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Im aging m esoscopic spin H allow : Spatialdistribution oflocalspin currents and spin

densities in and out ofm ultiterm inalspin-orbit coupled sem iconductor nanostructures

Branislav K .Nikoli�c,Liviu P.Zârbo,and Satofum iSoum a�

Departm ent ofPhysics and Astronom y,University ofDelaware,Newark,DE 19716-2570, USA

W e introduce the conceptofbond spin current,which describesthe spin transportbetween two

sitesofthe lattice m odelofa m ultiterm inalspin-orbit(SO )coupled sem iconductornanostructure,

and expressitin term softhe spin-dependentnonequilibrium (Landauer-K eldysh)G reen functions

of the device. This form alism is applied to obtain the spatial distribution of m icroscopic spin

currentsin clean phase-coherenttwo-dim ensionalelectron gaswith theRashba-typeofSO coupling

attached to four externalleads. Together with the corresponding pro�les ofthe stationary spin

density,such visualization ofthe phase-coherentspin ow allow usto resolve severalkey issuesfor

the understanding ofm echanism s which generate pure spin Hallcurrents in the transverse leads

ofballistic devices due to the ow ofunpolarized charge current through their longitudinalleads:

(i)while bond spin currentsare non-zero locally within the SO coupled region even in equilibrium

(when allleads are at the sam e potential),the totalspin current obtained by sum m ing the bond

spin currentsoveran arbitrary crosssection iszero so thatno spin can actually be transported by

such equilibrium currents;(ii)when device isbroughtinto nonequilibrium steady currentstate by

externalvoltagedi�erenceapplied between thelongitudinalleads,only thewavefunctions(orG reen

functions)around the Ferm ienergy contribute to the totalspin currentthrough a given transverse

crosssection;(iii)thetotalspin Hallcurrentisnotconserved within theSO coupled region;however,

itbecom esconserved and physically well-de�ned quantity in theidealleadswhereitis,furtherm ore,

equalto the spin currentobtained within the m ultiprobe Landauer-B�uttiker scattering form alism .

The localspin current pro�les crucially depend on whether the sam ple is sm aller or greater than

the spin precession length,thereby dem onstrating its essentialrole as the characteristic m esoscale

for the spin Halle�ect in ballistic m ultiterm inalsem iconductor nanostructures. Although static

spin-independent disorder reduces the m agnitude ofthe totalspin current in the leads,the bond

spin currentscontinueto ow through thewhole di�usive2D EG sam ple,withoutbeing localized as

edge spin currentsaround any ofitsboundaries.

PACS num bers:72.10.Bg,73.23.-b,72.25.D c,71.70.Ej

Recent experim entalobservation ofthe spin Hallef-
fect1,2 opensnew avenuesforthe understanding offun-
dam entalrolewhich spin-orbit(SO )couplings3,4 can play
in transportand equilibrium propertiesofsem iconductor
structures.W hileSO couplinge�ectsaretiny relativistic
correctionsforparticlesm oving through electric�eldsin
vacuum ,they can beenhanced in solidsby severalorders
ofm agnitude due to the interplay ofcrystalsym m etry
and strongcrystallinepotential.3,4 Furtherm ore,harness-
ing ofspin currentsinduced by thespin Halle�ecto�ers
new possibilitiesfortheenvisioned all-electricalm anipu-
lation ofspin forsem iconductorspintronicsapplications5

whereelectrical�eldscan accessindividualspinson short
length and tim e scales.
The principalm acroscopicphenom enologicalm anifes-

tation ofthe spin Halle�ect is unique: the transverse
spin current, which is pure in the sense of not being
accom panied by any net charge transport in the trans-
verse direction, em erges as a response to conventional
unpolarized charge currentin the longitudinaldirection
through a param agneticsystem in theabsenceofany ex-
ternalm agnetic�eld.W hen such currenthitsthesam ple
boundary,itwilldepositnonequilibrium spin accum ula-
tion6,7,8,9,10 at the lateraledges ofthe sam ple attached
to two longitudinalelectrodes,9,10 as detected optically
in recentbreakthrough spin Hallexperim ents.1,2

However, there are several apparently disconnected

m echanism s capable ofinducing the spin Hallcurrents.
Nonetheless,they sharethenecessityforsom etypeofSO
interaction which couplesthespin and chargetransport.
Forexam ple,im puritieswith SO interaction willdeect
spin-"(spin-#)conduction electronspredom inantlytothe
left(right)in the scattering process,thereby generating
the extrinsic transverse spin Hallcurrent. The theory
ofthe extrinsicspin Halle�ecthasbeen around forsev-
eraldecades,6,7,8 and ithasrecently been revisited11 to
argueitsm ajorrolein oneofthetwo recentsem inalex-
perim entalobservations.1 However,the extrinsic e�ect,
which crucially relieson the presence ofim puritieswith
skew-scatteringand doesnotinvolveany SO couplingin-
duced m odi�cation ofthequasiparticleenergy spectrum ,
isa rathersm alle�ect(unlessoneinvokesparticularen-
hancem ent m echanism s involving intrinsic SO coupling
in the bulk crystalwhich contributes a SO term to the
im purity potential11)whose precisem agnitude hasbeen
tantalizingly hard to estim ate.12

Thus,a strong im petus for the revivalofinterest in
the realm ofthe spin Halle�ect(s) has ascended from
recentpredictionsforsubstantialpurespin currentow-
ing through:(a)in�nite hom ogeneousSO coupled sem i-
conductors in the clean lim it,13,14 where the strong SO
coupling induces the spin-splitting of the quasiparticle
energies;or (b) the electrodes ofm ultiprobe �nite-size
m esoscopic nanostructures15,16,17 m ade ofsuch m ateri-
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als.However,thetheoryoftheintrinsicspin Halle�ect18

in the bulk ofin�nite sem iconductors is form ulated in
term softhespin currentdensity which isnotconserved3

in a m edium with SO coupling and,m oreover,can be
non-zeroeven in therm odynam icequilibrium .19 Reexam -
ination ofsuch unusualfeaturesoftheintrinsicspin Hall
currenthave lead to two m ajorcontroversies:(i)itsde-
pendence solely on the whole SO coupled Ferm isea and
thespin-splitband structure(i.e.,theanom alousvelocity
duetotheBerrycurvatureoftheBloch states13,20),with-
outany connection to nonequilibrium distribution func-
tion thatcharacterizesstandard charge transportin the
longitudinaldirection,21 have prom pted argum entsthat
such currentsdo notreally transportspin orinducespin
accum ulation thatwould be usefulforspintronicsappli-
cations;21,22 (ii) for linear in m om entum SO couplings,
such asthe Rashba orlinearDresselhauscoupling4 in a
two-dim ensionalelectron gas(2DEG ),num erouspertur-
bativeanalytical23,24 and non-perturbativenum ericalex-
actdiagonalization25 studies�nd thatbulk intrinsicspin
Hallcurrent(averagedoveran in�nitesystem 26)vanishes
forarbitrarysm alldisorder,whilebeingabletosurviveas
edge spin currentnearthe sam ple-electrode interfaces27

orforsom e interm ediate valuesofthe spin-independent
disorder strength28 (for which the sharp boundary be-
tween theintrinsicand theextrinsicm echanism sbecom es
blurred29).

