=2m

, and n is a unit vector along the momentum at
the Fem i surface m = kr=k¢ J). Let us st con—
sider the current produced by the nom al velocity op-—
erator of the electrons, ﬁN . This current is expressed as
Jv = (e=m)<h "p i, wherep is the m om entum opera—
tor. Introducing the G reen’s functions, the current due
to the nom alvelocity operator is
ry)G* &yixz)i:  (55)

G &) = (r 1

g x1! %
Inserting the Fourder representation of the G reen’s finc-
tion In the quasiclassical approxin ation giyes for the or-
dinary current in the m ixed representationS¢
Z Z
A eN o dn

d" —wn n;r) ;
> G g ¢ )

(56)

w here h::id denotes averaging over im purities and N, is
the density of states at the Fem i level.

T he total current also has contributions caused by the
anom alous velociy operatpr. This contrbution to the
current can be expressed®%84 as

z Z o
dn dn

> " 4—h<7so(n;no)g(no;r)iK

A eNo

Jav =

67)

T he anom alous current caused by the spin-orbit interac—
tion is

Vs (X) Vo) & Ly ®); 58)
© dp hk? me

In Fourier space,

O ;KO = A K T Vinp JK%= N Vi kKO

hkZ
(59)

w here we have introduced the 2 2 m atrix in spin-space

N " K) : 60
T k ) (60)
T he challenge isnow to nd the average, I¥s, (0 ;0 O)gi.

N ote that this is di erent than the average G reen’s func—
tion appearing In the contribution from the nom alveloc-
ity operator {?6) . In the anom alous current J,'_5§), a prod—
uct ofthe spin-orbit scattering potentialand the G reen’s
function, both of which depends on the im purity con g-—
uration has to be evaluated, and in general one should
expect that Ws,gi € hos,ihgi. Using thﬁ D yson equation
hgi= g+ g hgiand o gi= NM ! Vg we ndthe
result

wegi= NM 1 hgi: (61)
T he selfenergy part /bcan bg expressed In the Bom ap-—
\?g\//\ and has one contribution
due to scattering o non-m agnetic in purties and two

. N A
proxin ation as =



contrbutions due to the spin-orbit interaction, n) = selfenergy due to scattering o m agnetic im purities w i1l
o)+ Doyt P n)+ 4 ), where leads to sin ple additional spin— P relaxation term s in
the spin di usion equation. In nom alm etals, the re—

tarded com ponent of G reen’s function equals & = 1,

- = 05 .

SRR 62 ana e = ¢ = 1. By evaliating the Kelysh com -
) ih 2 o o . ponent Eq. {61) the anom om alous current is given as
g = bt ogn’ e oi, 63)

h ~ 1 A i R R AA
g = Z—hg(no) @ )+ hecd, : (64) Jap = BSMah g dndnd\M T[oL 2)g8 0+

r 2~ n° n%*n n° if Hrm  nd+
Scattering by m agnetic inpuni:e"s(fi) do not cause ad— ( 19" 07 ) SRR )

ditionaltem s in the expressions for the current density, ~o )¢t (Ogl+ hc ©7)
but gives an additionalcontribution the the electron self-
energy
W e consider transport in the di use transport regim e. In
11X o . the di usive regin e, characterized by vy L (L isthe
sn 223 1hg 01,0 %7 63)  system size) the G reen’s fanction is aln ost isotropicd,

i and we can then expand the G reen’s function in form of

where the spin- i relaxation tin e due to m agnetic in—  S0tropic and nonisotropic parts,
purity scattering is
Z Z
1 8 dn " - A
= S NmNoSE+ 1) —Vm b ) F; (66) d"¢® @n)= " @)+ 1 )n: (68)

sm
Ng, isthe concentration of the m agnetic im purities and -,
S is the quantum spin number of the inpurity. The A fter Integrating of the om ula C_6}) we have the result

8 9
Ao &N, S oo X X o a
Jav = Tk ( noh )£ + e ik Pr(P3Tx)E2 + Tr("x i) Es] (69)
Fo. . . r
i Jjk

where Tr(:::) denotes the sum of diagonal elem ents of a m atrix and the spin-orbit interaction strength dependent
functions f; ( ) are

Z
n?%)? 0n;)> 0%)? dn dn®
_ _ 2 Z 4 X -
f; = + 9+ o ) 1+ 23 % 1 4 (70)

2 03)° @9 @) 0 @5 dn dn®

f, = —+2°2 71
z 9 1+ 251 n%% 4 4 =
2 2 0200+ 2 2 2 102 102 912 gn dn?®
£ = 242 i) @) (rllk) n3)° @) ) dn dn” 72)
3 1+ 25 nF 4 4
[
In the lim it of weak spin-orbit interaction ( 1) we sical G reen’s function, the E ilenberger equation.
thus nd the current contribution due to the anom alous
veloicty operator hver hgi+ i ;hgi = 0; (74)
. N, . " wherevy isFemmy velosity. W ew illin the follow Ing om it

Jav =

J1 J1 (73) the in purity average sym boland only in plicity w rite av—
eraging over m om entum kK or K. W e calculate K eldysh

