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Intrinsic Spin-H allE�ect in n-D oped B ulk G aA s
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W e show that the bulk D resselhauss (k3) spin-orbit coupling term leads to an intrinsic spin-Hall

e�ectin n-doped bulk G aAs,butwithouttheappearance ofuniform m agnetization.Thespin-Hall

e�ect in strained and unstrained bulk G aAs has been recently observed experim entally by K ato

et. al. [1]. W e show that the experim entalresult is quantitatively consistent with the intrinsic

spin-Halle�ectdue to the D resselhaussterm ,when lifetim e broadening istaken into account. O n

theotherhand,extrinsic contribution to the spin-Halle�ectisseveralordersofm agnitude sm aller

than the observed e�ect.

PACS num bers:73.43.-f,72.25.D c,72.25.H g,85.75.-d

Recent theoreticalwork predicts dissipationless spin

currents induced by an electric �eld in sem iconductors

with spin-orbitcoupling[2,3]. The response equation is

given by jij = �s�ijkE k,wherej
i
j isthecurrentofthei-th

com ponentofthespin alongthedirection jand �ijk isthe

totallyantisym m etrictensorin threedim ensions.There-

sponseequation wasderived by M urakam i,Nagaosa and

Zhang[2]for p-doped sem iconductors described by the

Luttinger m odelofthe spin-3=2 valence band. In an-

other proposalby Sinova etal. [3],the spin current is

induced by an in-planeelectric�eld in the2-dim ensional

electron gas(2DEG )described by the Rashba m odel[3].

The intrinsic spin-Halle�ect predicted by these recent

theoreticalworksisfundam entally di�erentfrom theex-

trinsicspin-Halle�ect[4,5]dueto theM otttypeofskew

scatteringby im purities[6].Theintrinsicspin-Halle�ect

arisesfrom the spin-orbitcoupling ofthe hostsem icon-

ductor band, and has a �nite value in the absence of

im purities. O n the other hand,the extrinsic spin-Hall

e�ect arises purely from the spin-orbit coupling to the

im purity atom s.

Experim entalobservation ofthe spin-Halle�ect has

been recently reported by K ato etal. [1]in an electron

doped bulk sam ple and by W underlich et al. in a two

dim ensionalholegas(2DHG )[7].The2DHG experim ent

has been analyzed in a previous paper [8]where it was

shown thatthe vertex correction due to potentialim pu-

rity scattering vanishesforthatparticularsystem . The

experim entalsystem isalso in the regim ewhere lifetim e

broadening due to im purity scattering ism uch lessthan

the spin splitting,thus strongly suggesting an intrinsic

m echanism of the spin-Halle�ect. In the experim ent

ofRef. [1],spin accum ulation due to a spin current is

observed even in the unstrained G aAs where no appar-

ent spin splitting is observed. The absence ofobserved

spin splitting seem sto show theabsenceofintrinsicspin-

orbit coupling in unstrained n-doped G aAs. This fact

prom pted the authors ofRef. [1]to interpret the ob-

served spin-Halle�ect in term s ofthe extrinsic m echa-

nism due to im purity scattering only. In this paper we

show that,underclosescrutiny,theresultsof[1]arecon-

sistentwith an intrinsic m echanism . W e �rstshow that

theunstrained G aAshasa Dresselhaussk3 spin splitting

which escapes detection by the m ethod used in [1,9].

W ethen show thatthisspin splitting leadsto aspin-Hall

current. This therefore explains the observed spin ac-

cum ulation on the edgesofthe unstrained G aAswithin

the fram ework ofthe intrinsic spin-Halle�ect. Further-

m ore,theobserved m agnitudeisconsistentwith thethe-

ory,after lifetim e broadening due to im purity scatter-

ing istaken into account.W e also predictthatthe bulk

Dresselhauss term produces no net uniform m agnetiza-

tion in the sam ple, this being generated solely by the

strain term s. In the case ofstrained G aAs,we com pute

theself-energy correction in theweak spin-orbitcoupling

lim itand �nd avalueforthespin-Hallconductivity close

(enough) to the m easured value. The independence of

the spin current on the crystalographic directions can

also be explained by the dom inance ofthe k3 term over

the k-linearterm sinduced by the sm allstrain. W e also

perform an order-ofm agnitudeestim ateand �nd outthat

theextrinsicspin-Halle�ectisseven ordersofm agnitude

lowerthan theclean lim itoftheintrinsicspin-Halle�ect,

and severalordersofm agnitudelowerthan theobserved

experim entalvalue.