O n the otherhand,the m esoscopic spin Hallcurrent,
predicted to ow outofballistic phase-coherentsam ples
ofthe SO coupled sem iconductors15,16,17,30,31,32 through
theattached transverseideal(i.e.,freeofspin and charge
interactions)leads,isconservedthroughouttheleads,de-
pendsonly on thewavefunctions(orG reen functions)at
the Ferm isurface (at low tem peratures T ! 0),and it
isresilientto ratherlarge static disorderwithin the dif-
fusive m etallic regim e.15,17 However,the theory ofthe
m esoscopic spin Hall e�ect is form ulated in term s of
theLandauer-B�uttiker-typetransm ission form alism 34 for
spin currents,15,16,33 which connectsasym ptotic scatter-
ing states in the leads without requiring any inform a-
tion aboutthequantum -m echanicalprobabilitiesforspin
and charge propagation between the two points inside
the sam ple. Technically,to obtain the spin Hallcurrent
owing through the leadsofa m ultiterm inaldevice,one
only needsthespin-dependentretarded real-spaceG reen
function connecting the sites residing in di�erent leads
and no inform ation aboutits valuesbetween the points
within the sam ple.15

Thus,m any recent debates on the very existence of
the spin Halle�ect in ballistic SO coupled sem iconduc-
tor system s could be closed by visualizing the spatial
details ofthe spin ow through experim entally accessi-
ble Hallbridges| from the SO coupled sam ple toward
to attached electrodes with no SO interactions. The
analogous studies of the spatialdistribution of charge
ow wereessentialin understanding the natureofquan-
tum Halltransport(bulk vs.edge35)in m esoscopicHall
bridges.36,37 Furtherm ore,recent advances in m ultifari-

ous scanning probe experim entaltechniques have m ade
itpossibleto go beyond conventionaltransportm easure-
m entsofm acroscopically averaged quantitiesand im age
phase-coherent charge ow through a single 2DEG in
quantum Hallor quantum point contact regim e where
the hostsem iconductorheterostructuresissubjected to
high orzero externalm agnetic�eld,respectively.38

In particular,thistype ofinsightcan be obtained e�-
ciently within the fram ework oflattice m odels ofm eso-
scopic devices and the corresponding bond charge cur-
rents34,39 which yield a detailed picture of the charge
propagation between two arbitrary sites of the lat-
tice.40,41 Here we provide a toolthat m akes it possible
to obtain the spatialdetailsofthe spin ow on thescale
offew nanom etersby introducing thebond spin currents,
which representtheanalog ofbond chargecurrents(and
a lattice version ofthe spin currentdensity).
As shown in Sec. I, the bond spin currents can

be com puted e�ciently in term s of the spin-resolved
K eldysh G reen functions42 applied to the Landauerset-
up where a �nite-size SO coupled sem iconductor sam -
ple is attached to m any sem i-in�nite idealleads.40,41,43

They are evaluated in Sec.IIfor a paradigm atic m eso-
scopicspin Hallgenerator| afour-term inalballistictwo-
dim ensionalelectron gas(2DEG )with the Rashba type
ofSO coupling| to show the spatialpro�lesofspin cur-
rentsand spin densities,thereby,revealingthefeaturesof
thespin Halltransporton nanoscales.In Sec.IIIweshow
thatspatialdistribution ofthe localspin currentdensi-
tiesrem ainsnon-zero throughoutthe whole 2DEG even
in thedi�usivetransportregim e,in contrasttosom epre-
viousconjectures26,27 where only the edge spin currents
would survive the disorder e�ects in Rashba spin-split
system s. The integration of the linear response bond
spin currentsoverthetransversecrosssectionsallowsus
toconnectin Sec.IV thespin transportwithin thesam ple
to the totalspin Hallcurrents,which are obtained from
theLandauer-B�uttikerm ultiprobespin currentform ulas,
owing in an outofthe2DEG through theleadsasa re-
sponse to the applied voltagesatthe device boundaries.
W e concludein Sec.V.

I. B O N D SP IN C U R R EN T S IN

M U LT IT ER M IN A L N A N O ST R U C T U R ES:

LA N D A U ER -K ELD Y SH A P P R O A C H

Theconservationofchargeim pliesthecontinuityequa-
tion in quantum m echanics for the charge density � =
ej	(r)j2 associated with a given wavefunction 	(r)

@�

@t
+ r � j= 0; (1)

from which onecan extracttheexpression forthecharge
currentdensity

j= eRe[	 y(r)̂v	(r)]: (2)
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Thiscan beviewed asthequantum -m echanicalexpecta-
tion value[in thestate	(r)]ofthechargecurrentdensity
operator

ĵ= e
n̂(r)̂v + v̂n̂(r)

2
; (3)

which follows from the classicalcharge current density
j= en(r)v via quantization procedurewheretheparticle
density n(r)and thevelocity v arereplaced by thecorre-
spondingoperatorsand sym m etrized toensurethatĵisa
Herm itian operator.34 In SO coupled system s ĵacquires
extra term s since the velocity operator i~v̂ = [̂r;Ĥ ]is
m odi�ed by thepresenceofSO term sin theHam iltonian
Ĥ .Forexam ple,forthe e�ectivem assRashba Ham ilto-
nian ofa �nite-size 2DEG structure(in the xy-plane)

Ĥ =
p̂2

2m �
+
�

~

(̂py�̂x � p̂x�̂y)+ Vconf(x;y); (4)

the velocity operatoris

v̂ =
p̂

m �
�
�

~

(̂�yex � �̂xey); (5)

where ex and ey are the unit vectors along the x and
the y-axis,respectively. Here p̂ = (̂px;p̂y) is the m o-
m entum operator in 2D space, �̂ = (̂�x ;̂�y;̂�z) is the
vector ofthe Paulispin m atrices,� is the strength of
the Rashba SO coupling3,4 arising due to the structure
inversion asym m etry,44 and Vconf(x;y)is the transverse
con�ning potential.
In contrastto the charge continuity equation Eq.(1),

the analogous continuity equation for the spin density
�is =

~

2
[	 y(r)̂�i	(r)]

@�is

@t
+ r � J

i = S
i
s; (6)

containsthe spin currentdensity

J
i =

~

2
	 y(r)

�iv̂ + v̂�i

2
	(r); (7)

aswellasa non-zero spin source

S
i
s =

~

2
Re

�

	 y(r)
i

~

[Ĥ ;̂�i]	(r)

�

: (8)

The non-zero Sis 6= 0 term reects non-conservation of
spin in thepresenceofSO couplings.Thus,theplausible
Herm itian operatorofthe spin currentdensity3

Ĵ i
k =

~

2

�iv̂k + v̂k�i

2
(9)

is a well-de�ned quantity (a tensor with nine com po-
nents)only when the velocity operatoris spin indepen-
dent,asencountered in m any m etalspintronicdevices.45

