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Current induced local spin polarization due to the spin-orbit coupling in a two
din ensional narrow strip
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The current induced local spin polarization due to weak Rashba spih-orbit coupling In narrow
strip is studied. In the presence of longitudinal charge current, local spin polarizations appear in
the sam ple. T he spin polarization perpendicular to the plane has opposite sign near the two edges.
The Inplane spin polarization In the direction perpendicular to the sam ple edges also appears, but
does not change sign across the sam ple. From our scaling analysis based on increasing the strip
w idth, the out-ofplane spin polarization is in portant m ainly In a system ofm esoscopic size, and
thus appears not to be associated w ith the spin-Halle ect in bulk sam pls.

In a spin-orbit coupled electron system , an extemal
electric eld can induce a transverse soin current, giv-—
ing rise to the socalled spin Halle ect (SHE).The SHE
may o eranew way to controlelectron soins in sem icon-—
ductors, and so have potential applications iIn spintronic
devices. D epending on its origin, the SHE is generally
divided into two categories: the extrinsic SHE, which
origihates from spin-dependent electron anom alous scat—
tering by in purities, and the Intrinsic SHE, which oc-
curs even In the absence of impurities. The extrinsig
SHE, was rst proposed by D 'yakonov and V . I. Perelt
in 1971 and reexam ined recently by H irsch? and Zhangt.
The Jntmnslqc SHE waspredicted by M urakam i, N agaosa,
and Zhangt for p-type sem iconductors and by Sinova et
al? for n-type sem iconductors in two-din ensional het—
erostructures. Thel.' ! SHE, has aftracted much
theoretical interests@E240A112430403040748 ey ro
cently, two indgpendent groupshave reported experin en—
tal evidencet 120 that an elctric eld can cause out-of
plane spin accum ulations of opposite sign on opposite
edges of sam iconductor Im s, which is considered to be
a signature of the SHE . Several analytical and num er-
ical works have been published on the subfct of spin
accum ulation in a sam iconductor w ith spoin-orbit cou-
pling. G ovemal and Zu]jcke:i# were the st to investi-
gate spin accum ulation. T hey studied the spin structure
of electron states in a quantum w ire w ith parabolic con-

ning potential apd strong Rashba spin-orbi coupling.
Usajand Balseird? showed that in a sem i4n nite sys—
tem wih spin-orbit coupling, a current ow Ing parallel
to the edge nduces a net m agnetization close to the edge.
U sing the LandauepButtk formula for a tightbinding
m odel, N kolic et al.'?’- show ed num erically that in a two—
din ensionalbar w ith a w idth of 30 lattice constant, the
Rashba spin-orbit coupling can induce opposite spin ac—
cum ulation nearthe tw o edges, w hich isqualitatively sim —
ilarto that observed in the experin ent. In orderto clarify
w hether such soin polarizations are related to the SHE,
it is in portant to Investigate their scaling behavior w ith
Increasing sam ple size, and to revealthe param eters that
control the relative m agniude of the spin accum ulation
or polarization.

In this paper, the electron wave function in a continu—

ousm odelisobtained foran in nite long conducting strip
wih nite width L. Usihg the Kubo formula, we show
that a longitudinalelectrical current inducesboth outof-
plane spin polarization (S,) and in-plane soin polariza—
tion (Sy). Near the two edges, the spin polarization S,
has opposite sign, whereas S, has the sam e sign. W hen
sam ple w idth L Increases, its scaling behavior indicates
that S, near the edges decreases and S, becom es dom —
nant for given xed electrical current densiy. There—
fore, the out-ofplane spin polarization is an e ect due
to boundary re ections from the two opposite edges, and
appears not to be related to the SHE in a buk sample.
Let us consider a system of a two-din ensional 2-D)
In nie long conducting strip wih nie width L. The
Ham ittonian for the system with Rashba spin-orbit cou—
pling can be w ritten asby
K2
H=—+
2m
where is the ocoupling constant of soin-orbit interac-
tion, y and , arethePaulim atrices, m is the electron
e ectivem ass, and we takeunitswith h = 1.
T he eigenstates of plane waves are
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where = arctan(k,=k«), + ( ) labels lower (higher)
energy eigenstate w ith eigenvalie E = k?=2m k or
a given K.