Letus �rstexam ine the extrinsic spin-Halle�ect. In

theextrinsicm echanism [4,5],thereisno spin-orbitcou-

pling in the band structure,and the spin-Halle�ect is

caused by the scattering ofelectrons by the spin-orbit

interaction with im purities. The Ham iltonian is given

by:

H =
~
2k2

2m
+

~
2

2m 2c2
~�(~r V (r)� ~k); (1)

whereV (r)istheim purity potential.Theextrinsicspin-

Halle�ectisbasicallyderived from theatom icM ottscat-

tering [6], and the im portant length scale is governed

by the Com pton wave length �c = ~=m c. The extrin-

sicspin-Halle�ecthasbeen com puted system atically for

thisHam iltonian[10],and the orderofthe m agnitude of

the e�ectcan be estim ated to be:

�extrinsic �
e2

~

(�ckF )
2
kF ; (2)
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wherekF istheferm iwavevector.Fortheexperim ental

system by K ato et al.,with kF = 108m � 1 and a con-

duction band e�ective m ass ofm = 0:0665me,Eq. (2)

gives�extrinsic = 1:2� 10� 4
� 1m � 1,alm ost4 ordersof

m agnitude sm aller than the observed spin-Hallconduc-

tance.O n theotherhand,theintrinsicspin-Halle�ectis

a genuinesolid statee�ect,governed purely by theferm i

wavevectorkF ,and theorderofm agnitudeofthee�ect

isgiven by

�
clean
intrinsic �

e2

~

kF (3)

in theclean lim it.Therefore,weseethattheratio ofthe

two e�ectsisgiven by [11]

�extrinsic

�cleanintrinsic

� (�ckF )
2
� 10� 7: (4)

Therefore,in distinguishing between thetwo e�ects,itis

extrem ely im portanttokeep in m ind thesm allnessofthe

dim ensionless param eter �ckF . In the literature ofthe

anom alousHalle�ect,a so called \enhancem entfactor"

issom etim esintroduced in a ratherad-hocbasis[10,12].

However,this \enhancem ent factor" is m icroscopically

based on the spin-orbitcoupling within the band struc-

ture,and would necessarily lead to a spin splitting ofthe

bands. Therefore,we can safely conclude that ifthere

were no spin splitting due to the intrinsic spin-orbitcou-

pling within the band,the extrinsicspin-Halle�ectisfar

too sm allto explain theexperim entby K ato etal.in the

unstrained G aAs.

Let us now turn to the intrinsic spin-orbit coupling

within the conduction band. The Ham iltonian of an

inversion asym m etric bulk (unstrained) sem iconductor

containsaDresselhaussk3 spin splitting term in thecon-

duction band,which can be written asa m om entum de-

pendentm agnetic�eld:

H =
~
2

2m
k
2 + B i(k)�

i
; i= 1;2;3 (5)

where B x = kx(k
2
z � k2y), B y = ky(k

2
x � k2z),

B z = kz(k
2
y � k2x). The coupling constant  has been

determ ined in anum berofindependentexperim ents,and

a value of � 25eV �A
3
is widely quoted in the litera-

ture [13,14,15,16]. W e m ust now reconcile this spin

splitting with thefactthatthem easurem entcarried out

in Ref. [9]does not see any splitting in the unstrained

sam ple. In [9],a spin packetinjected atthe Ferm im o-

m entum issubsequently dragged by an externalelectric

�eld ~E .Experim entsareperform ed along two crystallo-

graphicdirections ~E jj[110]and ~E jj[1�10].Thiscreatesan

average nonzero particle m om entum h~ki � e

~

~E � which

in turn creates a non-zero average (overthe Ferm isur-

face) internalm agnetic �eld h~B i. The spin splitting in

[9]is obtained asa derivative ofthe averaged h~B i with

respect to the drag m om entum h~ki. Due to the special

sym m etry ofthe Dresselhauss spin-orbit coupling,this

procedure turns out to yield a nullresult,even if is

�nite. Take,for exam ple ~E jj[110],then the m om entum

ofa particleinjected nearthe Ferm im om entum ~kF is:

~k = ~k
F + h~ki; h~ki= �

e�

m
~E jj[110]; hkxi= hkyi: (6)

To �rstorderin h~ki,the com ponents(say x)ofh~B iav-

eraged overthe Ferm isurfaceis:

hB xi= hkxi

Z
d


4�

�

(kFz )
2
� (kFy )

2
� 2kFx k

F
y

�

: (7)

Since the spin-orbitcoupling term ism uch sm allerthan

the kinetic term ,the Ferm isurface is,to �rst order in

, a sphere (there is, of course, a zero order in hkxi

term ,butthis obviously vanishesupon integration over

the Ferm isurface so we have om itted it). As the in-

tegration is carried over a sphere, it is obvious that
R

(kFz )
2 =

R

(kFy )
2 = (kF )2=3 and

R

kFx k
F
y = 0. There-

fore hB xi = 0,and no spin splitting is expected from

thisprocedure,even though in the Dresselhaussterm 

m aybe�nite.Notethatthiscancellation would nothap-

pen ifthe spin-orbit coupling term were k-linear since

the derivative of ~B int would justbe a constant. Thisis

exactly what happens in the strained sam ples ofG aAs

wherethe spin splitting wasexplained by k-linearterm s

[17].

A related fact shows that,due to its sym m etry,the

bulk-Dresselhaus term produces no uniform m agnetiza-

tion in thebulk ofthesam ple.Thisisan easily falsi�able

prediction ofour theory. The Ham iltonian (5) has two

energy levelsE � = ~
2

2m
k2 � B where B =

p
B iB i. The

uniform m agnetizationh�iiinduced byanelectriccurrent

Jj = @H =@kj (due to the applied electric �eld Ej) can

be easily com puted in linearresponse,and oneobtains:

h�ii=
2�e�

~

Q ijE j

Q ij = hT�iJji=
R

d
3
k

(2�)3

nE �
� nE +

B 2

�

B i
@B

@kj
� B

@B i

@kj

�

(8)

where nE � are the Ferm ifunctions of the two bands.

By inspection,allthe com ponentsofB i
@B

@kj
� B

@B i

@kj
are

odd in the com ponentski and hence vanish underinte-

gration due to cubic sym m etry. Thisleadsto h�ii� 0.

By contrast,a k-linearinternalm agnetic �eld,asin the

strained sam ples, gives a �nite uniform m agnetization

duetothefactthat @B i

@kj
isa constantwhileB isisotropic

in (and proportionalto) k [17]. The bulk Dresselhauss

term ism ostlikely also theexplanation ofthecontradic-

tion between the observed spin splitting along the [110]

and [1�10]directions,and the uniform m agnetization on

these directions.In [18]itisobserved thatalthough the

spin splitting forE jj[110]isconsistently largerthan the

spin splitting for the E jj[1�10], the uniform m agnetiza-

tion for E jj[110]is usually lowerthan thatfor E jj[1�10].
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This can be very well explained by the m issing bulk-

Dresselhaussterm in the case when thisterm subtracts

from the splitting on the [110]direction butaddsto the

splitting in the [1�10]directions,which m akesitqualita-

tively possible thatthe uniform m agnetization observed

be in agreem ent with the spin splitting. Q uantitative

m odelling ofthisinvolvesprecise knowledge ofthe sam -

pleHam iltonian (including thestrain)which iscurrently

notpossible(m ainly becauseoflim ited knowledgeabout

out-of-planespin-orbitcoupling term s).

Even though itcreatesno uniform m agnetization,the

bulk Dresselhaussterm doesgiverisetoan intrinsicspin-

Halle�ectwhen undertheaction ofan electric�eld.W e

de�ne the spin currentasusual("= ~
2k2=2m ):

J
l
i =

1

2

�

@H

@ki
;�

l

�

=
@"

@ki
�l+

@B l

@ki
; (9)

and the expanded expression for the G reen’s function

G (k;i!n)= [i!n � H ]� 1 as:

G (k;i!n)= f(k;i!n)(g(k;i!n)+ B i(k)�i)

f(k;i!n)=
1

(i!n � "(k))2� B 2 ; g(k;i!n)= i!n � "(k):(10)

W hen subjected to the action ofan electric �eld ~E ,the

frequencydependentspin conductance(notincludingthe

vertex correction)can be found in linearresponseas:

Jli = �lijE j; �lij =
Q

l
ij(!)