Such lack ofphysicaljusti�cation forEq.(9)in SO cou-
pled system sleadsto an arbitrariness13 in the de�nition
ofthe spin current density em ployed in recent intrinsic

spin Hallstudies,46 thereby casting a doubt on the ex-
perim entalrelevance ofthe quantitative predictions13,14

for the spin Hallconductivity �sH = J z
y =E x com puted

as the linear response to the applied longitudinalelec-
tric�eld E x penetrating an in�niteSO coupled (perfect)
sem iconductorcrystal.
To obtain the spatialpro�les ofspin and charge cur-

rentdensitiesin �nite-sizesam plesofarbitrary shapeat-
tached to m any probes,it is advantageous to represent
the spin-dependent Ham iltonian and the corresponding
chargeand spin currentdensity operatorsin thelocalor-
bitalbasis.39,40,41,43 Forexam ple,in such representation
the Rashba Ham iltonian can be recast in the following
form 9

Ĥ =
X

m �

"m Isĉ
y
m � ĉm � +

X

m m
0�� 0

ĉ
y
m �t

��
0

m m
0ĉm 0�0; (10)

wherehard wallboundaryconditionsaccountforcon�ne-
m enton the lattice Lx � Ly with the lattice spacing a.
Here ĉy

m � (̂cm �)isthecreation (annihilation)operatorof
an electron atthe site m = (m x;m y).
W hilethisHam iltonian isoftight-bindingtype,itso�-

diagonalelem ents are non-trivial2 � 2 Herm itian m a-
trices tm 0

m = (tm m
0)y in the spin space. The on-site

potential"m describes any static localpotential, such
asthe electrostatic potentialdue to the applied voltage
orthe disordersim ulated via a uniform random variable
"m 2 [� W =2;W =2]. The generalized nearest neighbor
hopping t��

0

m m
0 = (tm m

0)�� 0 accountsfortheRashba cou-
pling

tm m
0 =

�
� toIs � itSO �̂y (m = m 0+ ex)
� toIs + itSO �̂x (m = m 0+ ey)

; (11)

through the SO hopping param eter tSO = �=2a (Is
is the unit 2 � 2 m atrix in the spin space). The di-
rectcorrespondencebetween the continuousEq.(4)and
the lattice Ham iltonian Eq.(10)isestablished by using
to = ~

2=2m �a2 forthe orbitalhopping and by selecting
the Ferm ienergy (E F = � 3:8to in the rest ofthe pa-
per)atwhich zero-tem peraturequantum transporttakes
place close to the bottom ofthe band E b = � 4:0to to
ensure that injected quasiparticles have quadratic and
isotropic energy-m om entum dispersion which character-
izes the Ham iltonians in e�ective m ass approxim ation.
Using the e�ective m ass and conduction bandwidth of
the sem iconductorheterostructuresm easured in experi-
m ents,47 one can interpretthe param etersofthe lattice
Ham iltonian as having the typicalvalues a ’ 3 nm for
thelatticespacingwhiletheRashbaSO hoppingisofthe
orderoftSO =to � 0:01.
The usage ofthe second quantized notation in Eq.10

facilitates the introduction of K eldysh G reen func-
tion42 expressionsforthenonequilibrium expectation val-
ues.40,43 W e im agine that at tim e t0 = � 1 the sam ple
and the leads are notconnected,while the left and the
rightlongitudinallead ofa four-probedevicearein their
own therm alequilibrium with thechem icalpotentials�L
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and �R ,respectively,where �L = �R + eV . The adia-
baticswitching ofthehopping param eterconnecting the
leadsand thesam plegeneratestim eevolution oftheden-
sitym atrixofthestructure.43 Thephysicalquantitiesare
obtained as the nonequilibrium statisticalaverage h:::i
(with respect to the density m atrix42 at tim e t0 = 0)
ofthe corresponding quantum -m echanicaloperatorsex-
pressed in term sofĉy

m � and ĉm �. This willlead to the
expressionsofthetype



ĉy
m � ĉm �0

�
,which de�nethelesser

G reen function40,43



ĉ
y
m � ĉm 0�0

�
=

~

i
G
<
m

0
m ;�0�(� = 0)

=
1

2�i

Z 1

�1

dE G
<
m

0
m ;�0�(E ): (12)

Here we utilize the fact that the two-tim e correlation
function [̂cm �(t)= eiĤ t=~ĉm �e

�iĤ t=~]

G
<
m m

0;�� 0(t;t0)�
i

~

D

ĉ
y

m
0�0(t0)̂cm �(t)

E

; (13)

dependsonly on � = t� t0 in stationary situations,so it
can be Fouriertransform ed to energy

G
<
m m

0;�� 0(�)=
1

2�~

Z 1

�1

dE G
<
m m

0;�� 0(E )eiE �=~; (14)

which willbe utilized forsteady-state transportstudied
here.W eusethenotation whereG <

m m
0 isa 2� 2 m atrix

in the spin spacewhose�� 0 elem entisG <
m m

0;�� 0.

A . B ond charge currents in SO coupled system s

1. Bond charge-currentoperator

Using the charge conservation expressed through the
fam iliarcontinuity equation Eq.(1)yieldsa uniquely de-
term ined bond chargecurrentoperatorforquantum sys-
tem s described on a lattice by a tight-binding-type of
Ham iltonian Eq.(10).Thatis,the Heisenberg equation
ofm otion

dN̂ m

dt
=

1

i~

h

N̂ m ;Ĥ

i

: (15)

forthe electron num beroperator N̂ m on site m ,

N̂ m �
X

�= ";#

ĉ
y
m � ĉm �; (16)

leadsto the chargecontinuity equation on the lattice

e
dN̂ m

dt
+

X

k= x;y

�

Ĵm ;m + ek � Ĵm �e k ;m

�

= 0: (17)

Thisequation introducesthe bond charge-currentoper-
ator34,39 Ĵm m

0 which describesthe particlecurrentfrom

site m to itsnearestneighborsitem 0 (the ‘bond’term i-
nology issupported by a picture where currentbetween
two sitesisrepresented by a bundleofow linesbunched
togetheralong a line joining the two sites).
Thus,the spin-dependent Ham iltonian Eq.(10) con-

taining the non-trivial2� 2 m atrix hopping de�nesthe
bond chargecurrentoperator Ĵm m

0 =
P

�� 0 Ĵ
��

0

m m
0 which

can be viewed asthe sum offourdi�erentspin-resolved
bond charge-currentoperators

Ĵ
��

0

m m
0 =

e

i~

h

ĉ
y

m
0�0t

�
0
�

m
0
m
ĉm � � h.c.

i

; (18)

where h.c. stands for the Herm itian conjugate of the
�rstterm . In particular,forthe case oft��

0

m m
0 being de-

term ined by theRashba SO interaction Eq.(11),wecan
decom pose the bond charge current operator into two
term s

Ĵm m
0 = Ĵ

kin
m m

0 + Ĵ
SO
m m

0; (19)

which havetransparentphysicalinterpretation.The�rst
term

Ĵ
kin
m m

0 =
X

�

eto

i~

h

ĉ
y

m
0�
ĉm � � h.c.

i

(20)

can bedenoted as\kinetic" sinceitoriginatesonly from
the kinetic energy to and does not depend on the SO
coupling energy tSO ,while the second term

Ĵ
SO
m m

0 =

8

><

>:

�
4etSO
~
2

Ŝ
y

m m
0 (m 0= m + ex)

+
4etSO
~
2

Ŝ
x
m m

0 (m 0= m + ey)

= �
4etSO
~
2

�

(m 0� m )� Ŝm m
0

�

z
(21)

istheadditionalcontribution totheintersitecurrentow
due to non-zero Rashba SO hopping tSO . Here we also
introducethe \bond spin-density" operator

Ŝm m
0 =

~

4

X

��

h

ĉ
y

m
0�
�̂�� ĉm � + h.c.

i

; (22)

de�ned for the \bond" connecting the sites m and m 0,
which reduces to the usualde�nition ofthe localspin
density operatorform 0= m [seeEq.(34)].

