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D ephasing in R ashba spin precession along m utlichannelquantum w ires and

nanotubes
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CoherentRashba spin precession along interacting m ulti-m odequantum channelsisinvestigated,

revisiting thetheory ofcoupled Tom onaga-Luttingerliquids.W eidentify susceptibilitiesasthekey-

param etersto govern exponentsand Rashba precession lengths.In sem iconducting quantum wires

spinsofdi�erenttransportchannelsare found to dephase in theirrespective precession angleswith

respecttooneanother,asaresultoftheinteraction.Thiscould explain theexperim entaldi�cultyto

realize theD atta D astransistor.In singlewalled carbon nanotubes,on theotherhand,interactions

are predicted to suppressdephasing between the two 
avorm odesatsm alldoping.

PACS num bers:71.10.Pm ;71.70.Ej;72.25.D c;73.21.Hb;73.22.-f

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

Rashba precession1 ofspinsand its m anipulation has
been studied intensively2 in recentyears,aim ing to con-
trolthecoherentpropagation ofelectron spins.O negoal
is to realize a spin transistor3; another interesting op-
tion could be to switch between singlet and triplet en-
tangled statesfordirecting,forexam ple,noisestatistics4

or for quantum com puting. Despite of m ajor e�orts,
m anipulation of coherent Rashba precession could not
be dem onstrated experim entally yet in the polarizer{
analyzertypetransportarrangem ent.Rashba spin split-
ting occurs near surfaces in the presence ofinternalor
externally applied sym m etry breaking electric�eldsper-
pendicular to the transport direction1. Spins precess
when injected outofthe spin-orbiteigendirections.Any
dephasing along the structure lim its successfultransis-
tor operation. O ne im portant dephasing m echanism in
spin-orbitactive structuresofm ore than one dim ension
arises due to m om entum random izing scattering events
by im purities(elastically),by phonons(inelastically)5,or
by electron-electron scattering events6.O ne-dim ensional
structurescon�ne the direction ofpropagation,thusre-
ducing this source ofdephasing m echanism 7. Already
in theiroriginalproposal3 Datta and Dastherefore sug-
gested to use clean one-dim ensionalstructures for the
spin-orbitactive m edium . The currentwork focuseson
quantum wiresand assum esabsence ofm om entum ran-
dom izingscatteringevents.Nospin relaxing m echanism s
(in thesensethato�-diagonalentriesofthespin density
m atrix decay)willbe considered here.
M ost quantum wires of current experim ents accom -

m odate m ore than one transport channelat the Ferm i
energy. This holds true also for single walled carbon
nanotubes(NT)whereatleasttwo 
avorchannelscarry
(spin) current. In NT spin transport has been estab-
lished experim entally8 and studied theoretically9.O ther
experim entalm ultichannelsystem s consist ofarrays of
quantum wiresfabricated arti�cially in parallelatclose
proxim ity10. In any m ultichannelwire the interesting
question ariseswhether Rashba spin phasesincrease by
equalam ountsalong di�erentchannelsornot.Provided
the kinetic energy dispersion is strictly parabolic, de-
scribed by a com m on e�ectivecarrierm assin each chan-
nelasin m ostsem iconducting quantum wires,onewould

expect equalspin phases in allchannels as a result of
the linearsplitting by the Rashba energy3,so thattheir
probabilitiesto enterthe spin selective drain contactall
add up.W eshalldem onstratethatCoulom b interactions
between charged electrons a�ect their spin propagation
propertiesand ultim ately destroy the phaserelationship
ofRashba precessing spinsbetween channelsin quantum
wires (Q W ) fabricated on the basis ofsem iconducting
m aterial. This lim its operation ofthe Datta Das spin
transistor. In m etallic single walled nanotubes,on the
other hand,with their linear kinetic energy dispersion,
spins dephase between m odes already without account-
ing forinteractions;rem arkably,in thiscasewe�nd that
the Coulom b interaction suppresses this single particle
dephasing between the two 
avorm odes,particularly at
sm alldoping,thus facilitating coherent spin precession
along NT.

