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Sem iclassical solutions of two-dim ensional Schrodinger equation w ith spin-orbit interaction and
an ooth potential are considered. In the lrading order, spin polarization is in-plane and follow s the
evolution of the electron m om entum for a given subband. O ut-ofplane soin polarization appears
as a quantum correction, for which an explicit expression is ocbtained. W e dem onstrate how spin—
polarized currents can be achieved w ith the help of a barrier or quantum point contact open for

tranam ission only in the lower subband.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A chieving spin m anipulation in nanodevices by m eans
of electric elds W ithout using lss selective m agnetic
elds) represents the ultim ate goal of spintronics. Spin—
orbit interaction, which couples electron m om entum to
is spin, is one of the m ost prom ising tools for realiz—
Ing spinpolarized transport ij,l] Several schem es lead—
ing either to spin accum ulation or to polarization of the
tranamn itted current induced by the spin-orbit interac—
tion have been put forward. P redictions of electric eld
Induced spin-accum ulation at the boundaries of a sam —
pl, which orighhates from asymm etric scattering from
n purities Ii (extrinsic spin-Halle ect) or from spin—
orbit split band structure I, 8] (ntrinsic e ect), has re—
cently reached a stage of experin ental realization l]. In—
plane buk soin polarization appears In the electric eld
In two-dim ensional system s w ith broken inversion sym —
metry B]. Spin polarization in quantum w ires w ith low
carrier density has been shown to occur due to the In-
terfaces of spin-degenerate and spin-split regions I]. In—
terfaces between two-dim ensional regions w ith di erent
soin-orbit splitting have also been used for that purpose,
In the case of a sharp .,.] or an arbitrary .] inter—
face, as was the scattering from a sam ple edge .,.].
O ther proposals nclude polarization due to tunneling
through a doublebarrier structure .,.] and tunnel-
Ing between two quantum w ires .]. Reference .] sug—
gested a three-term naldevice w ith a spin-orbit golit cen—
tralregion asa spin  lter, which was num erically tested
by Refs. .] and .]. Reference ] pointed to a pos—
sibility of generating soin-polarized currents by utilizing
crossings of spin-orbi-golit subbandsbelonging to di er-
ent transverse channels. T hese proposals are still Jacking
experim ental realization.

In the present paper we suggest a way to polarize elec—
tric currents by passing them through a region where, by
Increasing the extemal electrostatic potential, the upper
soin-orbit-split subband is locally positioned albove the
Fem i level. T he proposed m ethod utilizes electric gat—
Ingwhose e ect istwo ©M: (1) i com pltely suppresses
tranam ission via the upper spin-orbit-split subband, and

(i) it allow s transm ission only in a narrow Intervalofin—
cident angles In the lower subband. In contrast to the
proposals which advocate strong variations of the spin—
orbit coupling and, thus, rely on strong gate volages,
our m ethod requires only weak potentials of the order
ofa few m illivols (which is a typical scale of the Fem i
energy). In addition, we predict a speci ¢ pinch-o be-
havior of the conductance, which would allow to detect
polarized currents w ithout actualm easurem ent of spin.

W e consider ballistic electron transport in gated two-—
din ensional electron gas w ith the H am iltonian
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For the sake of sim plicity we concentrate on the case of
the "Rashba" spin-orbit interaction (the sam e m ethod,
how ever, can be used form ore com plicated interactions).
C onstruction of sam iclassicalsolitions ofthe Schrodinger
equation w ith the Ham ilttonian ) Hllow s the reasoning
ofthe conventionalW KB approach .,.,.,.],whjch
isvald fora sm ooth potential, h¥ Vi m i @3=m ;p° ).
T he advantages of sam iclassics are twofold. First, it al-
low s us to obtain approxin ate analytical solutions for
otherw ise com plicated problem s. Second, aswe w ill see,
it tums out to be especially sinple to achieve strong
polarization of electron tranam ission in the sem iclassical
regin e.

