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C urrent induced localspin polarization due to the spin-orbit coupling in a tw o

dim ensionalnarrow strip
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The current induced localspin polarization due to weak Rashba spin-orbit coupling in narrow

strip is studied. In the presence oflongitudinalcharge current,localspin polarizations appear in

thesam ple.The spin polarization perpendicularto the plane hasopposite sign nearthetwo edges.

The in-planespin polarization in the direction perpendicularto the sam ple edgesalso appears,but

does not change sign across the sam ple. From our scaling analysis based on increasing the strip

width,the out-of-plane spin polarization is im portant m ainly in a system ofm esoscopic size,and

thusappearsnotto be associated with the spin-Halle�ectin bulk sam ples.

In a spin-orbit coupled electron system , an external

electric �eld can induce a transverse spin current,giv-

ing riseto theso-called spin Halle�ect(SHE).TheSHE

m ay o�eranew way tocontrolelectron spinsin sem icon-

ductors,and so havepotentialapplicationsin spintronic

devices. Depending on its origin,the SHE is generally

divided into two categories: the extrinsic SHE,which

originatesfrom spin-dependentelectron anom alousscat-

tering by im purities,and the intrinsic SHE,which oc-

curs even in the absence of im purities. The extrinsic

SHE,was�rstproposed by D’yakonov and V.I.Perel1

in 1971 and reexam ined recently by Hirsch2 and Zhang3.

TheintrinsicSHE waspredicted by M urakam i,Nagaosa,

and Zhang4 forp-type sem iconductorsand by Sinova et

al.5 for n-type sem iconductors in two-dim ensionalhet-

erostructures. The intrinsic SHE has attracted m uch

theoreticalinterests6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18. Very re-

cently,twoindependentgroupshavereported experim en-

talevidence19,20 that an electric �eld can cause out-of-

plane spin accum ulations of opposite sign on opposite

edges ofsem iconductor �lm s,which is considered to be

a signature ofthe SHE.Severalanalyticaland num er-

icalworks have been published on the subject ofspin

accum ulation in a sem iconductor with spin-orbit cou-

pling. G overnale and Z�ulicke21 were the �rstto investi-

gatespin accum ulation.They studied thespin structure

ofelectron statesin a quantum wirewith paraboliccon-

�ning potentialand strong Rashba spin-orbit coupling.

Usajand Balseiro22 showed that in a sem i-in�nite sys-

tem with spin-orbit coupling,a current 
owing parallel

totheedgeinducesanetm agnetization closetotheedge.

Using the Landauer-B�uttik form ula for a tight-binding

m odel,Nikoli�cetal.23 showed num erically thatin a two-

dim ensionalbarwith a width of30 lattice constant,the

Rashba spin-orbitcoupling can induce opposite spin ac-

cum ulationnearthetwoedges,whichisqualitativelysim -

ilartothatobservedin theexperim ent.In ordertoclarify

whethersuch spin polarizationsare related to the SHE,

itisim portantto investigatetheirscaling behaviorwith

increasingsam plesize,and to revealtheparam etersthat

controlthe relative m agnitude ofthe spin accum ulation

orpolarization.

In thispaper,theelectron wavefunction in a continu-

ousm odelisobtained foran in�nitelongconductingstrip

with �nite width L. Using the K ubo form ula,we show

thatalongitudinalelectricalcurrentinducesboth out-of-

plane spin polarization (Sz)and in-plane spin polariza-

tion (Sy). Nearthe two edges,the spin polarization Sz

hasopposite sign,whereasSy hasthe sam e sign. W hen

sam ple width L increases,its scaling behaviorindicates

thatSz near the edges decreasesand Sy becom es dom -

inant for given �xed electricalcurrent density. There-

fore,the out-of-plane spin polarization is an e�ect due

to boundary re
ectionsfrom thetwo oppositeedges,and

appearsnotto be related to the SHE in a bulk sam ple.

Let us consider a system ofa two-dim ensional(2-D)

in�nite long conducting strip with �nite width L. The

Ham iltonian forthe system with Rashba spin-orbitcou-

pling can be written asby

H =
k2

2m
+ �(�xky � �ykx); (1)

where � is the coupling constant ofspin-orbit interac-

tion,�x and �y arethePaulim atrices,m istheelectron

e�ectivem ass,and wetakeunitswith �h = 1.

Theeigenstatesofplanewavesare

jE � ;
~k > = jE � ;kx;ky > =

1
p
2
e
i~k� ~r

�
� ie� i�

1

�

; (2)

where � = arctan(ky=kx),+ (� ) labels lower (higher)

energy eigenstate with eigenvalue E � = k2=2m � �k for

a given ~k.

Assum ing hard-wall boundary conditions, the wave

function at the two edges (y = 0 and y = L) is zero.

