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R ashba interaction in quantum w ires w ith in-plane m agnetic �elds
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W eanalyzethespectraland transportpropertiesofballisticquasione-dim ensionalsystem sin the

presence ofspin-orbitcoupling and in-plane m agnetic �elds.O urresultsdem onstrate thatRashba

precession and intersubband coupling m ust be treated on equalfooting for wavevectors near the

m agnetic �eld induced gaps. W e �nd thatintersubband coupling lim itsthe occurrence ofnegative

e�ectivem assesatthegap edgesand m odi�esthe linearconductance curvesin the strong coupling

lim it.The e�ectofthem agnetic �eld on the spin textured orientation ofthe wire m agnetization is

discussed.

PACS num bers:71.70.Ej,72.25.D c,73.63.N m

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

Controllable m anipulation ofelectron spinswith elec-

tric �elds (gates) is a centralrequirem ent to spintronic

devices.Sem iconductorheterostructureso�erthe possi-

bility ofelectric controlofspins through intrinsic spin-

orbit interactions. A m ajor contribution to spin-orbit

e�ectsin two-dim ensional(2D)electron gasesofnarrow-

gap sem iconductorsoriginatesfrom them acroscopicelec-

tric �eld con�ning the electron gas.1 This im plies an

asym m etry in the quantum -wellpotential(the Rashba

e�ect),which can be further tuned with gate voltages.

Theresulting spin-orbitcoupling hasbeen dem onstrated

in experim ents.2,3,4

In this paper, we are concerned with the Rashba

interaction in ballistic quantum wires. Interestingly,

these system shave been proposed asbasic elem ents for

practicalapplicationssuch asspin-dependent�eld-e�ect

transistors5 and spin �lters6 and have been also consid-

ered asdetectorsofentangled pairsofelectrons7 and of

thehyper�nenuclearspin dynam ics.8 TheRashba inter-

action isdescribed by the Ham iltonian,

H R = �
�1

~

px�y +
�2

~

py�x ; (1)

where ~p = (px;py) is the linear m om entum and �x,�y
are Paulim atrices.Spin transistorsexploitthe Rashba-

induced precession ofspins(�1 term fortransportalong

the x-direction). However,in Eq.(1) there is an addi-

tionalterm ,proportionalto�2,which m ixesnearestsub-

bands with opposite spins and induces anticrossings at

the degeneracy pointsofthe wire’senergy spectrum .9,10

O bviously,in a device one has�1 = �2,butitisofcon-

ceptualinterestto distinguish in Eq.(1)between thetwo

contributions(seebelow).

W hen an in-plane m agnetic �eld is externally ap-

plied or it arises from ferrom agnetic leads attached

to the wire, the Zeem an splitting opens gaps in the

wirespectrum ,6,8,11,12,13 strongly a�ecting thetransport

properties. It also inuences the spin dynam ics since

whereas the Rashba precession random izes the spin di-

rection (a com m on spin quantization axiscan bede�ned

only for large wavevectors),the m agnetic �eld tends to

align thespinsparalleltoit.M any worksneglect8,11,12,13

the e�ect of Rashba intersubband coupling (RIC) in

quantum wiresin thepresenceofin-planem agnetic�elds.

Here we dem onstrate that both Rashba precession and

intersubband coupling m ustbe treated on equalfooting

forwavevectorsnearthesubband gaps.W e�nd thatRIC

hinderstheform ationofsubband m axim a,sm oothingthe

gap edges and,as a consequence,strongly a�ecting the

conductance steps. This conclusion is m ost relevant to

the strong coupling lim it,when spin-orbit and con�ne-

m entenergy scalesare ofthe sam e orderofm agnitude.

Section II presents the m odeland analyzes its charac-

teristic energy subbands. In Sec.III we show the spin

expectation valuesand m agnetization distributionswhile

Sec.IV focusses on the linear conductance and,�nally,

the conclusionsarecontained in Sec.V.

II. H A M ILT O N IA N A N D EN ER G Y SP EC T R U M

W e consider a quantum wire,form ed when a 2D gas

isfurthercon�ned in onedirection [seeFig.1].Thecon-

�nem entisassum ed parabolicin they-direction,H conf =

m !20y
2=2,giving a wireorientation along x.An in-plane

m agnetic �eld ~B = (B cos�;B sin�) acts through the

Zeem an Ham iltonian H Z = g�B B (cos��x + sin��y)=2.