W e have now fund the fill expression for the current com ponents of the various selfenergy com m utators. For

density i tem s of the distrbution finctions and we scattering o non-m agnetic im puritieswe obtain thewelk-

w illnow proceed to com pute the di usion equation. The  Known result:

starting point in calculating the G reen’s function is the . K h

equation ofm otion for the in purity averaged quasiclas— i g =- ¢ g (75)



For soin-orbit scattering, which gives rise to side—jum p

and skew -skattering, ushgh* @ n)* @ n%i,= 1
we nd
jh 2 2

A2 N2

QR = 5 i; "@r = 5 1 (76)
and
h ik nz o2
i S‘i);g = — §@K+ ~ n no)qK (no)A(nO n)

(77)

Simibrly, usng @ n%i = 0, we nd "&F =
"&™ = 0and
h ik o
i 89 =— & a% a ) ~a O an

(78)
In the di usive transport regin e, we use the representa-
tion
o= ot st 79)
Em plying {_7-§), we nd after ax}rleragjn%overm om entum ,
A (1 R K
the expression for s(g) i da" s%) ;9 ,where " isthe
energy spectrum of the system :

h i

A ih

o= 5 nh MN+n ) ; (80)
h i

~ 2h ?

& = S+ Mo 9+ fin ©81)

Sin ilarly, orm agnetic in purity scattering, from @5) we
nd

ih ih
B 82
an 2 an 2 (82)
N ih
Is<m: 5 ci s© 7 (83)
2 &
and
~ h N h |
sm = — st Jin e 84)
sm am

A fter substitution of (73), $81), (8d), §4) into Eilen-
berger equation C_7§) and averaging overdn we nd

N 8% 1 .
EVFI‘ J1 t+ 9—+— sV =0: (85)
sm
|
A 2
o o Jav (£) = eﬁ}fFVFf 7T T T

;€1 3k ijk[(Kl()fZ()

D i usion equations forboth spin and charge distribution

Ko()f3())rx ;51 a1 ()Es3()

N _e;:t, we nd a second equation by averaging overdn the
{74) m ultiplated by n

2
v T ot L+ %)ﬁ;
LG oM+ ) =o0 86)

Eqg. C_§§') can be solved to give

f= ¥ Egesr Nt Kar () K (Pr) o+
K, Kpt@ I 87)
where
4 2
K, = ; 88
B+ 22)2 4 ®8)
2 3+ 2 2
K, = (89)

G+2232 42°

W e now use the representation {_é§‘) to nd from 6':5-6) the
current caused by the nom alvelocity operator

Z
eN, dn
—Vr
2 4

eNoVF

J1: (90)

@)= (" + fin) =

A fter substitution I_é]‘) Into equation abovewe nd nally
that there are three contributions to the current density
from the nom alvelocity operator:

)= T+ g+ )
w here
A eND 1 N
= r
Jo 2 1+ 2 2=3" °©
27+ 36 2+ 20 1 (A} L
r
33+2 2)1+2 )3 22) °
A B+2 %)eN,D
Jsy = G+ 2 2) 42(r)s (92)
A eN D
Jss = 22+2 +1 r ) (93)
A Iso using expression for 3“1 Q_B-Z:) we can rew rite the for-
mula for anom alous current (69) like

st 7 r . H()+

K2()f2()r 5 sxlg (94)

functions can be derived directly from the equation @-_')



r? .=0 (95)
2 %+ 3)°D . s 4 2D
r = —+ r (r :
@ 2+3)2 42 T ezraeg 4zt o
(96)
In the lim i of weak spin-orbit J'nteractjop ( 1) we

obtain the sin pli ed di usion equations (55 and ('6:) and
1 'I

the sin p]J. ed express:on forthe current density (d), @0),
Cl]: 612 and Cl3

V. CONCLUSIONS

W ehavederived di usion equations for spin and charge
ow In nom alm etals and the associated expression for
the soin and charge currents. The total current con—
sists of four contributions: O rdinary current, anom alous
current, side—jm p current and skew scattering current.
T hese m acroscopic di usion equations, allow s com puta—
tion of charge Hall voltages and spin Hall voltages in
pure nom alm etals or hybrid ferrom agnet-nom alm etal
system s.

W e have considered tw o experin ental relevant geom e—
tries and calculated Hall and soin-H all voltages in the
case of weak spin-orbit interaction. In pure norm alm et—
als wih no ferrom agnetic contacts, there is no charge

10

Halle ect due to the spin-orbit interaction, and the spoin
Halle ect is caused by the anom alous current, in agree—
ment wih the observation in Ref. :_23 In this geom e—
try, we have m ade the additional observation that the
soin H all voltage reaches and "universal" value indepen—
dent of the strength of the spin-orbi interaction, when
spin- Ip scattering due to soin-orbit scattering dom inates
soin— I scattering due to m agnetic im purities. W hen
a soinpolarized current is inected into a nom alm etal

In, both a Hall voltage and a soin Hall voltage exist.
T he m agniude of the Hall voltage is govemed by side-
Jum p, skew scattering and anom alous currents w hen the
system is shorter than the spin-di usion length. For sys—
tem s longer than the spin-di usion length, the Hallvol-—
age vanishes, and the spin Hall e ect resum es the value
dom inated by the anom alous current. In the intem e-
diate regin e, the com petition between skew scattering,
side—jim p scattering and anom alousvelocity operatorde—
term Ines the spin Halland charge H all voltages.
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