Since the system is uniform along the x direction, kx

com m uteswith the Ham iltonian and isa good quantum

num ber. W e can write a eigenstate,with eigen-energy

E ,ofthe system asa superposition offourplane waves,

with sam eE and kx.Supposethe system isin universal

region asde�ned in Ref.[5],the wave function nearthe

Ferm ilevelisgiven by

	(E ;k x;y)= jE ;kx >

= �kx jE ;kx;k
�

y > + �kx jE ;kx;� k
�

y >

+ 
kx jE ;kx;k
+
y > + �kx jE ;kx;� k

+
y > ;

(3)
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wherek�y =
p
k� 2 � k2x and k

� = � �m +
p
�2m 2 + 2m E

with boundary conditions	(k x;0)= 	(k x;L)= 0:O ne

can solve the boundary conditions and �nd the eigen-

values ofkx, which are a discrete set ofvalues in the

intervalof(� k
+

F
;k

+

F
),here k

+

F
= k+ with E = E F (the

Ferm ienergy).In Usajand Balseiro’swork,thereisonly

oneedge,theeigenfunctionsarepropagating waveswrit-

ten asa superposition ofone incidentand two re
ected

waves. kx can take any value between (� k
+

F
;k

+

F
). In

ourcurrentstudy,the interference due to the two edges

ofthe strip lim itsnum berofeigenvaluesforkx atFerm i

level,which could inject ratherdi�erentphysics forthe

problem .

W hilethefourplanewaveshavedi�erentspin polariza-

tionswithin thetwo-dim ensionalplane,theirinterference

leadsto nonzero out-of-plane localspin density.The lo-

calspin polarization dependson thesign oftheconserved

longitudinalwavevectorkx.Forany given energy E and

apositiveeigenvaluekE nx forkx,� kE nx isalsoan eigen-

valueforkx.In theground statewhereboth positiveand

negativekx statesareoccupied,thetotallocalspin den-

sity is zero since the contribution ofeach spin band is

zero. However,ifthere are a longitudinalcurrent
ow-

ing in the strip,which causesa sm allshiftofthe Ferm i

circles.Thenum bersofoccupied stateswith positivekx

and negative kx are no longer equal,which can induce

netspin polarizationsin the strip.

Thenetlocalspin polarization can becalculated using

K ubo form ula24,25,

~S(y)

E
=
ie

V

X

kx ;E ;E
0

(fE 0 � fE )

�
[< E 0;kxj

1

2
~�(y)jE ;kx > < E ;kxjvxjE

0;kx > ]

(E � E 0)(E � E 0� i�)
:

(4)

where E is the electric �eld, and vx is given by vx =

kx=m � ��y. Here,we wish to point out that the con-

tribution to the spin polarization com esfrom the Ferm i

surface,in contrast to the intrinsic SHE,which com es

from thecontribution ofalloccupied states.Itiseasy to

�nd thatthespin polarization given by Eq (4)divergesin

the clean lim it. To overcom e this problem ,we consider

a constant longtidudinalcurrent density I=L is driven

through strip. W e calculate the ratio between the spin

polarization and the currentdensity

~S(y)L

I
=
1

e

P

kx ;E ;E
0[< E 0;kxj

1

2
~�(y)jE ;kx > < E ;kxjvxjE

0;kx > ]�(E
0� E )�(E � EF )

P

kx ;E ;E
0[< E 0;kxjvxjE ;kx > < E ;kxjvxjE

0;kx > ]�(E
0� E )�(E � EF )

; (5)

which isa �nite quantity.

Allthecoe�cientsin Eq.3 can bedeterm ined num eri-

cally.However,wefound thattheeigenfunctions(stand-

ing waves) can not be expressed as a superposition of

thetwo eigenfunctions22 ofsam ekx obtained in thecase

ofonly one edge. W e also found that,for jkxj< k
�

F
,

j�j= j�jand j
j= j�j;forkF + > jkxj> k
�

F
,j
j= j�j.

Plotsin Fig.1 show localspin polarizationssz =
�h

2
<

E F ;kxj�zjE F ;kx > and sy = �h

2
< E F ;kxj�yjE F ;kx >

asfunctionsofposition y in alltheeigenstatesthathave

positivekx with eigen-energy attheFerm ilevelforthree

di�erent values ofRashba coupling �, which is in the

units ofkF . The width ofthe strip is set to be 8=kF ,

where kF is the Ferm i wave vector when there is no

spin-orbitcoupling. kF is related to electron density in

the sam ple by k2F = 2�n. Using typicalvalue oftwo-

dim ensionalelectron density 1012 cm � 2 [seeRef.26],we

estim ate kF � 108=m and L isaround 80 nm . The spin

polarizations sz and sy vanish at the two edges as re-

quired by the boundary conditions.Foreach eigenstate,

sz(y) = � sz(L � y) ,whereas sy(y) = sy(L � y). W e

have also obtained sx and it is zero across the sam ple.