O rbitalm agnetice�ectsareabsentin thisgeom etrysince

they arise only from perpendicular �elds.4,14,15 Adding

all contributions, the resulting quasi-1D Ham iltonian

reads,

H = (p2x + p
2
y)=2m + H conf+ H Z + H R : (2)

Since the system is translationally invariant along x,

the wave function dependence on this variable is eikx,

with k the propagation wavevector. Itisthen usefulto

recast the Ham iltonian for a given wavevector,H k,in

dim ensionlessform :15

H k

~!0
=

�

n̂k +
1

2

�

+
1

2

�
l0

lZ

� 2

(cos��x + sin��y)

+
(kl0)

2

2
�

l0

2l1
(kl0)�y+

il0

2
p
2l2

�

â
y

k
� âk

�

�x ;(3)
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with the characteristic lengths l0 =
p
~=m !0 (con�ne-

m ent),lZ =
p
~
2=m g�B B (Zeem an coupling,g > 0)16

and li = ~
2=2m �i (i 2 1;2,Rashba interaction). W e

usein Eq.(3)thebosonicoperatorak (a
y

k
)which lowers

(raises)asubband index for�xed k,thereby n̂k = a
y

k
ak is

the num beroperator. The third term in the right-hand

side ofEq.(3)describesthe free propagation m otion in

the x-direction whereasthe forth and �fth contributions

correspond to Rashba precession (l1) and to RIC (l2),

respectively. The l1 Rashba coupling induces subband

spin splitting whereas it is clear from Eq.(3) that the

l2 term couples adjacent subbands with opposite spins.

In writing H k we have om itted the Coulom b interac-

tion between the electrons since its e�ect can be taken

into account,atleastin part,via a renorm alized Rashba

coe�cient.17

Due to the presence ofRIC,H k isnotdiagonalizable

exceptforaspecialwavevector(seebelow).Yet,itiseasy

toshow thatfor�eldsparalleltothewirethetwoRashba

term s contribute equally. W ithout Rashba interaction

theenergy dispersion ofa given subband isE
(0)

nk�
= (n +

1=2)+ (kl0)
2=2 + �(l0=lZ )

2=2 with n = 0;1;2;:::and

� = � 1. W e �nd the energy correction to �rstorderin

the Rashba couplings:

E
(1)

nk�
= � �

1

2
(kl0)

l0

l1
sin� : (4)

Equation (4) already showstwo noticeable features: (i)

W hen � 6= 0 there isa Rashba-induced splitting propor-

tionalto k,wellknown from studiesofspin-orbite�ects

at B = 0 (see,e.g.,Ref.18),which com bines with the

Zeem ansplittingtoyield m ultiplesubband crossings;and

(ii)RIC (the l2 term )doesnotcontribute to �rstorder

but for � = 0 the Rashba precession (l1) term is also

zero. This im pliesthatwhen � = 0 both Rashba term s

contribute to second order in the couplings. The full

second-ordercorrection reads:

E
(2)

nk�
= �

l20

4l21
(kl0)

2l
2
Z

l20
cos2 �

�
l20

8l22

�

1+ sin2 �
(l0=lZ )

4 + �(2n + 1)(l0=lZ )
2

1� (l0=lZ )
4

�

;

(5)

x
y

B
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V

FIG .1: (Color online) Schem atic representation ofthe wire

potentialH conf � V (y)= m !
2

0y
2
=2 and m agnetic �eld orien-

tation considered in thiswork.
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FIG .2:(Coloronline)(a)D ispersion relation for� = 0,lZ =

2l0,and l1 = l0.Solid line correspondsto the case where the

Rashbaintersubband coupling isfully included (l2 = l1)while

dashed line showsthe case withoutit(l2 = 1 ).(b)Sam e as

(a)for� = �=2.

Adding allcorrections one has E nk� ’ E
(0)

nk�
+ E

(1)

nk�
+

E
(2)

nk�
,which is valid for l0;lZ � l1;l2 and l0 6= lZ . It

should be em phasized that in the above perturbative

analysis we have taken as expansion param eters l0=l1

and l0=l2,assum ingthattherem ainingfactorsofthetwo

Rashba term sare sim ilar,i.e.,thatkl0 ’ 1. O bviously,

in the lim itofvery large k the Rashba precession term ,

proportionalto kl0,willclearly dom inateoverthe RIC.