� i! ; Q l
ij(i�m )=

= 1

V �

P

k;n
Tr[G (k;i(!n + �m ))J

l
i(k)G (k;i!n)Jj(k)]:(11)

Sum m ing over the M atsubara frequencies i!n,analyti-

cally continuing i�m ! !,aswellasom itting a dissipa-

tive term which vanishes upon m om entum integration,

weobtain theexpression forthefrequencydependent(re-

active)spin conductivity:

�
l
ij(!)=

~
2

2m

Z
d3k

(2�)3

nE � � nE +

B (B 2 � !2)
ki�lnrB n

@B r

@kj
(12)

where i;j;l;r;n = x;y;z. Unlike the uniform m agneti-

zation case,the integrand is even in k and �nite upon

integration. Hence the spin current in the unstrained

G aAs can be qualitatively explained by the presence of

a intrinsic spin-Halle�ect due to the bulk-Dresselhauss

term .W orking in sphericalcoordinates,substituting the

explicit expression for the bulk Dresselhauss spin split-

ting B i(k),using theexpression (valid forsm all)ofthe

di�erence between the Ferm im om enta ofthe two spin-

splitbands:

k
F
� � k

F
+ �

2m

~
2

B (kF )

kF
; k

F =
kF+ + kF�

2
; (13)

aswellasintegrating overthe sphericalangles,one ob-

tainsforthe D C spin-Hallconductivity:

�
l
ij =

kF

12�2
�lij: (14)

This is the intrinsic spin-Hallconductivity in the clean

lim it,~=� < < B (k),which wecall�cleanintrinsic.Forthecar-

rier concentration in [1]we have kF = 108m � 1 and we

obtain �cleanintrinsic = 200
� 1m � 1.Thisism uch largerthan

theobserved conductivity of0:2� 0:5
� 1m � 1.Butthis

isexpected since we have so farnottaken the inuence

ofdisorder into account . In the experim ent by K ato

et al.,the lifetim e broadening due to im purity scatter-

ing is m uch larger than the weak spin splitting due to

the Dresselhausscoupling. The intrinsic spin-Halle�ect

isthereforein thedirty lim it,and a signi�cantreduction

from theclean resultisthereforeexpected.Notethatthe

lifetim ebroadening dueto im purity scattering leadsto a

reduction ofthe intrinsic spin-Hallconductivity. Thisis

di�erentfrom the extrinsic spin-Halle�ect due to spin-

orbitcoupling to the im purity potential,which m akesa

sm all,butpositive contribution to the spin-Hallconduc-

tivity.

To properly takeinto accountdisorder,onem ustper-

form a self-consistent calculation taking into account

both the self-energy and the vertex correction. In the

case ofthe electron Rashba m odelwith a k-linear spin

splitting,m any groupshave shown that the vertex cor-

rectioncancelstheintrinsicspin-Halle�ect[19,20].How-

ever,thiscancellation seem sto bespecialto thek-linear

spin splitting,and ithasbeen shown thatthevertex cor-

rection due to k2 light/heavy hole splitting in the Lut-

tingerm odel,orduetok3 spin splittingin theheavy hole

band,vanishesidentically [8,21]. W e expectthatfor a

sim ilarreason,the vertex correction due to the k3 Dres-

selhaussspin splittingwould notcanceltheintrinsicspin-

Halle�ecteither.W ewillhenceneglectthevertexcorrec-

tion and focuson theself-energy correction which iseasy

to extract analytically. The self-energy approxim ation

to disordercan be sim ulated by letting ! = i~=� in Eq.