W ithout spin-orbit coupling,ky is quantized to values

kyn = n�=L,where n = 1;2;3;� � � . For each kyn,the

eigenstatesfortwo spin directionsaredegenerate.W hen

spin-orbit coupling is in presence, the two spin bands

are no longer degenerate. However,the spin polariza-

tion increases as the Rashba coupling increases. W hen

we furtherincrease �,som e valuesofkx are largerthan

Ferm iwave vectorofthe higherspin band,asshown in

Figs.1(e)and (f).Underthiscase,decaying wavesshow

up in the wave functions along the y-direction for the

higherspin band.

Thenetspin polarizationsarecalculated by using the

K ubo form ula in Eq.(4).Figures2(a),(c)and (e)show

thenetSz(y)L=I when wesum thecontribution from all

the positivekx m odesatthe Ferm ilevel.The longitudi-

nalchargecurrentalso inducesa localin-planepolariza-

tion Sy
8,23,asshown in Figs.2(b),(d)and (f),whereas

Sx � 0.UnlikeSz,Sy hasthesam esign acrossthesam -

ple. Atweak Rashba couplings� = 0:01 or0:05,we see

from Figs.2 (a)-(d)thatSz isone ortwo ordergreater

than Sy in m agnitude.W ith increasing the Rashba cou-

pling, Sy increases m uch faster than Sz. As a conse-

quence,Sy becom escom parableto Sz atrelatively large

Rashba coupling � = 0:1,asseen from Figs.2(e)and (f).

W e have also obtained the localspin polarization for

the case ofL = 16=kF . Figure 3 shows the results for

� = 0.01,0.05,and 0.1. There are 10 eigenvaluesforkx
for each �. Sim ilarly to Fig.2,the m agnitude ofspin

polarization SzL=I neartheedgesincreaseas� increases

when � is sm all. However,when � is large (� = 0:1),
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FIG .1:sz [�gure(a),(c),and (e)]and sy [�gure(b),(d),(f)]

asfunction ofposition y foreigenvaluesofpositive kx atthe

Ferm ilevel.sz and sy are in unitsof
�h

2
.L = 8=kF ,where kF

istheFerm iwavevectorwhen thereisno spin-orbitcoupling.

Foreach ofthethreevaluesof�,thereare4 eigenvaluesofkx.
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FIG .2: TotallocalSzL=I and SyL=I as a function ofy for

L = 8=kF . In this and following �gures they are in units of

�h=(2ek
2

F ) In (a) and (b)� = 0:01. In (c)and (d),� = 0:05.

In (e)and (f),� = 0:1.

m agnitudeofthepolarization Sz neartheedgesbecom es

sm allerand large oscillationsappearsdeep inside ofthe

sam ple.Sy also increasesas� increases.W hen � = 0:1,

in-planespin polarization Sy dom inatesout-of-planepo-

larization Sz. Com paring with the resultsofL = 8=kF ,

SzL=I islargerneartheedgesfor� = 0.01 and 0.05.But

when � = 0.1,it is sm aller. SyL=I is larger for all�’s

we chose. W e conclude thatfor�xed �nite sam ple size,

the out-of-plane spin polarization Sz dom inatesatrela-

tively weak Rashba coupling and in-plane spin polariza-

tion overwhelm s for relatively strong Rashba coupling.

It is interesting to exam ine how the spin polarization

changes as the sam ple width L increases. In Fig.4(a),

we show SzL=I forvariousL with � = 0:05. The peak

m agnitude ofSzL=I near the y= 0 edge increases as L

increasesatsm allL and decreasesasL increasesatlarge

L.Theplotsfor� = 0:1 in Fig.4(b)show a sim ilarpat-

tern,but the width,which has the biggest SzL=I near

the edge,isshorterthan thatof� = 0:05.

In sum m ary,weshowed thatin a 2-D narrow sem icon-

ductorstrip with weak Rashba spin-orbitcoupling,local

spin polarization could beinduced by a steady longitudi-

nalcurrent,and itisoriginated from the wavefunctions
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FIG .3: TotallocalSzL=I and SyL=I as functions ofy for

L = 16=kF . In (a), � = 0:01. In (b), � = 0:05. In (c),

� = 0:1.

ofthe electrons at the Ferm ilevel. The charge current

along the strip induces both out ofplane and in plane

localspin polarizations.Nearthetwoedges,thespin po-

larization Sz hasoppositesign,whereasSy hasthesam e

sign.W hen thesam plewidth L increases,thepeak m ag-

nitude ofSzL=I neartheedgesincreasesatsm allL and

decreasesatlargeL forweak �.And atlargeL,ournu-

m ericalresults indicate that SyL=I becom es dom inant.

From ourscalinganalysisbased on varyingL,theout-of-

planespin polarization isim portantm ainly in system sof

m esoscopic sizes,and thusappearsnotto be associated

with the SHE in bulk sam ples.
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FIG .4:PlotsofSz(y)L=I forvariousL with � = 0:05 [panel

(a)]and 0:1 [panel(b)]. The value ofL ofeach curve can

be identi�ed from the right end ofthe curve. In panel(a),

L= 4,8,12,16,24;in panel(b),L= 4,8,12,16,20.