The M exican hat shape of the e ective kinetic energy
In the case of spin-orbit interaction leads to a variety of
unusual classical tra fgctories (see Fig. 2 below ), which
have never been investigated before. O ur approach em —
ploys strong spin-orbit interaction (or sm ooth extermal
potential) su cient to a ect individual electron tra gc—
tordes, in contrast to previous sam iclassical treatm ents
.,.] w hich consider spin-orbit interaction as a pertur—
bation. Stillwe do not require the spin-orbit interaction
to be com parablew ih thebuk value ofthe Ferm ienergy.
To produce spinpolarized current, i willbe su cient to
m ake spin-orbit nteraction com parable w ith the kinetic
energy at som e particular area of the system , for exam —
pl, near the pinch-o ofa quantum point contact.
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II. SEM ICLASSICAL WAVE FUNCTION

W ithout the extemal potential V , the electron spec—
trum consists of the two subbands, E (o, ;py) =
m )?=2m . The subbandsm eet at only one point, p= 0,
and the soin in each subband is always aligned w ith one
of the In-plane directions perpendicular to the m om en—
tum p. T he sam iclassicalelectron dynam ics [ naturally
captures the essential features of this translationally in—
variant lim it. The classical m otion In each subband is
determ ined by the equations ofm otion which follow from
the e ective H am iltonian:
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D espite the fact that soin does not appear in this equa—
tion, one can easily construct sem iclassical wave func—
tions, which have soin pointed w thin the xy plane per—
pendicular to the m om entum :
r__ p_—_—

ws  _  pRrt B

2p Py I
Here the action S is related to the momentum by p =
rS, and = uu is the classical density for a fam ily
of classical tra fectories corresponding to a given energy
E . The action S obeys the classical H am iton-Jacobi
equation, (¥ Sj m ¥=2m + V = E. Application of
the Ham iltonian [l to the approxin ate wave fiinction

o gives, after som e algebra,

is=h,

0= ue ’ (3)

H o=E o Z—(I vot h F 4, o; 4)
where (sum m ation over repeating indices is assum ed)
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T he second term in the rhsofEqg. W) vanishes due to the
continuity equation

©)

The last ( .) termm in [ indicates that the spin of
an accelkrated electron cannot exactly stay in the plane
of propagation and acquires a am all hr V profction
onto the z axis. To take Into account this out-ofplain
Spin precession one has to go beyond the approxin ation
ofEq. W), which is done by

r v= 0; v= p=m =p:

= (1+ hf ;) o: (7)

Since H E)f, o= 2 pf , o, to the lowest order
in h, one can relate the functionsF and £

f= F=2p; ®)

and nd the out-ofplane spin density F is found from
Eq. W]
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FIG .1: Conductance (in units ofe? =h), and spin polarization
of the current vs gate voltage (in units ofm 2=2). D ashed
Ines show the amn oothed curves I, solid lines show the
quantized values form L=h = 10:5 . D otted line show s the
conductance w ifthout spin-orbit interaction.

Note that Eq. [l does not describe the nonadiabatic
transitions between subbands. A fter the electron leaves
the region w ith nonzero potential gradient, r V 6 0, the
Inplain spin ordentation is restored.

T he out-ofplane polarization of the electron ow In
the extemalpotential is a sub Ect ofthe rapidly develop—
Ing eld ofthe spin-Halle ect [0, 5,1, 0]. Our resul,
Egs. ) and W), incorporates previous calculations of
Ref. [l ]which were restricted to the one-dim ensional form
ofthe potential, V (x), w ith p, being the Integralofm o—
tion. The validiy ofEq. W), how ever, is not restricted to
a sin ple onedin ensional case and describes the out-of-
plain polarization forany am ooth tw o-dim ensionalpoten—
tial (hcliding con ning potentialsw hich create quantum
w ires, quantum dots, etc.). In particular, Eq. ) may
serve as a good starting point for an analytical calcula—
tion of the edge spin accum ulation in ballistic quantum
wires |, ]. W e lave further Investigation of these
Interesting e ects for subsequent research.

Solutions of the orm , Eq. W), have clear and in -
portant consequences. D uring its m otion, an electron
changesthem om entum pbutalwaysrem ainsin thesame
soin-subband. To change the subband the electron tra-—
“ectory should pass through the degeneracy point where
both com ponents of m om entum vanish sim ultaneously,
p = 0, which is generically in possbl. M oreover, w ith
the proper use of potential barriers, one m ay realize a
situation where electrons of only one subband are trans-
m itted and the others are totally re ected. This leadsto
strong polarization of the tranam itted electron ow .