2. Nonequilibrium bond charge current

Theform alism ofbond chargecurrentsyieldsthephys-
ically m easurable38 localchargecurrentwithin the sam -
pleasthequantum -statisticalaverageh:::i(with respect
toadensity m atrix thathasevolved oversu�ciently long
tim esothatnonequilibrium stateand allinteractionsare
fully established)ofthebond charge-currentoperatorin
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the nonequilibrium state,40,41,43

D

Ĵm m
0

E

=
X

�� 0

D

Ĵ
��

0

m m
0

E

; (23)

D

Ĵ
��

0

m m
0

E

=
� e

~

Z 1

�1

dE

2�

h

t
�
0
�

m
0
m
G
<
m m

0;�� 0(E )

� t
��

0

m m
0G

<
m

0
m ;�0�(E )

i

;(24)

whereweutilizeEq.(12)to expressthelocalchargecur-
rentin term softhenonequilibrium lesserG reen function.
The spin-resolved bond charge currentin (24)describes
ow of charges which start as spin � electrons at the
site m and end up asa spin �0 electronsatthe site m 0

where possible spin-ips � 6= � 0 (instantaneous or due
to precession)arecaused by spin-dependentinteractions.
The decom position ofthe bond charge-currentoperator
into kinetic and SO term s in Eq.(19)leads to a G reen
function expression forthecorrespondingnonequilibrium

bond chargecurrents
D

Ĵm m
0

E

=
D

Ĵkin
m m

0

E

+
D

ĴSO
m m

0

E

with

kinetic and SO term sgiven by

D

Ĵ
kin
m m

0

E

=
eto

~

Z 1

�1

dE

2�
Trs

�
G

<
m m

0(E )� G
<
m

0
m
(E )

�
;

(25)
D

Ĵ
SO
m m

0

E

=
etSO

~

Z 1

�1

dE

2�i

� Trs
�
((m 0� m )� �)

z

�
G

<
m m

0(E )+ G
<
m

0
m
(E )

��
:

(26)

Note, however,that kinetic term is also inuenced by
the SO coupling through G < . In the absence ofthe SO
coupling,Eq.(26)vanishesand the bond chargecurrent
reducesto thestandard expression.40,41,43 ThetraceTrs
hereisperform ed in thespin Hilbertspace.Sim ilarly,we
can also obtain the nonequilibrium localcharge density
in term sofG <

e

D

N̂ m

E

= e
X

�= ";#



ĉ
y
m � ĉm �

�

=
e

2�i

Z 1

�1

dE
X

�

G
<
m m ;�� (E )

=
e

2�i

Z 1

�1

dE Trs[G
<
m m

(E )]; (27)

which isthestatisticalaveragevalueofthecorresponding
operatorEq.(16).

B . B ond Spin C urrents in SO C oupled System s

1. Bond spin-currentoperator

To m im ic the plausible de�nition ofthe spin-current
density operator J i

k in Eq. (9), we can introduce the
bond spin-currentoperatorforthespin-Si com ponentas

the sym m etrized product ofthe spin-1
2
operator ~�̂i=2

(i= x;y;z)and the bond charge-currentoperatorfrom
Eq.(17)

Ĵ
Si

m m
0 �

X

��

1

4i

h

ĉ
y

m
0�
f�̂i;tm 0

m g�� ĉm � � h.c.
i

:(28)

By inserting the hopping m atrix tm 0
m Eq.(11) ofthe

latticeSO Ham iltonian into thisexpression weobtain its
explicitexpression forthe Rashba SO coupled system

Ĵ
Si

m m
0 =

to

2i

X

��

�

ĉ
y

m
0�
(�i)�� ĉm � � h.c.

�

+
tSO

2
N̂ m m

0 (ei� (m 0� m ))
z
;(29)

which can beconsidered asthelatticeversion ofEq.(9).
Here N̂ m m

0 isthe bond electron-num beroperator

N̂ m m
0 �

1

2

X

�

�

ĉ
y

m
0�
ĉm � + h:c:

�

; (30)

which reducesto thestandard electron-num beroperator
Eq.(16)form 0= m .

2. Nonequilibrium bond spin current

Sim ilarlytothecaseofthenonequilibrium bond charge
currentin Sec.IA 2,the nonequilibrium statisticalaver-
age ofthe bond spin-current operator Eq.(29) can be
expressed using the lesserG reen function G < as

D

Ĵ
Si

m m
0

E

=
D

Ĵ
Si(kin)

m m
0

E

+
D

Ĵ
Si(so)

m m
0

E

(31)

D

Ĵ
Si(kin)

m m
0

E

=
to

2

Z 1

�1

dE

2�

� Tr
�
�i
�
G

<
m m

0(E )� G
<
m

0
m
(E )

��
;(32)

D

Ĵ
Si(SO )

m m
0

E

= (ei� (m 0� m ))
z

tSO

2

Z 1

�1

dE

2�i

� Tr
�
G

<
m m

0(E )+ G
<
m

0
m
(E )

�
: (33)

Here we also �nd two term s which can be interpreted
asthe kinetic and the SO contribution to the bond spin
current crossing from site m to site m 0. However,we
em phasizethatsuch SO contribution tothespin-Sz bond
currentis identically equalto zero,which sim pli�es the
expression forthiscom ponentto Eq.(32)studied in the
restofthepaperastheprim ary spin currentresponsein
the spin Halle�ect.

3. LocalSpin density and itscontinuity equation

The localspin density in the lattice m odels is deter-
m ined by the localspin operator Ŝm = (Ŝx

m
;Ŝy

m
;Ŝz

m
)at

sitem de�ned by

Ŝm =
~

2

X

��

ĉ
y
m ���� ĉm �: (34)
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The Heisenberg equation ofm otion foreach com ponent
Ŝi (i= x;y;z)ofthe spin density operator

dŜi
m

dt
=

1

i~

h

Ŝ
i
m
;Ĥ

i

(35)

can be written in the following form

dŜi
m

dt
+

X

k= x;y

�

Ĵ
Si

m ;m + ek
� Ĵ

Si

m �e k ;m

�

= F̂
Si

m
;(36)

where ĴSi

m m
0 is the bond spin-currentoperatorgiven by

Eq.(28) so that the second term on the lefthand side
ofEq.(36)correspondsto the \divergence" ofthe bond
spin currenton sitem .Here,in analogy with Eq.(8),we
also �nd the lattice version ofthe spin source operator
F̂ Si

m
whoseexplicitexpression isgiven by

F̂
Sx

m
= �

tSO

to

�

Ĵ
Sz

m ;m + ex
+ Ĵ

Sz

m �e x ;m

�

; (37)