II.IN T ER A C T IN G M U LT IM O D E Q U A N T U M

W IR ES

Before addressing the e�ect of spin-orbit coupling
let us �rst discuss the (possibly screened) Coulom b
interactions within and between transport channels.
O ne-dim ensionalsystem sare particularly susceptible to
electron-electron interactions,even when weak11. Nei-
ther in sem iconducting Q W 12 nor in NT13;14 interac-
tionscan bedisregarded.Contrary to higherdim ensions
they show up,for exam ple,as nonuniversalpower laws
atlow energies.The m ostconvenienttheoreticalfram e-
work is the Bosonic Tom onaga{Luttingerliquid (TL)15

developed since the sem inalwork by Haldane16. How-
ever,a priori,itisnotclearin how fartheTL-m odelcan
beapplied tom ultichannelsituations.Strictly equivalent
m odesofequalparticle densitiesand interaction m atrix
elem ents,forexam ple,tend to stabilizea gapped charge
or spin density,non-TL low energy phase17 due to the
appearance of relevant (in the sense of a perturbative
renorm alization group treatm ent)m om entum conserving
interm ode backscattering processes.O n the otherhand,
m ostrealsystem slacksuch astrictequivalenceofm odes.
In m ultichannelquantum wiresparticledensitiesdi�erat
given Ferm ienergy,and even system sofRef.10 without
�ne tuning ofdensities,or the two 
avor m odes ofNT
atnotexactzero doping cease to be strictly equivalent.
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Here,we therefore focus on the generic case ofunequal
m odeswhich areexpected to stay in thegap-lesslow en-
ergy TL phase.
In thisphase M atveev and G lazm an (M G )have com -

puted a power law for the density ofstates ofspin-less
electronsatthe end ofthe n-th m ode18:

�n(!)� !�n ; (1)

generalizingthesinglechannelcase11;16;19.M G obtained
theexponents�n within a pureplasm on m odelby m od-
eling the charge density 
uctuations as coupled har-
m onicstrings.Plasm on velocitiess‘ and the norm alized
eigenm odes
n‘,asobtained from thedynam icalm atrix,
determ ine18

�M G

n = � 1+
X

‘

j
n‘j
2s‘=vn ; (2)

vn is the Ferm ivelocity in the n-th channel. This ap-
proach m erelyaccountsforlongwavelength chargeprop-
erties and can shown to be equivalent to the random
phaseapproxim ation (RPA)to plasm on velocities20 gen-
eralized to coupled m odes21. Ithas been pointed out22

thattheRPA resultdeservesim provem entatsm allparti-
cledensities.M oreover,itdisregardsexchangeprocesses
and spin,and tacitly presum es‘super’G alileiinvariance
ofevery channelindividually,as discussed below. Spin
properties and exchange are known to depend on short
wavelength propertiesofthe interaction23.
Forgiven m icroscopicinteraction theparam etersofthe

singlechannelTL m odel,and therewith sound velocities
and exponents,have been obtained from hom ogeneous
and static susceptibilities22,exploiting exact therm ody-
nam ic relations16;15;24. These susceptibilities, in turn,
can be com puted to high accuracy by standard m any-
body techniquesfrom theunderlyingFerm ion m odel,be-
yond the RPA orperturbative accuracies.Thisway the
asym ptotic behavior of correlation functions has been
determ ined in the 1D Hubbard m odelfrom the Bethe
Ansatz ground state energy E 0

24. In the G alilei in-
variant charge sector of Q W only the com pressibility

� =
�

L @
2
E 0

@N 2

�� 1
is required (N is the particle num ber

and L the system length)to �x the exponentparam eter
K � =

p
��vF=2. In spin sectorSU(2) spin rotation in-

varianceenforcesK � = 1(cf.,e.g.,Refs.15and 25).Asa
furtherim portantproperty ofonedim ension chargeand
spin density wave excitations are expected to separate
and m oveatdi�erentvelocities16.Evidence forthishas
been found in recentexperim ent10.Spin velocitiesofQ W
havebeen deduced from quantum M onteCarlo m agnetic
susceptibilities26. Here we generalize thisa priori exact
therm odynam icapproach tocoupled channels.Spinscan
be incorporated as separate s = � m odes which allows
to accounteven fornon SU(2)invariantsituations,asit
arisesforexam plein the presenceofa Zeem an-�eld27.
From them icroscopicpointofview weconsiderthe1D

system

H =
X

n;k;s

�n(k)c
y

n;k;s
cn;k;s +

1

2L
� (3)