ITI. SHARVIN CONDUCTANCE

To give an exam ple of such a spin-polarized current let
us consider tranam ission through a barrier, V x), varying
along the direction ofa current propagation. W e assum e
periodic boundary conditions in the perpendicular direc—
tion (y+ L y). As such a condition m akes g, the



Integral of m otion, m ixing of orbital channels, which is
strongly suppressed for generic sm ooth potential W), is
now absent exactly. Fora sm ooth potentialV (x) the con—
duction channelsm ay either be perfectly transm itting or
com pletely closed. T he conserved transverse m om entum
takes the quantized values, p§ = 2 hn=L. Consider the
functions
e mpo 4
P p=
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E " (px) =
Forn 6 0 the function E” (py) splits nto two distinct
branches. At any point x the equation

E” (ox) = Er V ) (1)
yields solutions p; and p. , corresponding to keft- and
right-m oving electrons. Application ofa an allbias in —
plies, eg., the excess of right m overs over left m overs far
to the keft from the barrier. Particles are transm itted
freely above the barrier if Eq. #@) hasa solution, pt , for
any x.Let = Eg Vi ax e the di erence between the
Fem i energy and the m axinum of the potential. The
nth channel in the upper branch opens w hen

= @ hhi+m L)*=2mL?: 12)

For the owerbranch E” (o) Eq. #) has four solutions
(two forright and two for leftm overs) or hij< m L=2 h
and x close to the top of the barrier. H owever, far from

the barrier W here the excess of right-m overs is created)
there are still only two crossings described by Eq. ),
one for right and one for left m overs. A s a resul, allthe
extra electrons inpcted at x = 1 follow the evolution
ofa solution of Eq. M) v ith the Jargest positive p, . For
allhj< m L=2 h such a solution doesexist forany pos-
tive .Thus,at = Oasmany asng=m L= h chan-
nels open up sim ulaneously. The channels with higher
valuies 1j> m L=2 h in the lower subband E"” open
when

= @2 hhy m LY=2mL%: @3)

A coording to the Landauer form ula, ballistic conductance
is given by the totalnum ber of open channelsm ultiplied
by the conductance quantum G, = e’=h

P—
L 2m+m ; 0< <m %=
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This dependence G ( ) is shown In Fig. 1. The strk-

Ing evidence of the presence of spin-orbit interaction is
the huge Jum p ofthe conductance at the pinch-o point,
as opposed to the conventional squareroot increase in
the absence of spin-orbit coupling. This jimp is a con—
sequence of the \M exican-hat" shape of the spectrum

E (oxipy). Accuracy ofEgs. [l and ®) is su cient

to resolve the steps in the conductance due to the discrete
valies of hij= 0;1;2; ::5; (conductance quantization), as
shown in Fig. 1. The steps n G ( ) are abrupt in the
Im it dv=dx ! O.

Close to the pinch-o ,at < m ?, the conserved py
com ponent of the electronic m om entum varies for di er-
ent tranam itted channels wihi the range Py < m
T herefore, far from the barrier, w here the Ferm im om en—
tum is Jarge pr m , we have py py and transm i—
ted egctrons propagate in a very narrow angle interval
j i< m 2=2Eg 1. Since the electron spin isperpen—
dicular to its m om entum , we conclude that the current
due to electrons from each ofthe subbands is alm ost fully
polarized. T he totalpolarization of the tranam itted cur-
rent is given by the di erence of two currents

P
hyi=h?Y yvw i=h v i=min@; m 2=2); (15)

w hich isalso depicted In Fig.1. T his current polarization
m ay also be viewed as a creation of In-plain nonequilibb—
riim spin densiy, m axin alon the barrier.

Vanishing transm ission for electrons from the upper
band or0 < < m ?=2 W) resembles the total inter-
nalre ection suggested for creation ofpolarized electron
beam sin Ref. [11]]. Unlke the Jatter case, in ourproposal
there is no need to collin ate Incident electron ow , since
the upper band electrons are re ected at any angle.