A ssum 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, ki
comm utes w ith the H am iltonian and is a good quantum
number. W e can write a eigenstate, with eigen-energy
E , ofthe system as a superposition of four plane waves,
wih sameE and ky . Suppose the system is in universal
region as de ned In Ref. ], the wave function near the
Fem ilevel is given by

Eikxiy) = Fike >
= kPEikik, >+ Fik k, > Q)
+ o Bikeiky >+ o Eikei ky >
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wherek, = k ? kZandk = m+ “m?+ 2mE
w ith boundary conditions (& x;0) = (kx;L)= 0:0ne
can solve the boundary conditions and nd the eigen—
values of ky, which are a discrete set of values In the
intervalof ( k; ;ki ), herek;, = k" with E = Er (the
Fem ienergy). In U sajand B alsiro’sw ork, there isonly
one edge, the elgenfiinctions are propagating w aves w rit—
ten as a superposition of one incident and two re ected
waves. kx can take any valie between ( k; ;k;). In
our current study, the interference due to the two edges
of the strip lin its num ber of eigenvalues for k, at Ferm i
level, which could inct rather di erent physics for the
problem .

W hile the urplanewaveshave di erent spin polariza-
tionsw ithin the tw o-din ensionalplane, their interference
Jeads to nonzero out-ofplane local spin density. The lo—
calspin polarization depends on the sign ofthe conserved
Iongitudinalwave vectorky . For any given energy E and
a positive eigenvalie kg nx rky, kgnx isalso an eigen-
value fork, . In the ground state w here both positive and
negative k, states are occupied, the total local spin den—
sity is zero since the contrbution of each spin band is
zero. However, if there are a Iongitudinal current ow—
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Ing in the strip, which causes a an all shift of the Ferm i
circles. T he num bers of occupied states w ith positive ky
and negative ky are no longer equal, which can induce
net soin polarizations in the strip.

T he net localgpin polarization can be calculated using
K ubo form ulai2d,

e X
= \7 (fg o fe)
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where E is the elkectric eld, and vy is given by v =
ky=m y- Here, we wish to point out that the con-
tribution to the soin polarization com es from the Fem i
surface, In contrast to the intrinsic SHE, which com es
from the contribution of all occupied states Tt iseasy to

nd that the spin polarization given by Eq (-4-) diverges in
the clean lin it. To overcom e this problem , we consider
a oconstant longtidudinal current density I=L is driven
through strip. W e calculate the ratio between the spin
polarization and the current density

Er)

I e K E %k, 5 E ik >
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which isa nite quantity.

A llthe coe cientsin Eq. i;:can be determ ined num eri-
cally. However, we found that the eigenfuinctions (stand—
Ing waves) can not be._expressed as a superposition of
the two eigenfinction®? of sam e k,, obtained in the case
of only one edge. W e also found that, for k,j< kg,
ji=JJandjj=JjFPrk+ > ke3> Ky, J 3= J 3

P bots in Fig. 1 show bcalspin polarizations s, = 2<
ErikeJ . Frike > and sy = 2 < Ep jked y Fr ks >
as functions of position y in all the eigenstates that have
positive k, w ith eigen-energy at the Fermm ilevel for three
di erent values of Rashba coupling , which is in the
units of ky . The width of the strip is set to be 8=k,
where kr is the Fem i wave vector when there is no
soin-orbit coupling. kg is related to electron density in
the sample by k3 = 2 n. Usihg typical valie of two-
din ensionalelectron density 10'? am 2 [see Ref. 26], we
estinate kp  10%=m and L is around 80 nm . The spin
polarizations s, and s, vanish at the two edges as re-
quired by the boundary conditions. For each eigenstate,
s, y) = s, @L y),wherass,y)= s,L y). We
have also obtained s, and it is zero across the sam ple.
W ithout spin-orbit coupling, ky is quantized to values
kyn = n =L, wheren = 1;2;3; . For eady, kthe
eigenstates for two spoin directions are degenerate. W hen
soih-orbit coupling is In presence, the two spin bands
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are no longer degenerate. However, the spin polariza-
tion increases as the Rashba coupling increases. W hen
we further ncrease , som e values ofk, are larger than
Fem iwave vector of the higher spin band, as shown in
F jgs.-r}: (e) and (f). Under this case, decaying waves show

up In the wave functions along the y-direction for the
higher spin band.