X

k;s;k0;s0;q

c
y

n1;k� q;s
c
y

n2;k0+ q;s0
Vn1n2n3n4

(q)cn3;k
0;s0cn4;k;s

:

Ferm iannihilation operatorscn;k;s referto wavevectork
and spin s ofm oden.Assum ing electron wavefunctions
oftheproductform � ’n(x? )eikx=

p
L (fora discussion

ofthisproductassum ption cf.Ref.22)weobtain

Vn1n2n3n4
(q)=

2e2

"

Z

dx?

Z

dx0? � (4)

’
�
n1
(x? )’

�
n2
(x0? )’n3

(x0? )’n4
(x? )K 0(jqjjx? � x

0
? j)

from the3D-Coulom b interaction between electrons,"is
the dielectric constant ofthe m aterialsurrounding the
wire. The Vn1n2n3n4

can be expressed analytically for
m any cross sections ofphysicalrelevance28;29. Som e of
theVn1n2n3n4

vanish by sym m etry:forexam ple,angular
m om entum conservation on a cylindersurface ofNT re-
quiresn1 + n2 = n3 + n4,or

P

i
ni m ustbe even in Q W

ofm irrorsym m etriccrosssection.‘Direct’term sm ay be
approxim ated asV Q W

nn0n0n
(q)� e

2

"
e~qK 0(~q)orV N T

nn0n0n(q)�
2e

2

"
I0(rjqj)K 0(rjqj)atq� 1 largerthan thediam eter(Q W )

d orthe radiusr (NT).Atsm allq both revealthe sam e
logarithm icincreasewhich eventually willbescreened by
rem ote m etallic gates.In the aboveform ulae I� and K �

are Besselfunctions and ~q = d2q2=8. ‘Exchange’term s
between the lowesttwo m odes ofparabolically con�ned
Q W are V Q W

1212
(q)= e

2

"
~qe~q(K 1(~q)� K0(~q))28 while in NT

thetwolowestdegenerate
avorm odeshaveangularm o-
m entum zero and interact� VN T

1111(q).
The Boson m odel16,describing gapless excitations of

Ferm ions in a 1D wire oflength L (periodic boundary
conditions)in thevicinity oftheFerm ienergy,takesthe
form

H =
X

q6= 0

�

H (1)

q + H (2)

q

�

+
�

4L

�
~N vN

~N + ~JvJ
~J

�

(5)

when generalized to M m odes. Bold letters indicate
M � M m atrices and the com ponents of vectors refer
to m odes1 � n � M .In Eq.(5)

H (1)

q =
�

L

X

r= �

~%r(q)(v +
V

(1)

�
)~%r(� q)

H (2)

q =
�

L

X

r= �

~%r(q)(
V

(2)

�
)~%� r(� q) (6)

describe excitations of right/left (r = + =� ) going
Bosonic density 
uctuations %rn(q) at wave num bers
q 6= 0. Topologicalexcitations[lastterm in Eq.(5)]de-
scribechangesin theground stateenergy when particles
N n orcurrentsJn are added to m ode n atq = 0. This
second partofEq.(5)isim portantin thepresentcontext
and is governed by generalized hom ogeneousand static
com pressibilitiesand (Drude)conductivities:

(vN )nn0 =
2L

�

@2E 0

@N n@N n0

and (vJ)nn0 =
2L

�

@2E 0

@Jn@Jn0

;

(7)

respectively.They generalizecorresponding TL param e-
tersforsingle channels15 (E 0 isthe ground state energy
ofthe interacting electron system )and govern the com -
pletelow energy physics.Asin thesinglechannelcase16