Sem iclassical orm ulas @) and M) are valid provided
that there are m any open tranam ission channels, and
account correctly for the electrons with pj 6 0. The
case n = 0, however, requires special attention. The
curve E? (o,) does not split into the lower and upper
branches, but instead consists of two crossing parabolas
shiffed horizontally. R ight m overs from both parabolas
are tranan itted or re ected sin ultaneously. T he electron

ow due to the channelsw ith n = 0 is, therefore, unpo—
larized. For analln € 0 the crossing of two parabolas
is avoided. H owever, the electrons from the upper sub—
band E} may tunnel into the lower branch E® in the
vicinity ofthe pointpy = 0, which results in the decrease
of spin-polarization of the current. Let the barrier near
thetop hasa om V (x) = m 2x?=2. Sinple estin a-
tion show s that classically forbidden transition between
the subbands do not change the net polarization of the
current as long ash m 2.

Our results Egs. M) and W) were obtained for the
periodic boundary conditions. However, the boundary
conditionsdo not play in portant role forthe conductance
G / L) ifthew idth ofthe "w ire" is ]atgge com pared w ith
the w idth of the barrier, ie., if L h=m h=m .
If the transverse con nem ent in the w ide w ire is ensured
by the am ooth potential ] the sem iclassical tranan it
ted scattering statesm ay be constructed explicitly using
the m ethod of Ref. [l]. However, since the spin-orbit
Interaction In our approach appears already in the clas—
sical H am ittonian ), calculation of sm oothed conduc—
tance M) requires only a sinple counting of classical
tra pctordes []]. O ur next exam ple below dem onstrates
such sam iclassical treatm ent of realistic boundary condi-
tions.




IV. QUANTUM POINT CONTACT

Let us consider probably the m ost experin entally rel-
evant exam ple of a quantum point contact, described by
the potential

m 2x2 m !2y2

V x;y) = : 1
®;y) > + > (Le)

W e will see that even In this sin ple m odel the electron
ow In the presence of spin-orbi interaction acquires a
num ber of interesting and peculiar features. C lassical
equations ofm otion ollow in the usualm anner from the
e ective Ham iltonian {ll): == @H. =Q@p,p=  @H. =Q@r.
W e consider quantum point contact QPC) close to the
opening w ith only the owerE subband contributing to
the conductance. A crucialproperty of the H am iltonian
H. ,Eq. B, is the existence ofa circle ofm inin a ofthe
kineticenergy at pj= m . Expanding around a point on
this circle, pyx, = m COs ,py, = m sin , one readily
nds the equations ofm otion forP = py cos + py sin
m m ,

sin 2)P = 0; _= 0: 17)

The trafctory is found from the relations, x =
Pcos =m ; y= P sin =m . W e observe from Eq. (@)
that only the tra gctories w ithin the anglke

tanj j< tan o= =! 18)

are transm itted through QP C . Trafctories w ith larger
angles are trapped (oscillate) w thin the point contact.
E xam ples of both types of tra fctories are presented in
Fig. 2. Quantization of trapped tra fctories would give
rise to a set of (extrem ely) narrow resonances In the con—
ductance, speci ¢ or spin-orbit interaction. W e leave the
detailed investigation of these narrow features for future
resesarch. Below we consider only the am oothed conduc-—
tance.

To calculate the current J through QP C one has to
Integrate over the phase space of the states which are
tranam itted from left to right,

Z Z

J = dy evy = GV; 19)

and have the energy w thin the interval eV=2< E <

+ eV /2,wih V standing for the applied volage. In this
section we de ne as the di erence between the Fem i
energy and the value of the potential at the saddle point

= Ep V (0;0). The integralism ost sin ply evaluated
at x = 0 Wwih the velocity given by vy = P cos =m ).
T he allow ed absolute values of the m om entum are