Further progress is m ade ifwe diagonalize the total

Ham iltonian in the absence ofRIC,i.e.,setting l2 ! 1

in Eq.(3). The exact eigenstates and eigenenergies (in

~!0 units),

 nk�(x;y) =
eikx

p
2
�n(y)

h

e
i
 k =2j"i+ �e

�i
 k =2j#i

i

;(6)

E nk� =

�

n +
1

2

�

+
1

2
(kl0)

2 + �jzkj; (7)

arelabeled,asbefore,with threequantum num bers:the

propagation wavevectork,theindex n ofthecorrespond-

ing 1D harm onic oscillatorwavefunction �n(y),and the

branch-splitting quantum index � = � 1. The nota-

tion has been sim pli�ed by de�ning the com plex num -

ber zk = (l0=lZ )
2e�i� =2 + i(kl0=2)(l0=l1) and its argu-

m ent
k = Arg[zk].Thiscom plex quantity istakinginto

accountthe relative im portance ofZeem an and Rashba

precession energies, as can be seen m ore clearly when
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rewriting itlikezk = [(g�B B =2)e
�i� + i�1k]=~!0.

Theenergy spectrum ofEq.(7),for� = 0 and � = �=2

is plotted with dashed lines in Figs. 2(a) and (b) for

lZ = 2l0 and strong spin-orbit l1 = l0 (taking � � 10

m eV nm and InAs param eters the above values would

correspond to ~!0 � 0:2 m eV and B � 0:1 T,which

can be achieved experim entally).4 For both angles the

spectrum showsenergy crossingsbetween subbandswith

n 6= n0 and opposite �. For � = �=2 there are addi-

tionalcrossing pointsforkl0 � 0:2 between subbandsof

opposite � and equaln. Noticeably,for � = 0 the Zee-

m an �eld producesgapsatk = 0 and around thatpoint

the spectrum shows localm axim a for the � = � 1 sub-

bands.From Eq.(7)weseethata localm axim um (m in-

im um )occursatthe � = � 1 subbandswhen lZ >
p
2l1

(lZ <
p
2l1). Thus,changing the m agnetic �eld a�ects

dram atically the spectrum and,as discussed below,the

transportproperties.

Solid linesin Figs.2(a)and (b)show thee�ectofRIC.

W e have obtained the spectrum with a directnum erical

diagonalization ofEq.(3) in the basis ofEq.(6),trun-

cating to a large enough n. The intersubband m atrix

elem entsofH � 2
� (il0=2

p
2l2)(a

y � a)�x read

hnk�jH � 2
jn

0
k
0
�
0
i =

i

4
p
2

l0

l2
�k;k0

�
�e

i
 k + �
0
e
�i
 k

�

�
�
�n0;n�1

p
n � �n0;n+ 1

p
n + 1

�
:(8)

As an alternative m ethod,we have also discretized H k

in realspacewith �nite di�erencesand diagonalized the

resulting m atrix. Both m ethods give identicalresults.

W hen RIC isfully included we�nd thatthecrossingsof

di�erent-n subbands(dashed lines)becom eanticrossings

(solid lines)asexpected.Im portantly,for� = 0and high

energy subbandsRIC convertsthe m axim a into m inim a

[see,e.g.,the second and third subbandsin Fig 2(a)].

Figure 2 also shows a conspicuous downward shift of

thesolidlineswith respecttothedashed onesfork-values

closeto thecentralgaps(for� = 0)ordegeneracy points

(for � = �=2). This can be easily explained by noting

thatthem inim um gap condition for� 6= �=2 orcrossing

pointfor� = �=2 is given by Im [zkg]= 0 with solution

kg = (l1=l
2
Z )sin�.W hen thisoccurstheHam iltonian (3)

can be exactly solved since H � 2
does not couple states

with di�erent�-indices[seeEq.(8)and notethat�+ �0=

2����0].TheHam iltonian foreach �,

H � =
~
2k2g

2m
+
(py + �m �2=~)