F̂
Sy

m = �
tSO

to

�

Ĵ
Sz

m ;m + ey
+ Ĵ

Sz

m �e y ;m

�

; (38)

F̂
Sz

m
=

tSO

to

�

Ĵ
Sx

m ;m + ex
+ Ĵ

Sx

m �e x ;m

+ Ĵ
Sy

m ;m + ey
+ Ĵ

Sy

m �e y ;m

�

:(39)

The non-zero term F̂ Si

m
on the righthand side of the

spin continuity equation Eq.(36)isa form alexpression,
within thefram ework ofbond spin currentform alism ,of
the fact that spin is not conserved in SO coupled sys-
tem s where it is forced into precession by the e�ective
m om entum -dependentm agnetic�eld oftheSO coupling.
Thefactthatthebond spin currentoperatorEq.(28)ap-
pearsin thespin continuity Eq.(36)asitsdivergenceim -
pliesthatitsde�nition in Eq.(28)isplausible.However,
the presenceofthe spin sourceoperator F̂ Si

m
rem indsus

thatsuch de�nition cannotbem adeunique,46 unlikethe
caseofthe bond chargecurrentwhich isuniquely deter-
m ined by the chargecontinuity Eq.(17).
Ifwe evaluate the statisticalaverage ofEq.(36)in a

steady state(which can beeitherequilibrium ornonequi-
librium ),weobtain the identity

X

k= x;y

�D

Ĵ
Si

m ;m + ek

E

�

D

Ĵ
Si

m �e k ;m

E�

=
D

F̂
Si

m

E

: (40)

In particular,forthe spin-Sz com ponentweget

X

k= x;y

�D

Ĵ
Sz

m ;m + ek

E

�

D

Ĵ
Sz

m �e k ;m

E�

=
tSO

to

X

k= x;y

�D

Ĵ
Sk

m ;m + ek

E

+
D

Ĵ
Sk

m �e k ;m

E�

;(41)

which relatesthe divergenceofthe spin-Sz current(left-
hand side)tothespin-source(righthand side)determ ined
by thesum ofthelongitudinalcom ponentofthespin-Sx

currentand thetransversecom ponentofthespin-Sy cur-
rent.
Sinceno experim enthasbeen proposed to m easurelo-

calspin current density within the SO coupled sam ple,
de�ned through Eq.(7)oritslatticeequivalentEq.(31),
wecan obtain additionalwell-de�ned and m easurablein-
form ation about the spin uxes within the sam ple by
com puting the localspin density

D

Ŝm

E

=
~

2

X

�;�= ";#

���



ĉ
y
m � ĉm �

�

=
~

4�i

Z 1

�1

dE
X

�;�= ";#

��� G
<
m m ;��

(E )

=
~

4�i

Z 1

�1

dE Trs
�
�G <

m m
(E )

	
: (42)

Plotting ofthisquantity forRashba SO coupled system s
willprovidesuswith insightinto thestationary spin ow
in the nonequilibrium steady transportstate.

C . Spin-resolved Landauer-K eldysh G reen

functions for �nite-size m esoscopic devices

The form alism discussed thusfardoesnotdepend on
thedetailsoftheexternaldriving forcewhich pushesthe
system into a nonequilibrium state.Thatis,the system
can be driven by either the hom ogeneous electric �eld
applied to an in�nite hom ogeneous 2DEG or the volt-
age (i.e., electrochem ical potential) di�erence between
the electrodes attached to a �nite-size m esoscopic sam -
ple. For exam ple,in the latter case,the externalbias
voltageonly shiftstherelativechem icalpotentialsofthe
reservoirsinto which thelongitudinalleads(em ployed to
sim plify the boundary conditions)eventually term inate,
so thatthe electronsdo notfeelany electric �eld in the
courseofballisticpropagation through clean 2DEG cen-
tralregion.The inform ation aboutthese di�erentsitua-
tionsisencoded in the lesserG reen function G < .
Here we focus on experim entally accessible spin Hall

bridges15 where �nite-size centralregion (C),de�ned on
theL� L lattice,isattached tofourexternalsem i-in�nite
leadsofthe sam e width L. The leadsatin�nity term i-
nateinto the reservoirswhereelectronsarebroughtinto
therm alequilibrium , characterized by the Ferm i-Dirac
distribution function f(E � eVp),to ensure the steady-
statetransport| in such Landauersetup34 currentislim -
ited by quantum transm ission through a potentialpro�le
while power is dissipated non-locally in the reservoirs.
The voltage in each lead ofthe four-term inalspin Hall
bridge is Vp (p = 1;:::;4)so thatthe on-site potential
"m within the leadshasto be shifted by eVp.
The spin-dependentlesserG reen function G < de�ned

in Eq.(13)isevaluated within the �nite-size sam ple re-
gion asa2L2� 2L2 m atrixin thesite
 spin spacethrough
the spin-resolved K eldysh equation form atrices9

G
< (E ) = G (E )�< (E )G y(E ); (43)
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whichisvalidin thisform forsteady-statetransportwhen
transientshave died away.42 W ithin the e�ective single-
particle picture,the retarded G reen function can be ob-
tained by inverting the Ham iltonian

G (E )=

"

E IC � HC � Um �
X

p

�p(E � eVp)

#�1

;

(44)

wherethe self-energies

�< (E ) = i
X

p

�p(E � eVp)f(E � eVp); (45)

�p(E ) = i
�
�p(E )� �yp(E )

�
; (46)

�p(E ) = H
y

pC

�
(E + i0+ )Ip � H

lead
p

��1
H pC ;(47)

are exactly com putable in the non-interacting electron
approxim ation and without any inelastic processes tak-
ing placewithin the sam ple.They takeinto accountthe
\interaction"oftheSO coupled sam plewith theattached
leads in the Landauer transport setup where they gen-
erate �nite that electrons spends within the 2DEG be-
fore escaping through the leadstoward the m acroscopic
therm alizing reservoirs. Here IC isthe 2L2 � 2L2 iden-
tity m atrix,whileIp istheidentity m atrix in thein�nite
site
 spin spaceofthepth lead,and weusethefollowing
Ham iltonian m atrices

(H C )m m
0;�� 0 = h1m �jĤ j1m 0�0i; (m ;m

0
2 C );

�
H

lead
p

�

m m
0;�� 0

= h1m �jĤ j1m 0�0i; (m ;m
0
2 p);

(H pC )
m m

0;�� 0 = h1m �jĤ j1m 0�0i; (m 2 p;m
0
2 C);

(48)

with j1m �i being a vector in the Fock space (m eaning
thattheoccupation num berisoneforthesingleparticle
statejm �iand zerootherwise)and Ĥ istheHam iltonian
given in Eq.(10).