2



vN and vJ arerelated totheinteractionsbetween density

uctuationsin Eq.(6),m oving in the sam e

V
(1)
=� = (vN + vJ)=2� v (8)

oropposite

V
(2)
=� = (vN � vJ)=2 (9)

directions,assum ing �n(k)= �n(� k)and thusFerm ive-
locities (v)nn0 = vn�nn0 ofequalm agnitudes at either
Ferm ipoint.
Im portantly,allentriesofvN and vJ areobservable,at

leastin principle,and m ustthereforeagreein Bosonic(5)
or Ferm ionic [Eq.(3) togetherwith (7)]representation.
Thisallowsdeduction V (1) and V (2) by standard m any-
body techniques from the given m icroscopic interaction
(4)through Eqs.(7| 9). Therefore vN and vJ (and not
exponentsasoften assum ed forsingle channelquantum
wires)aretheprincipleparam etersgoverningthelow en-
ergy physicsin them ultichannelcase.They establish the
quantitative link to the m icroscopic Ferm ion m odel(3).
Forrealquantum wiresself-consistentHartree-Fock22;30,
diagram m atic23,orM onte Carlo techniques26 wereused
to deduce TL param etersfrom a m icroscopic m odelfor
electron-electron interaction potential. As a �rst ap-
proach to m ultichannelswe rely on the perturbative ap-
proxim ation below,which,when including theFock term
(as crucial in spin sector), proves already as superior
to the often used random phase approxim ation20 to TL
param eters22.
Them atricesvN and vJ re
ectsym m etriesofthe sys-

tem underperm utationsofm odes. O ne im portantcase
are equivalent m odes when (v)nn0 = v�nn0 in Eq.(6),
and vN and vJ both are cyclic m atrices. Then Eq.(5)
can be diagonalized and the Bogoliubov transform ation
solving forplasm on velocitiesand exponentscan be car-
ried outseparately in each ofthe resulting independent
‘norm alm ode’TL (twoequivalentchannels,forexam ple,
can be separated trivially into independent%1 + %2 and
%1 � %2 m odes).Anothersym m etry isG alileiinvariance
(observed in Q W and NT) for which TrvJ =

P

n
vn

31

staysindependentofinteractions.Thehighersym m etry,
wheretheground stateenergychangesonlyby thetrivial
kinetic part,independently ofthe interaction strength,
under boosting any individualchannel,Jn ! Jn + �n,
we call‘super’G alileiinvariance.Itim pliesvJ = v,i.e.,
V

(1) = V
(2) which in generalisnotobserved by Eq.(3)

though tacitly assum ed often in theoreticalwork.
O fcentralim portanceisthesingleparticledensity m a-

trix h n(x) 
y

n0(0)iwhich can be evaluated from Eq.(5)
using Boson operatorsanq =

p
2�=Ljqj

P

r
�(rq)% rn(q)

with [anq ;a
y

n0q0]= �nn0�qq0,generalizing thesinglechan-
nelcase16;15. New Boson operators bnq eventually di-

agonalize H (1)
q + H

(2)
q . They are obtained via a Bogoli-

ubov transform ation readingin them ulticom ponentcase�
~a
y

~a

�

=
�
u v

v u

��~by
~b

�

. Here,the M � M m atrices u and

v m ustsatisfy (w [vuv� 1(w vuv� 1)t� v(w v)t])ll0 = �ll0

where w = (vuv� 1u � v
2)� 1 and tindicatesthe trans-

pose.Thiscondition isful�lled when

u = R c R and v = R sR ; (10)

provided R is orthogonal, and cll0 = �ll0 cosh#l and
sll0 = �ll0 sinh#l are diagonalm atrices,1 � l;l0 � M .
The 1

2
M (M � 1)realparam etersofR and theM angles

#l arefound from the 1

2
M (M + 1)equations

(c s)
 

~V
(2)

=� ~v + ~V
(1)

=�

~v + ~V
(1)

=� ~V
(2)

=�

! �
c

s

�

= 0 : (11)

Here, the tilde connotes rotated sym m etric m atrices,
~A = R

� 1
A R = ~A

t.
Finally,the M eigenvaluesof

(c s)
 

~v + ~V
(1)

=� ~V
(2)

=�

~V
(2)

=� ~v + ~V
(1)