T he net spin polarizations are ca]cu]ated by using the
Kubo formula in Eq. M FJguresd ), ©) and (e) show
thenet S, (y)L=I when we sum the contribution from all
the positive ky m odes at the Femm i level. T he longiudi-
nal chayge current also induces a local n-plane polariza—
tion Syb’ggn, as shown in Figs.d b), @) and (f), whereas
Sy 0.UnlkeS,, Sy hasthe sam e sign across the sam -
plk. At weak Rashba couplings = 001 or 005, we see
from Fjgs.:g: (@)—() that S, is one or two order greater
than S, in m agniude. W ith increasing the R ashba cou-—
pling, Sy increases much faster than S,. As a conse-
quence, S becom es com parablk to S, at re]at:ye]y large
R ashba ooup]Jng = 01, asseen from Figs. IZ(e and (f).

W e have also obtained the local spin polarization for
the case of L = 16=ky . Fjgure-'; show s the results for

=0.01, 005, and 01. There are 10 eigenvalues for ky

for each . Similarly to Fig. :_2, the m agnitude of spin
polarization S,L=I nearthe edges increase as Increases
when is an all. However, when is hrge ( = 031),
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FIG.1l:s. [gure @), (©),and (e)]and sy [ gure ), @), (B]
as function of position y for eigenvalues of positive kx at the
Fem ilvel. s; and sy are in units of% .L = 8=kr ,where kg

isthe Fem iw ave vector w hen there isno spin-orbit coupling.
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FIG.2: Totallocal S;L=I and SyL=I as a function ofy for
L = 8=kr . In this and follow ing gures they are in units of
h=@Qek?) In (@) and ) = 0:01.In (©) and d), = 005.
In () and (), = 0:1.

m agnitude ofthe polarization S, near the edgesbecom es
an aller and large oscillations appears deep inside of the
sampl. Sy also increasesas Increases. W hen = 01,
In-plane spin polarization S, dom inates out-ofplane po-
larization S, . Com paring w ith the results of L. = 8=kg,
S.L=I is largernear the edges for =0.01 and 0.05. But
when =01, it is smaller. S,L=I is larger for all ’s
we chose. W e conclude that for xed nite sam ple size,
the out-ofplane spin polarization S, dom inates at rela—
tively weak Rashba coupling and in-plane soin polariza—
tion overwheln s for relatively strong R ashba coupling.
Tt is interesting to exam ine how the spin polarization
changes as the sam pl width L increases. In Fig. EJ:(a),
we show S,L=I PrvariousL wih = 0:05. The peak
m agniude of S,L=I near the y=0 edge increases as L
Increasesat am allL. and decreases as L Increases at large
L.Thepbtsfor = 01 1n Fjg.:ff(b) show a sim ilar pat-
tem, but the width, which has the biggest S,L=I near
the edge, is shorter than that of = 0:05.

In summ ary, we showed that In a 2-D narrow sem icon—
ductor strip w ith weak R ashba spin-orbit coupling, local
spin polarization could be induced by a steady longiudi-
nal current, and i is originated from the wave functions
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of the electrons at the Fem i level. The charge current
along the strip induces both out of plane and in plane
localspin polarizations. N ear the tw o edges, the spin po—
larization S, has opposite sign, whereas S, hasthe sam e
sign. W hen the sam ple w idth L increases, the peak m ag—
nitude of S,L=I near the edges Increases at sn allL. and
decreases at large L forweak .And at largeL, our nu—
m erical results indicate that S,L=I becom es dom nant.
From our scaling analysisbased on varying L, the out-of-
plane soin polarization is in portantm ainly in system sof
m esoscopic sizes, and thus appears not to be associated
w ith the SHE in bulk sam ples.
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FIG.4:PltsofS, (y)L=I forvariousL wih = 005 panel
@] and 01 fpanel ©)]. The value of L of each curve can
be identi ed from the right end of the curve. In panel (@),
L=4,8,12,16,24; in panel (), L=4,8,12,16,20.