In the generalcase ofarbitrary applied bias voltage,
the gauge invariance ofm easurable quantities (such as
the current-voltage characteristic) with respect to the
shift ofelectric potentialeverywhere by a constant V ,
Vp ! Vp+ V and Um ! Um + V ,issatis�edontheproviso
that the retarded self-energies � p(E � eVp) introduced
by each lead depend explicitly on theapplied voltagesat
the sam ple boundary,while the com putation ofthe re-
tarded G reen function G (E ) has to include the electric
potentiallandscape Um within the sam ple48 [which can
be obtained from the Poisson equation with chargeden-
sity Eq.(27)]. However,when the applied bias is low,
so thatlinearresponsezero-tem peraturequantum trans-
port takes place through the sam ple [as determ ined by
G (E F )],the exact pro�le ofthe internalpotentialbe-
com esirrelevant.34,49

II. SPA T IA L D IST R IB U T IO N O F LO C A L SP IN

C U R R EN T S A N D SP IN D EN SIT IES IN

B A LLIST IC FO U R -T ER M IN A L R A SH B A SO

C O U P LED N A N O ST R U C T U R ES

Under the tim e reversaltransform ation t ! � t,the
m ass,charge,and energy areeven whilethevelocity and
Paulim atricesareodd.Thus,the chargecurrentsaret-
odd and m ustvanish in therm odynam ic equilibrium (in
the absence ofm agnetic �eld). O n the other hand,the
spin current-density operatorEq.(9),which istheprod-
uctoftwot-even quantities,can haveitsexpectation val-
ues to be non-zero even in therm odynam ic equilibrium .
Thishasbeen explicitly dem onstrated19 foritsexpecta-
tion valuesin the eigenstatesofan in�nite clean Rashba
spin-split2DEG .19

To investigatepossiblepatternsofsuch equilibrium lo-
calspin currentsin m esoscopic�nite-sizedevicesweplot
in Fig.1(a)thespatialdistribution ofthebond spin cur-
rents,carried by the whole Ferm isea,in a four-term inal
ballisticdevicewith noim puritieswhereallleadsarekept
atthe sam e potential. Although we �nd non-zero local
spin currents,they do nottransport any spin since the
totalspin current,obtained by sum m ing the bond spin
currentsoveran arbitrary transversecrosssection ofthe
device

I
s
trans(m y)=

X

m x

D

Ĵ
Sz

(m x ;m y )(m x ;m y+ 1)

E

; (49)

oroverany longitudinalcrosssection

I
s
long(m x)=

X

m y

D

Ĵ
Sz

(m x ;m y )(m x + 1;m y)

E

; (50)

is identically equalto zero Istrans(m y) = Is
long

(m x) � 0.
This picture also provides a direct m icroscopic proof
that no equilibrium totalspin currents,conjectured in
Ref.33,can actually appearin the leadsofan unbiased
Vp = const:m esoscopicdevicein therm odynam icequilib-
rium ,asdem onstrated recently16,50 within theLandauer-
B�uittker approach which operates only with the total
spin and chargecurrentsin the leads.
In Fig..1(b) we apply low (i.e.,linear response,see

Sec.IV)biasvoltageeV = 10�3 to � (E F � Eb)= 0:2to
between the longitudinalleads and integrate expression
Eq.(32) from the bottom ofthe band to the chem ical
potentialE F + eV=2 ofthe left reservoir. In contrast
to the equilibrium spin current density from Fig.1(a),
the vortex pattern is now distorted and non-zero total
spin current Istrans(m y) 6= 0 in Eq.(49) em erges in the
transverse direction,as expected in the phenom enology
ofthe spin Halle�ect.
O ne ofthe highly unconventionalfeatures ofthe in-

trinsic spin Hallcurrentis itsdependence on the whole
SO coupled Ferm isea,13,14 even when in�nite system is
driven outofequilibrium by theapplied externalelectric
�eld thereby lim iting the charge transport and the ex-
trinsicspin Hallresponseto the Ferm ilevelthrough the
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FIG .1: (Color online) The spatialdistribution ofthe localspin current in ballistic four-term inalbridges where the central

2D EG region,with theRashba SO coupling tSO = 0:1to and thecorresponding spin precession length LSO = �toa=2tSO � 15:7a

(typically a ’ 3 nm ),isattached to fourideal(tSO � 0)leads.The m agnitude ofthe bond spin currentisproportionalto the

length ofthe arrow. The device is in equilibrium in (a),and out ofequilibrium in (b),(c),and (d) due to the applied bias

voltage eV = 10
�3
to which drivesthe linearresponse longitudinalcharge currentand the transverse spin Hallcurrentinduced

by itspassage through the SO coupled region.The localspin currentin (b),which is\carried" by allstatesfrom � 4to (band

bottom )to E F + eV=2 (E F = � 3:8to),isthe sum ofthe equilibrium (persistent)spin current

D

Ĵ
S z (eq)

m m
0

E

in (c),carried by the

fully occupied states from � 4to to E F � eV=2,and the nonequilibrium (transport) spin current

D

Ĵ
S z (neq)

m m
0

E

in (d)carried by

the partially occupied statesaround the Ferm ienergy from �R = E F � eV=2 (electrochem icalpotentialofthe rightreservoir)

to �L = E F + eV=2 (electrochem icalpotentialofthe leftreservoir).

nonequilibrium partofthedistribution function.21 How-
ever,such property appears to be alien to the spirit of
Ferm iliquid theory wheretransportinvolvesonly quasi-
particleswith energieswithin kB T ofthe Ferm ilevel.

W hile the spin-currentscrossing the transversebonds
in Fig.1(b) are apparently carried by the whole Ferm i
sea,we now separate the integration in Eq.(32) for Sz
bond spin currentinto two parts

D

Ĵ
Sz

m m
0

E

=
to

2

E F �eV =2Z

E b

dE

2�
Tr
�
�̂z

�
G

<
m m

0(E )� G
<
m

0
m
(E )

��
+
to

2

E F + eV =2Z

E F �eV =2

dE

2�
Tr

�
�̂z

�
G

<
m m

0(E )� G
<
m

0
m
(E )

��

=
D

Ĵ
Sz(eq)

m m
0

E

+
D

Ĵ
Sz(neq)

m m
0

E

: (51)
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The statesfrom the band bottom E b to E F � eV=2 are
fully occupied,while states in the energy intervalfrom
the electrochem icalpotentialE F � eV=2 (e < 0)ofthe
rightreservoirtotheelectrochem icalpotentialE F + eV=2
oftheleftreservoirarepartially occupied becauseofthe
com petition between the leftreservoirwhich triesto �ll
them and therightreservoirwhich triesto depletethem .

Thepro�leofthe�rstterm
D

Ĵ
Sz(eq)

m m
0

E

inEq.(51)isshown

in Fig.1(c),while the spatialpro�leofthe second term ,

representing thelocalspin current
D

Ĵ
Sz(neq)

m m
0

E

carried by

thestatesaround theFerm ienergy isshown in Fig.1(d).
The spatialdistribution ofthe m icroscopic spin cur-

rents in Fig.1(c) is akin to the vortex-like pattern of
bond spin currents within the device in equilibrium in
Fig.1(a),and,therefore,doesnottransportany spin be-
tween two pointsin realspace.Thus,Fig.1 convincingly
dem onstrates that the non-zero spin Hallux through
the transverse cross sections in Fig.1(b) and Fig.1(d)
is due to only the wave functions (or G reen functions)
atthe Ferm ienergy (asT ! 0),in accord with the gen-
eralparadigm softheLandau’sFerm iliquid theorywhere
transportquantitiesareexpected to be expressed asthe
Ferm i-surfaceproperty.34,51