=�

! �
c

s

�

; (12)

with the outcom e of Eq. (11) inserted for c, s,
and R , are the (generalized) plasm on velocities of
P

q6= 0

�

H
(1)
q + H

(2)
q

�

. The sam e sequence of transfor-

m ationsdoesnot,in general,diagonalizethe topological
excitationswhich explainswhy coupled TLscannotnec-
essarily be decom posed into independent ‘norm alm ode
TLs’.
Equations(7| 12)allow to calculatethe (asym ptotic)

powerlaw behaviorofany Ferm ion function,cf.Eq.(18)
below.Thiscom pletesthe solution forlow energy prop-
ertiesin m ulti-m odeelectron liquidsin 1D.In the(super{
G alileiinvariant)specialcase,(V (1))nn0 = (V (2))nn0 =
V0 foralln and n0,theensuing open boundary exponent
aswellastheplasm on velocitiesEq.(12)agreewith the
resultsofRef.18.Asstated above,thepresentapproach
includesspinsthrough separatem odess= � 1.
W ith SU(2)spin rotation invariancecharge-spin sepa-

rationcontinuestooccurin m ultichannelsystem s,sothat
introducing the additionalindex � = �;� forthe charge
and spin sector,respectively,rendersvN and vJ block di-
agonal.Furtherm ore,thechiralSU(2)� SU(2)sym m etry
ofthe ferm ionic m odelatlow energiesprovidesseparate
spin rotation invariance ofrightand leftm overs,giving
rise to vN � = vJ� in spin sector. Very strong spin-orbit
coupling willspoilcharge-spin separation in general. In
Q W ,however,chargeand spin arem ixed only to theor-
derO (�5)32 which therefore is rarely expected to be of
im portance [cf.Eq.(13)below,� is the spin-orbitcou-
pling param eter].In NT,on theotherhand,charge-spin
separation is already broken to the order O (�). Here,
the very sm allvalue of�,expected from the sm allcar-
bonm ass,leavesthisbreakinglessim portantand justi�es
calculating Rashba precession lengthsto the leading or-
derin �.W ith charge-spin separation Rashbaprecession
iscontrolled solely by the spin sector� = � where,from
now on,the index n runsonly overM spatialm odes.

III.R A SH B A SP IN P R EC ESSIO N LEN G T H

W e address the physicalsituations referred to in the
Introduction by studying two m odelsystem s: Q W for
quantum wires and NT for nanotubes. In Q W the sin-
gleparticlekineticenergy dispersion m ay beregarded as
�Q W

n (k)= �n + k2=2m e where�n aresubband energiesand
m e isthe e�ective m ass.The Rashba spin-orbitenergy

3



H so = �(�xkz � �zk); (13)

deem ed as independent ofthe m ode index,adds a lin-
ear contribution � �k and splits �Q W

n (k) into two equal
parabolasintersecting attheorigin (thisstatem entholds
strictly true only for not unrealistically strong spin or-
bitcoupling strengths,� � vn,asdiscussed above32;33).
Both branches are indexed by the electron spin projec-
tion perpendicular to the wire axes, taken as the z-
direction for convenience (the x-axes points along the
wire). W ithin each m ode, at the Ferm i energy, the
spin splitting yieldsa �nitedi�erenceofFerm im om enta
kn" � kn# = 2�m e which,asim portantproperty ofthe
Q W case,does not depend on n. Spins initially polar-
ized alongthex-axesthereforeprecessonceoveralength
4�=jkn" � kn#j= 2�=�m e,equalin allchannels.
Theothersystem weconsiderarem etalliccarbon nan-

otubes(NT).Here,spin-orbitcoupling34 arise predom i-
nantly from thecurvatureofthetubesurface,cf.Ref.35;
in 
at graphite layers it vanishes by m irror sym m etry.
The kinetic energy dispersion m ay be taken as�N T

n (k)=
� f�n + vF[jkF � kj�(k)+ jkF + kj�(� k)]g,disregarding,
for sim plicity,parabolic parts ofthe dispersion close to
the subband bottom sat�n.Here,kF denotesthe Ferm i
m om entum atzerodopingand vF theFerm ivelocity.For
every n there existtwo di�erent
avorbranchesb= � 1,
depending on them agnitudejkj>