2

2m
+
1

2
m !0y

2

+ �jzkgj�
�22m

2~2
; (9)

representsa harm onicoscillatorwith a shifted transverse

m om entum and a globalnegativeenergy constant.Asa

result,the exact states at the m inim um gap are those

ofEq.(6)shifted in m om entum ,e�i�m � 2y=~
2

 nkg�(x;y),

and the exact eigenenergies show a rigid shift E nkg � �

l20=8l
2
2.
19

For� = �=2[Fig.2(b)]we�nd new energydegeneracies

entirely due to the presence ofRIC in addition to the

anticrossingssim ilarto the � = 0 case.For0 < � < �=2

there is a localm inim um orm axim um atkg depending

on the size of�2 with respectto �1 and B .O urresults,

thus,dem onstrate thatincluding intersubband coupling

isessentialin any theory ofstrong Rashba interaction in

quantum wiresin thepresenceofm agnetic�eldsand for

k valuesnearthe subband gaps.

To see how sensitive the localm axim a are to the ef-

fect ofRIC we calculate the second-order correction in

H � 2
to the energy spectrum at� = 0 and then �nd the

dim ensionlesse�ective m assatthe extrem um ofthe n�

branch,m =m �
n� = @2E nk�=@(kl0)

2jk= kg.The sign ofm
�

determ inesthe characterofthe extrem um ,electron-like

(m � > 0)orhole-like(m � < 0):

m

m �
n�

= 1+
�

2

�
lZ

l1

� 2

�

"

1�
1

2

�
l0

l2

� 2
1+ 2n +

p
2�(l0=lZ )

1� 2(l0=lZ )
2

#

: (10)

For �2 = 0 and large �1 (l1 < lZ =
p
2),m �

n� becom es

negative for � = � 1 subbands,leading to a m axim um

in the energy spectrum ,in agreem entwith ourprevious

conclusions. However,forstrong enough RIC the e�ec-

tive m asssign isreversed.W e em phasize thatthisisan

e�ectpurely duetotheRIC and itiseven strongerforin-

creasing n,con�rm ing thenum ericalresultsofFig.2(a).

Equation (10) is a perturbative result and works well

provided the con�nem ent is the sm allest length scale

(l0 � lZ ;l1;l2).O nly forvery widewires(l1;l2;lZ � l0)

wenum erically recoverm axim a (m �
n� < 0).

III. SP IN O R IEN TA T IO N A N D

M A G N ET IZA T IO N

In general,when both Rashba term sare presentspin

is not a good quantum num ber and we �nd spin tex-

tures,with the spin direction depending on k and the

wire transversalcoordinate y. O n the contrary,ifRIC

is neglected the states are proper eigenspinors even in

thepresenceofan in-planem agnetic�eld,11 asseen from

Eq.(6). Therefore,the existence ofclear spin textures

is a signature ofthe RIC term . The localspin com po-

nentsforthe lowestsubband atthree di�erentpropaga-

tion m om enta are shown in the upper plots ofFig.3.

W hile allin-plane spins are essentially collinear,a size-

able z-com ponent,sim ilar in m agnitude to the in-plane

one,precludesthede�nition ofa com m on spin axiswhen

kl0 6= 0 and thusshowstheim portanceofRIC.Thelocal

z-m agnetization in realspaceh�z(y)iisantisym m etricin

y,leading to a vanishing integrated h�zi,
20 and giving

rise to spin accum ulations at the wire edges which are

rem iniscent ofthe intrinsic spin Halle�ect,21 but here

the e�ectarisesin a con�ned system .22.
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FIG .3:(Coloronline)Lowerplot:D ependencewith k ofthe

spin expectation valuesin thelowestsubband.Solid linesare

obtained including both Rashba term swhile dashed linesare

the results when RIC is neglected. W e set lZ = 2:2l0,l1 =

l2 = l0 and � = 0. Upperpanelsdisplay the spin texture for

three selected propagation m om enta and taking into account

both Rashba term s. The kl0 values (indicated by the thick

arrows pointing on the k-axis) are -0.75,0 and 0.75 for left,

center and right upper plots,respectively. The vector plot

shows the in-plane spin and the continuousline corresponds

to the z com ponent.

There are exceptionalcaseswhere the spin iswellde-

�ned evenin thepresenceofboth m agnetic�eld and RIC.