W erecallherethatsim ilarsituation appearsin charge
transportin an externalm agnetic�eld whereequilibrium
(orpersistent)currentdensity,34 orbond chargecurrents
in the lattice form alism ,37,41 is non-zero even in unbi-
ased devices(allleadsatthe sam epotential)in therm al
equilibrium due to breaking oftim e-reversalinvariance
by the externalm agnetic �eld. However,such circulat-
ing or diam agnetic currents carried by the Ferm isea,
which in Landauer-K eldysh form alism can besubtracted
by separating the integration37 in a fashion sim ilar to
ourEq.(51),do notcontribute to the netchargetrans-
port (i.e., to the totalcharge current m easured in ex-
perim ents) through any cross section ofthe device.34,37

Thus, early \Ferm isea" expressions for the linear re-
sponse transport coe�cients in,e.g.,the quantum Hall
e�ecttheory34 orin the anom alousHalle�ecttheory,51

were eventually recastin term softhe Ferm isurface de-
term ined quantities.Sim ilarly,Fig.1 dem onstratesthat
spin Hallcurrentcarried by the\bulk" oftheFerm isea,
which is equilibrium and does not really transportspin
between twopointsin space,m ustbesubtracted19 within
any sensibletheory fortheintrinsicspin Hallconductiv-
ity de�ned in the therm odynam ic lim it ofm acroscopic
system s.
O neofthebasictestsfortheoriesofthespin Halle�ect

isto predictthedirection (i.e.,thesign9,11,46)ofthespin
Hallcurrent or the corresponding nonequilibrium spin
Hallaccum ulation deposited by such currenton the lat-
eralboundariesofexperim entaldevices.1,2 Thenonequi-
librium (linear response) spin Hallcurrent in Fig.1(d)
ows from the top to the bottom transverse lead be-
causethespin-"electronsaredeected to theright.This
feature can be understood using the sem iclassicalpic-
ture based on the SO force operator52 generated by the

Rashba Ham iltonian Eq.(4)ofthe �nite-size2DEG

F̂SO =
2�2m �

~
3

(̂p � z)
 �̂
z �

dVconf(̂y)

dŷ
y; (52)

and its expectation value in the spin-polarized wave
packet state j	i
 j"i. This apparently sim ple picture
alsoexplainswhythetransversespin Hallcurrentdensity
bends toward the rightin Fig.1 while passing through
the SO coupled region.
However,thisexpectation value (i.e.,the SO \force")

oscillatesalong the sam ple due to the precession ofthe
deected spin in the e�ective Rashba m agnetic �eld
which isnearlyparalleltothey-axisbecauseofthetrans-
verse con�nem ente�ects.52 In ballistic strongly coupled
SO structuressuch �2-dependentSO \force",which os-
cillateson them esoscalesetby thespin precession length
LSO = �~2=2m �� = �toa=2tSO (on which the spin pre-
cessesby an angle �,i.e.,the state j"ievolvesinto j#i),
willlead to a change ofthe sign15 ofspin Hallcurrent
asa function ofthe system size L=LSO . Also,since the
m esoscopic spin Halle�ect sensitively depends on the
m easurem entgeom etry,15 thesign ofthetransversespin
Hallcurrent can change when non-idealleads17 are at-
tached to the sam ple.
To highlightm esoscopic features34 (such asthe e�ect

ofthe m easuring geom etry and the propertiesofthe at-
tached probes) ofthe spin Halle�ect in m ultiterm inal
ballistic SO coupled structure,15 we plot in Fig.2 the
spatialpro�le ofm icroscopic spin currents forthe four-
term inalbridge attached to the leadswhere Rashba SO
coupling isswitched on adiabatically (via a linearfunc-
tion)within the�niteregion oftheleadsadjacentto the
2DEG sam plein thecenterofthedevice.In thism easur-
ingsetup,thereection53 attheinterfaceseparatingzero
and non-zero SO coupling regionsisgreatly suppressed,
thereby enhancingthespin Hallcurrent15 [asencoded by
longerarrowsin thepro�lesofFig.2 when com pared to
Fig.1(d)].
Since localspin current within the centralregion is

not conserved,as m anifested by the totalspin current
changing m agnitude between di�erent transverse cross
sections(see Sec.IV fortotalspin currentpro�les)sep-
arated by long & LSO ,the spatialpro�les ofthe local
spin current density appear not to be directly m easur-
able.3 However,thenonequilibrium spin density (i.e.,the
related spin m agnetization)isawell-de�ned and m easur-
able quantity.1,2 Therefore,we plotthe spatialdistribu-

tion ofthestationaryowing
D

Ŝz
m

E

Eq.(42)spin density

in Fig.2 to gain an additionalinsightinto the dynam ics
ofthe spin Hallquantum transport. These m icroscopic
picture convincingly dem onstrate how spin-" and spin-#
densities ow in opposite transverse directions through
the attached leads,without any net charge ow in the
transversedirection,thereby giving rise to a pure trans-
verse spin Hallcurrent. W hen we reverse the direction
ofthe longitudinalchargecurrent(by reversing the bias
voltage V ! � V ),the transverse spin currentand spin
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FIG .2:(Coloronline)(a)Thespatialdistribution ofthenonequilibrium localspin current

D

Ĵ
S z (neq)

m m
0

E

in ballisticfour-term inal

spin Hallbridgeswhere the central�nite-size 2D EG (ofsize 8a� 8a)with the Rashba SO coupling tSO = 0:1to (LSO � 15:7a)

isattached to fourleadscontaining a region (adjacentto thesam ple)oflength 8a within which theSO coupling isswitched on

adiabatically (using a linearfunction)from tSO = 0 to tSO = 0:1to. Panel(b)showsthe spatialpro�lesofthe stationary ow

ofthelocalspin density

D

Ŝ
z
m

E

,whilepanel(c)plotsthespatialdistribution ofthelocalchargecurrentdensity

D

Ĵ
m m

0

E

.Upon

reversing the biasvoltage V ! � V driving the linearresponse (eV = 10
�3
to),spatialpro�lesin the leftcolum n turn into the

pro�lesoftherightcolum n where both the totallongitudinalcharge currentand thetotaltransverse spin Hallcurrentchange

theirdirection.
2
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FIG .3: (Color online) (a) The spatialdistribution ofthe nonequilibrium localspin current

D

Ĵ
S z (neq)

m m
0

E

and (b) the owing

spin density

D

Ŝ
z
m

E

in ballistic bridgesconsisting offouridealleads(tSO � 0)attached to a �nite-size 2D EG with the Rashba

SO coupling tSO = 0:1to and the corresponding spin precession length LSO � 15:7a. The 2D EG centralregion is ofthe size

15a � 15a � LSO � LSO in the leftcolum n;and 60a � 60a in the rightcolum n. Note thatthe linear response (eV = 10
�3
to)

totaltransverse spin HallcurrentI
s
trans(m y)=

P

m x

D

Ĵ
S z

(m x ;m y )(m x ;m y + 1)

E

in the leads(m y � 10 ormy � 61)owsalong the

negative y-axisfrom (i.e.,from the top to the bottom transverse lead)in both cases.

densities ip their sign,as exploited in experim ents to
con�rm strong signaturesofthe spin Halle�ect.2