(12). The valuesin [1]are in the regim e ~=� > > B (k),

wethusobtain:

�
l
ij =

~
2

2m

1

(~=�)2

Z
d3k

(2�)3

nE � � nE +

B
ki�lnrB n

@B r

@kj

(15)

which, upon m om entum integration gives the lower

bound forthe spin conductivity:

�
k
ij =

4kF

105�2

�

k3F

~=�

� 2

�ijk: (16)

For the values  = 25eV �A
3
, kF = 108m � 1 we ob-

tain a bulk Dresselhauss spin splitting energy k2F �

0:025m eV while ~=� � 1:6m eV fora sam ple ofm obility

�= 1m 2=V s asthe one in the experim ent. Using these

values, we obtain for the intrinsic, disorder quenched

spin conductivity �
dirty

intrinsic = 0:02
� 1m � 1. This lower

bound issm allerthan them easured conductivity (which

is0:2
� 1m � 1 forsm allelectric�eld and 0:5
� 1m � 1 for
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largeelectric�eld.Thisisalowerbound forthespin con-

ductivity since~=� isan upperbound forthefrequency !

in thedirty lim it.Consideringtheuncertainty associated

with the value of,the crudeness ofthe estim ate,and

theindirectdeterm ination oftheexperim entalvalue,the

agreem entisreasonably good.

The application ofstrain inducestwo extra spin split-

tingsin theHam iltonian which arelinearin them om en-

tum k [17].Thereisonestructuralinversion asym m etry

(SIA)splitting ofthe form �(ky�x � kx�y),and a bulk-

inversion asym m etry (BIA)ofthe form �(kx�x � ky�y),

where�and �arestrain dependent.Forthevaluesofthe

splitting in sam ple E used in [9]we have�=~ = 183m =s

and �=~ = 112m =s. W e observe that the splitting at

theFerm im om entum is0:011m eV fortheSIA term and

0:007m eV forthe BIA term . By contrast,the k3 Dres-

selhausscoupling is0:025m eV,so itislikely thatitwill

dom inate (although not overwhelm ingly) the spin cur-

rent.M oreover,a vertex correction com putation forthe

SIA orBIA term separately revealsthatthespin current

caused by theseterm svanishesupon theintroduction of

im purities [19](exact num ericaldiagonalization results

[22,23]are,however,atoddswith [19]),whereasavertex

calculation fora k3 term shows�nitespin current[8,21].

Itistherefore plausible thatthe bulk Dresselhaussterm

dom inates the spin-Halltransport even in the strained

sam ples. This naturally explains the independence of

spin currenton thecrystallographicdirectionsoftheap-

plied electric�eld,sincethebulkspinconductivityforthe

Dresselhaussterm isdirection independent. The exper-

im entalfeaturesobserved can therefore be qualitatively

explained by an intrinsicm echanism .

In conclusion,we have shown that without any spin

splitting in the electron band,the extrinsic spin-Hallef-

fect is far too sm allto explain the experim entally ob-

served value ofspin-Hallconductivity in [1].In orderto

de�nitively determ ine the origin ofthe spin-Halle�ect,

weproposeto carry outsim ilarexperim entsin m aterials

without any known intrinsic spin-orbit coupling,and a

nullresultwould givethede�nitiveproofthattheextrin-

sic spin-Halle�ectisfarbelow the currentexperim ental

sensitivity, and can not be the origin of the spin-Hall

e�ectobserved in Ref. [1]. W e have shown thatthe ex-

perim entalresultsare consistentwith the interpretation

ofan intrinsicspin-Halle�ectin term sofa bulk Dressel-

haussterm in the unstrained sam ple. Furtherm ore,this

intrinsicspin-orbitcoupling isconsistentwith theappar-

entabsenceofspin splitting observed (in the unstrained

sam ples)in thespin drag experim ent[9].W ealso predict

that the uniform m agnetization in the unstrained bulk

G aAs sam ples willbe close to zero due to the sym m e-

try ofthe k3 Dresselhaus term . Since the experim ent

is carried out in a regim e where the lifetim e broaden-

ing due to im purity scattering is large com pared to the

spin splitting,theobserved spin-Hallconductivity issig-

ni�cantly reduced from the value in the clean lim it. It

is argued that the k-linear term s in the strained G aAs

sam ples[9,17],although crucialforthe appearanceofa

uniform m agnetization,havea lim ited e�ecton the spin

currentdue to the dom inance ofthe Dresselhaussterm ,

thereby qualitatively explaining the direction indepen-

denceofthespin-Halle�ectobserved in theexperim ent.
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