Forjkl0j� 1 one always�ndsasym ptotic eigenstatesof

�y,
20 irrespectively ofthe m agnetic �eld orientation �,

asseen in the lowerplotofFig.3.Forstateswith large

negative (positive)k the spin ish�yi= � 1(+ 1).Im por-

tantly,fork = 0 (the m inim um gap pointfor� = 0)we

num erically �nd h�xi= �,regardless ofthe strengths of

m agnetic �elds and intersubband coupling. Thisisclear

from Eq.(9),which showsthatthespinorsareeigenstates

of�x atthe m inim um gap m om entum .Therefore,there

is alwaysa given wavector kg = (l1=l
2
Z )sin�,satisfying


kg = 0,forwhich the propagation direction isalso the

spin quantization axis.Away from thisspecialpoint,�x
tendsto zero (seeFig.3)m oreslowly forstronger�elds.

Lower plot in Fig.3 displays also the spin expectation

valuesh�xiand h�yiwhen RIC isnottaken into account

(dashed lines). Aswe willsee later,the e�ectofRIC in

highersubbandsism ore notable butwe em phasize that

even in thelowestsubband thee�ectofRashbaintersub-

band coupling isnotnegligibledueto theobservation of

spin textures.

W e plotin Fig.4 the spatially dependent m agnetiza-

tion and the spin expectation valuesforthe second sub-
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>

FIG .4:(Coloronline)Sam easFig.3forthesecond subband.

band with the sam e param etersasin Fig.3. The e�ect

ofRIC ism orepronounced than in thelowestsubband as

seen from thespin textures,which contain a noncollinear

distribution even for the in-plane spin. In addition the

localz-m agnetization is bigger than in the lower sub-

band and exceedsthe horizontalcom ponents,leading to

large spin accum m ulationsatthe wire edges. Fork = 0

we again �nd thatalllocalspinsareproperly aligned in

the direction oftransport. Rem arkably,the spin expec-

tation valuesh�xiand h�yichange drastically when the

Rashba interaction is fully included as shown in lower

Fig.4.W hen RIC isabsent,both expectation valuesdis-

play abruptjum psdue to the subband crossings.Aswe

pointed outearlier,RIC avoidsthesecrossingsand thisis

reected in a m uch sm ootherbehaviorofh�xiand h�yi.

O ppositesign accum ulationsofthez-m agnetization at

the wire edgesare already found in the B = 0 case.19,20

Di�erences with respectto the zero �eld case,however,

can be sum m arized in that the m agnetic �eld causes

nonzero x-m agnetization acrossthewireforwavevectors

around them inim um gap point.Thetilted distributions

ofin-plane m agnetizations in Fig.3 are due entirely to

thex-com ponentofthe�eld.Additionally,thetexturing

ofthe horizontalm agnetization ofthe second subband

(Fig.4) is due to the com bination ofB and RIC.The

m agnetic �eld also shifts the m inim um gap m om entum

kg from itszero valueatvanishing B ,forwhich an exact

solution wasobtained in the preceding section.
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FIG .5: Variation ofthe conductance with Rashba intensity

and the Ferm ienergy � in the fullRashba m odel(l2 = l1,

upperpanel)and neglecting RIC (l2 = 1 ,lower panel). W e

setlZ = 1:8l0 and parallelm agnetic �eld � = 0.A rigid shift

with Rashba intensity has been taken into account de�ning

~�=~!0 = �=~!0 + l
2

0=8l
2

1. The num bers in the plateaus give

theconductancein unitsoftheconductancequantum .Right

sm allplotsshow verticalcutsofthecorresponding left�gures

forthe given valuesofl0=2l1.

IV . T R A N SP O R T P R O P ER T IES

The linear conductance G at zero tem perature is di-

rectly related to thewiresubband structurethrough the

form ula,9,11

G =
e2

h

X

ij

�(� � �
(j)

i )sgn(m
(j)�

i ); (11)

which accounts for the num ber of occupied subbands

propagating in a given direction and the conductance

quantum perspin com ponent,G0 = e2=h.In Eq.(11),�

isthe Ferm ienergy while �
(j)

i and m
(j)�

i denote,respec-

tively,theenergy and e�ectivem assatthej-th localex-

trem um in the i-th subband.W e havealso de�ned �(x)

and sgn(x)asthe step and the sign functions. Forsub-

bandscontaining a single m inim um G only attainse2=h

steps when � is increased. In the case ofm ore com pli-

cated subbands it is easy to see from Eq.(11)that the

linear conductance step is doubled whenever the Ferm i

energy exceeds two localm inim a but is below the en-

ergy ofthe m axim um lying in between them . O nce �

exceedsthe energy ofthe m axim um ,the conductance is

decreased by e2=h.8,11 As discussed above the RIC can

convertsubband m axim a into m inim a and,therefore,G

isgenerally reduced when both term sareincluded.