<
jkFj,ofoppositeveloc-

itiesatgiven sign ofk.Adding H so from Eq.(13)yields
di�erences kn" � kn# = 2�(�F � �n + bvFkF)=(v2F � �2)
at the Ferm i energy, and therefore Rashba precession
lengths,depending now on n and,additionally,on b.
So far we considered independent electrons for Q W

and NT. It has been shown recently that electron-
electron interactions in
uence and actually enhance
Rashbaprecession in 2D structures36 and in singletrans-
portchannels32.To calculateRashba lengthson the ba-
sisofthem ultichannelTL m odel(5)requiresexpressing
Eq.(13)in Bosevariables.Asin singlechannels32 H so is
found to be proportionalto the spin currentsJn;�. The
expressions

H Q W

so = � �m e

X

n

vnJn;� (14)

and

H N T

so = � �vF

X

n

�n < j�F j

�F � �n + bvFkF

v2
F
� �2

Jn;� ; (15)

however,di�er in the two cases,Q W and NT,as can
be checked in the lim it ofvanishing interaction,when
(vN �)nn0 = (vJ�)nn0 = vn�nn0 in Eq.(5)reproducesthe
Rashba precession lengths 2�=jkn" � kn#jin individual
Q W orNT channels,respectively (H so isasingleparticle
operatorand does notdepend on the Coulom b interac-
tion).
W ith Eqs.(14)or(15)we are now in the position to

calculate

f(L)=
1

M

X

nn0

h
�
 n"(L)+  n#(L)

��
 
y

n0"
(0)+  

y

n0#
(0)

�
i;

(16)

em ployingthewellknown BosonrepresentationforFerm i
operators ns(x)

16.In thespiritoftheDatta-Dassetup3

the quantity f(L)can be interpreted as the probability
am plitude to m easure an electron atx = L with itsini-
tialspin polarization parallelto the x-axes,provided it
wasinjected atx = 0 with equalprobability am plitudes
intoalloccupied channels.Theresultcan berepresented
as

f(L)=
X

nn0

gnn0(L)cos(�L=�n): (17)

Asindicated in theprevioussectiontheasym ptoticpower
law decay ofthe two point function gnn0(x) � jxj� �n n 0

can beexpressed through thesolutionsofEq.(11)forR
and ~#:

�nn0 = �nn0 + 2
X

j

R njR n0jsinh
2
#j : (18)

Equation (18)generalizesthe known resultforthe elec-
tron G reen function ofsingle channels11;16. By virtue
ofconform alinvariance the tim e dependence can be de-
duced,yielding the open boundary exponent

�n = � 1+
X

n0

R 2
nn0e� 2#n

0 (19)

forthe density ofstates[Eq.(1)].
Equation (17)allowsto read o� theinverseprecession

lengths

1

�
Q W

n

=
�m e

�

X

n0

(v� 1
J� )nn0vn0 (20)

and

1

�N T

n

=
�vF

�

X

n
0

�
n
0< j�F j

(v� 1
J� )nn0 (21)

�
�F � �n0 + bvFkF

v2
F
� �2

;

afterwhich spinsreversetheirpolarization in channeln.
W e see that the �n are governed by the m atrices vJ�

ofspin conductivities. W ithout electron-electron inter-
action (vJ�)nn0 = vn�nn0 so that �Q W

n = � stay equal
in allchannels ofQ W [Eq.(20)]. This would yield op-
tim um transistor operation as discussed before. Inter-
actions,however,alter the diagonalentries and, addi-
tionally,generate o�-diagonalentries in vJ�,describing
the coupling between channels. In general�Q W

n becom e
n-dependentsothatdi�erentchannelsdephase.Rem ark-
ably,asdem onstrated now,interactionsreduce spin de-
phasing in the two lowest 
avorm odes ofsingle walled
NT [Eq.(21)],com pared to itsm agnitudein theabsence
ofinteractions.

IV .P ER T U R B A T IV E EST IM A T E

Su�ciently weak interactionscan justify theperturba-
tiveestim atetovJ�.Crucialisthem agnitudeofnonzero
Fouriercom ponents,which even in m etallicNT aresm all
com pared to the Ferm ivelocity,since the (large)q = 0
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com ponent of the interaction does not a�ect the spin
sector and is properly accounted for on the RPA level.
Im posing SU(2)sym m etry [naivelow orderperturbation
theory violatesSU(2)invariance22]resultsin

(vN �)nn0 = (vJ�)nn0 = [vn � fVnnnn(2kn)

+
X

j6= n

Vnjnj(kn + kj)� Vnjnj(kn � kj)g=2�]�nn0

� [Vnn0nn0(kn � kn0)=2�](1� �nn0): (22)

Here,kn denotesthe Ferm im om entum ofm ode n37.