2 & mPy?*<P?=m <2 +ev m!%Y: (20)
T he angle interval of transn itting tra fctories consists of
twodomains: j j< ¢; P > 0,and j j< o; P < 0.
T he appearance ofthe latter range of integration ishighly

non-trivial. A sin ple reasoning show s that the particles
w ith the velocity antiparallel to the m om entum (v > O,
px < 0) should not contrbute to the conduction in the
case of a transition through a one-din ensional barrier
V = V (x), sece Eq. ), Despite corresponding to the
right-m oving electrons, these states do not originate in
the kft lead. Indeed, they exist only In the vicinity of
x = 0, but disappear as x ! 1 and, thus, cannot
be populated by the excess electrons (exogpt due to the
tunneling transitions which are irrelevant in the sem i
classical regim €) . Such tra ectordes, how ever, do exist In
QPC,Eq. M), as dem onstrated in Fig. 2. A fter passing
through Q P C the tra ectory bounces at the w all reversing
is velocity. This kind of classical tuming points, where
both com ponents of the velociy vanish sinm ultaneously,
are speci c r the e ective Ham itonian @). The exis—
tence oftranan iting tra pctoriesw ith j J< 07 %<0
results in the doubling of the conductance. Simple cal-
culation yields
r___
0 2
G =Gy —: 1)
m

h!
The presence of a threshold angle o, as well as the
square-root dependence of G ( ), are In a sharp contrast
to the wellkknown result G = Gy = h!, in the absence
of spin-orbit interaction.

Equation M) is valid in the case ofm any open chan-—
nels. Since Eq. M) describes only the linearized elec—
tron dynam ics, Eq. [l is om ally valid if m 2.
N evertheless, the current rem ains totally polarized for
0< <m ?=2 miartoEq. )]

hyi=h?Y v i=h Yv, i= 1: (22)
W ith increasing the chem ical potential, > m ?2=2,
tranam ission via the upper subband E ; kicks in and the
degree of polarization gradually decreases, sin ilarly to
Eq. M), though with di erent, m ore com plicated, de—
pendence of spin-polarization on . Note that transm is—
sion ofdi erent orbialchannelsthrough Q PC is indepen—
dent as Jong asthe con ningpotential @) is am ooth over
a distance of the characteristic spin-orbit length h=m
Tt is easy to see that this requirem ent is equivalent to the
ocondition that (!; ) m 2=h. Thisis also a condition
of Jarge conductance G Go.

V. DISCUSSION

In both analyzed system s (ofballistic Sharvin conduc—
tance and of QP C) polarization of current is achieved
when m any channels are tranan itting. A s a consequence
of the K ram ers degeneracy, tranan ission eigenvalues al-
waysappear in pairs In the presence oftin e-reversalsym —
m etry, leading to the prohbition of the spin-current in
the lowest (n = 0) conducting channels (cf. Ref. [1]).
In the case of higher channels, how ever, the degenerate
tranam ission eigenvalues belong to the sam e spin-orbit
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FIG.2: Three kinds of tra ctories in the point contact. a,
transm itted trapctory whose m om entum is always collinear
with the velocity. b, trajctory bouncing inside the QPC.
This trajctory is periodic In the linearized approxin ation
described in the text, w hile the exact calculation for nite am —
plitude show s its slow drift. ¢, transm itted tra fpctory whose
m om entum inside the contact is opposite to the velocity. E lec—
trons ow from lft to right. A rrows show m om entum and
spin ordentations. Few equipotential lines are also shown.

subband and carry, regoectively, the sam e spin polariza—
tion. For exam ple, In the case of the QPC any trans—
m itted trafctory x (£);v () (€g. one ofthetwo shown In
Fig.2) isaccom panied by itsm irror re ection x (t); vy ()
w ith identical transm ission.

In InA sbased heterostructures, typical value of spin—
orbit coupling il is h = 2 10 ''evm . Character-

istic spin-orbit length k¥ = h=m = 100 nm and en-
ergym 2=2= 0:1 meV . order to have strongly spin—
polarizing QP C, the latter should support m any trans—
m ittihg channels at chem ical potential m =2
h! . This condition can, equivalently, be w ritten In term s
of the w idth of the point contact y, see Eq. (HM), as
% 1r . This is a realistic condition for typicalballis-
tic constrictions.

To conclude, we have proposed a way to polarize cur-
rents In the ballistic regin e by m eans of using electric
gates to suppress tranam ission in the upper soin-orbit—
split subband. The polarization is stronger when there
are m any transn itting channels in the lower subband.
T his is exactly the condition when the sam iclassical ex—
pansion in powers ofh is applicable. An obvious advan—
tage of our schem e is that we do not require the spatial
m odulation ofthe strength of spin-orbit interaction. N ei-
ther do we need a restricted angle of lncident electrons
In order to have a polarized current.
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