For� = 0 we plotin Fig.5 the linearconductance for

the caseswith RIC,l2 = l1 (upper panel),and without

it,l2 = 1 (lower panel). W hen RIC is not included,

G alternates, with increasing �, steps of + 2e2=h with

downward jum ps of� e2=h due to the presence ofm ax-

im a in the lowersubbands.11 W hen RIC isincluded two

m ajor m odi�cations are apparent: a) Stronger Rashba

couplings are needed to observe the alternate steps of

+ 2e2=h and � e2=h,and b) in any case this anom alous

pattern ofstepsvanisheswhen increasing the Ferm ien-

ergy.Particularly,asshown by theinsets,when l0=2l1 =

1 the sequence of conductance steps in units of G0 is

+ 2;� 1;+ 1;+ 2;� 1;+ 1;::: when RIC is neglected,and

+ 2;� 1;+ 1;+ 1;+ 1;::: when it is included. Therefore,

Fig.5 provesthatto observethem odi�cationsofthelin-

earconductancestepsdueto theRashba interaction itis

essentialto havea relatively low Ferm ienergy or,equiv-

alently,a rathersm allnum berofpropagating m odes.

Figure6showsthecase� = �=2.In lowerFig.6,when

l2 = 1 , the conductance consists ofregular jum ps of

oneconductancequantum .From Fig.2(b)wedeterm ine

that the width ofthe odd conductance plateaus corre-

sponds to the Zeem an energy whereas the width ofthe

even plateausam ountsto 1� (l0=lZ )
2 (in unitsof~!0).

Thisphysicalscenario isstrongly m odi�ed when RIC is

taken into account,asseen in theupperFig.6 wherethe

conductanceshowsa m uch richerbehavior.Itisrem ark-

ablethe occurrenceofrestoration ofthe spin degeneracy

for specialvalues ofthe Rashba coupling and m agnetic

�eld wherethe third and �fth conductanceplateauscol-

lapse.In general,thetendency isto suppressregionsfor

odd valuesofG.Thus,G presentswide(narrow)plateaus

for even (odd) values ofthe conductance quantum but

their widths are not trivially related to either the Zee-

m an energy orthecon�nem entenergy alone.Besides,at

largeRashba strengthswe also �nd decreasing jum psin

the conductance.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e havediscussed the spectrum ,spin orientation and

linear transport ofballistic quantum wires in the pres-

ence ofRashba interaction and in-plane m agnetic �elds

atan angle� with the propagation direction.Analytical

and num ericalresults dem onstrating the crucialim por-

tance ofthe Rashba intersubband coupling forallthese

propertiesand fork valuesnearthe subband gapshave

been presented.Atstrong spin-orbitcoupling the m odi-

�cationsin the energy subbandsinclude the appearance

ofsizeable shifts,anticrossingsaswellasbig reductions

ofthe subband m axim a.The changesin subband struc-

ture lead to precise predictionsform easurem entsofthe

lineartransportproperties,such asa severereduction of

theanom alousconductancestepswhen � = 0 and a non-

trivialdependenceofthestepswith theRashbaintensity

for� = �=2,with collapsing pointsforthe odd plateaus.
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FIG .6:Sam e asFig.5 forperpendicular�eld (� = �=2).

Spin texturesin the localm agnetization are obtained

only when the Rashba intersubband coupling is taken

into account.O pposite-sign accum ulationsofthespin z-

m agnetization atthe wire edgesare strongly dependent

on the k-value and subband index. Forsubbandsabove

theloweronewehaveshown thatthehorizontalm agne-

tization isalsotextured.Ata particularm om entum (the

m inim um -gap m om entum ),depending on m agnetic�eld

strength,orientation,and Rashba intensity,the analyti-

calsolution havingthespin alongthetransportdirection

hasbeen obtained.W e believe these resultsarerelevant

forthe future design ofspin transistorsand spin �lters.
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