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

1 1.5 2 2.5

a

j�

2

� �

1

j

�

(0)

�

F

QW

0

0.5

1

0 1 2 3 4

b

|λ2 − λ1|

λ(0)

ǫF

ω0

NT

FIG .1. D i�erence j�2 � � 1j=�
(0) versus Ferm i energy

�F=!0 in units ofthe subband energy !0 for two channels,

cf.m ain text.In Q W (a)interactionsalwayscausedephasing

between both m odeswhile in single walled NT (b)dephasing

between thetwo 
avorm odescan besigni�cantly suppressed

atsm alldopingcom pared tothenoninteractingcase(dashed).

Figure1(a)showstheresultingdi�erencej�2� �1j=�
(0)

of Rashba lengths relative to this length �(0) in the
absence ofinteractions in a two-channelQ W ofwidth
d = aB =

p
2 (aB is the Bohr radius). This phase di�er-

encecan exceed 30% and decreasesonly when �F and the
carrierdensity increase so that the interaction strength
dim inishes.W eseethatdephasing nevervanisheswithin
the regim e ofvalidity ofthe perturbationalapproach at
not too sm allcarrier densities in the second subband,
�F >

� 1:15!0 [note thatforharm onic con�ning potential
thethird subband (notincluded here)becom esoccupied
above �F=!0 > 2]. Experim entally,itm ightbe possible
to disentangletwo Rashba periodsand thus,by m onitor-
ing theirdependenceon theinteraction strength (carrier
density),verifythepredicted dephasingm echanism when
two channelsareoccupied.FortheDatta Dastransistor
based on sem iconductorQ W sthisresultclearly suggests
to use only the lowestsubband.
In Figure 1(b) the di�erence of Rashba lengths of

the two lowest (degenerate) 
avor m odes of m etallic
single wall arm chair (m ;m ) NT is seen for m = 5
[subband energies �1 = �2 = 0, the Ferm i m om enta
k
f
1

2
g
= m =

p
3r � �F=vF, r is the tube radius, and

e2="vF � 2:714],relativeto thesplitting �(0) atzero dop-
ing. Dephasing can shown to be suppressed logarithm i-
cally � �F=[c1� c2 ln(�F=!0)]+ O (�3

F
)atsm alldoping (c1

and c2 depend on the tube radiusand c2 vanishes with
the interaction),com pared to the interaction free case
(dashed)where c1 = m =2. Thissuggeststhe use ofsin-
glewalled NT closeto theneutrality point38 forcoherent
Rashba precession along both 
avorchannels39.

V .SU M M A R Y

W ehavecalculated Rashba spin precession lengths�n
in m ultim ode quantum wires, accounting for electron-
electron interactions,usingtheBosonization m ethod.To
thisend wehavedeveloped an in principleexactdescrip-
tion fortheTL phaseofcoupled quantum channelsthat
allows the inclusion spin. G eneralized charge and spin
com pressibilitiesand conductivitiesare identi�ed asthe
key param eters to determ ine the power law exponents
and to establish quantitative contact with the underly-
ing interacting electron m odel.In sem iconducting wires,
characterized by a parabolic kinetic energy dispersion,
we �nd thatthe �n becom e n-dependent,giving rise to
doubtswhetherm ultichannelsystem scan beused asac-
tive partofthe Datta-Dastransistor. Thisresultcould
explain the up to date lack ofsuccessfultransistor op-
eration and clearly suggeststo use single channelquan-
tum wires. In m etallic single walled carbon nanotubes,
on the other hand,we �nd that dephasing between the
two 
avorm odes,arisingdueto thelinearkineticenergy
dispersion,is suppressed by the electron-electron inter-
action,particularly at sm alldoping,which could m ake
thesesystem sinteresting forcoherentspin transport.

I thank Herm ann G rabert for m any usefulconversa-
tions.Thiswork hasbeen partly supported by theDFG
underSFB 276.
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