Thus,in contrastto the argum ents21 advocating im -
possibility ofspin transportand accum ulation by m ech-
anism sdriven solely by the intrinsic SO coupling term s
in thee�ectiveHam iltonian ofspin-splitsem iconductors,
Fig.2 dem onstrates that spin Halle�ect originating in
ballisticm ulti-term inaldevices(withoutnecessity forim -
purity induced e�ects)generatesgenuinenonequilibrium
spin ux that can be used for spin injection and spin-

tronicsapplications.5

Another m esoscale driven property of the spin Hall
e�ect in ballistic nanostructures is its �nite-size scal-
ing being governed by the processeson the spin preces-
sion length LSO :O necan di�erentiatethe \m esoscopic"
regim e L . LSO where spin Hallcurrentoscillateswith
increasing 2DEG size(changing sign with increasing size
L� L ofthe2DEG forstrongenough RashbaSO coupling
tSO & 0:04to);and the \m acroscopic" regim e L � LSO

where it saturates at som e average value.15 W hile the
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FIG .4:(Coloronline)(a)Thespatialdistribution ofthenonequilibrium localspin current

D

Ĵ
S z (neq)

m m
0

E

and (b)theowing spin

density

D

Ŝ
z
m

E

in thedisordered 2D EG ofthesizeL = 60a with staticspin-independentim puritieswhich setthem ean freepath

‘ = 7a. The Rashba SO coupling within the 2D EG region is tSO = 0:1to (tSO � 0 in idealthe leads) and the corresponding

D ’yakonov-Perel’spin relaxation length
5
isLSO � 15:7a.Theapplied biasvoltage eV = 10

�3
to between thelongitudinalleads

drivesthe linearresponse longitudinalcharge transportin the di�usive regim e (L � ‘).Panelsin the leftcolum n correspond

to a single sam ple with speci�c con�guration ofim purities,while panels in the right colum n show disorder-averaged pro�les

overan ensem ble of100 di�erentim purity con�gurations.

spatialpro�les oflocalspin currents and spin densities
are easy to interpretfor L < LSO (as in Fig.1),Fig.3
divulgeshow they becom eincreasingly m oreintricatein
the sam ples ofthe size LSO � LSO (for which the spin
Hallcurrent reaches its m axim um 15),or in the m acro-
scopic regim e L � LSO . Nevertheless, the totalspin
Hallcurrentexistsonly in the transverseleads(the sum
ofbond Sz-spin currentsoverthecrosssection oflongitu-
dinalleadsisequalto zero)with itsm agnitudeand sign
being identicalto the term inalspin currents obtained

within the Landauer-B�uttiker form alism 15 (see Sec.IV
forquantitativecom parison).

III. B U LK V S.ED G E LO C A L SP IN C U R R EN T S

IN D ISO R D ER ED FO U R -T ER M IN A L R A SH B A

C O U P LED N A N O ST R U C T U R ES

A surprising feature of the early predictions for the
intrinsic spin Hall e�ect in hole-doped13 or electron-
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doped14 in�nitehom ogeneousSO coupled sem iconductor
system sisapparentinsensitivity ofthespin Hallconduc-
tivity �sH on them ean freepath and relaxation rates.21

Thishasprovoked intense theoreticalscrutiny ofthe ef-
fectswhich spin-independentscatteringo� staticim puri-
ties29 im poseson the intrinsicspin Hallcurrent,leading
to theconclusion that,in fact,�sH ! 0 vanishes23,25 for
arbitrary sm alldisorderin any m odelwith SO coupling
linearin m om entum (such astheRashba Ham iltonian of
the spin-slit 2DEG ) due to accidentalcancellations. In
the generalcase,where SO coupling containshigheror-
derm om entum term s,24,55 �sH can beresilientto sizable
disorderstrengths.54 M oreover,an inuentialconjecture
hasem ergedfrom thestudiesofthedisordere�ectsonthe
intrinsicspin Hallcurrent| m acroscopicinhom ogeneities
facilitate spin currents3,26 so that transverse edge spin
current J z

y could em erge near the sam ple-electrode in-
terface,27 even in system swhere itisexpected to be de-
stroyed in the bulk.23

However,the quantitative support for the picture of
edge spin Hallcurrentsisbased on the analysisofsem i-
classical di�usive transport through a rather abstract
structure,where 2DEG in�nite in the transverse direc-
tion is attached to two m assive electrodes in the longi-
tudinaldirection,27 thatdoesnotcorrespond to any ex-
perim entally realizable device. O n the other hand,the
presence ofSO couplings m akes the dynam ics oftrans-
ported spin in experim entally relevant con�ned struc-
turesstrongly dependenton thepropertiesoftheirinter-
faces,boundaries,and theattached electrodes,53 even for
sem iclassicalspatialpropagation ofchargeswhich carry
spins evolving according to quantum dynam icallaws.56

Forexam ple,heuristic argum entsbased on the K eldysh
form alism applied to an in�nite two-term inalstructure
(lacking actual lateral edges) of Ref. 27 suggest that
nonequilibrium spin Hallaccum ulation hSz

m
i6= 0willap-

pearonly in thefourcornersatthelead/2DEG interfaces
(due to J z

y 6= 0 existing within a spin relaxation length
LSO wide region around such interfaces),in contrastto
theK eldysh form alism applied to �nite-size2DEG in the
Landauertwo-term inalsetup where non-zero spin accu-
m ulation (with oppositesign on thetwo lateraledges1,2)
isfound along the wholelateraledge.9,10

W ithin the form alism ofbond spin currents ofSec.I
(which represent the lattice version ofthe sam e quan-
tity J z

y studied in Ref.27)these issuescan be resolved
through the exactevaluation ofthe retarded and lesser
G reen functions a non-interacting particle propagating
through therandom potentialin �nite-sizem ultiterm inal
SO coupled device. Thus,we plot in Fig.4 the spatial
distribution ofthe localspin currentsand spin densities
forasingledisordered RashbaSO coupled 2DEG ,aswell
astheirdisorder-averages(which aretobecom paredwith
theanalysisbased on thedi�usion equation27).Thedis-
orderstrength istuned to ensure the di�usive transport
regim e‘� L,whilethe m agnitude ofthe spin Hallcur-
rentin theleadsatthisconcentration ofim puritiesisstill
about 80% ofitsm axim um value setin the clean lim it
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FIG .5:(Coloronline)Thelongitudinalpro�leofthedisorder-

averaged (over 100 sam ples) nonequilibrium bond spin cur-

rents,whosefulltwo-dim ensionalpro�leisshown in theright

panelofFig.4(a),across the transverse crosssectionsin the

idealbottom lead (m y = 5) and inside the di�usive 2D EG

(m y = 20 and m y = 40) with static spin-independent im -

purities. Note that the length ofthe m y = 5 cross section

within the bottom transverse lead is60a,while the length of

m y = 20 and m y = 40 transverse cross sections is 80a (60a

inside the 2D EG + 10a within each ofthe two longitudinal

leads).

for the sam e four-term inalnanostructure.15 W e do not
�nd any evidenceforthecon�nem entofspin uxesnear
the 2DEG /longitudinal-leadsinterfaces. The conclusion
based on the spatialpro�le ofm icroscopic spin currents
[i.e.,the \distribution ofarrows" in Fig.4(a)]isfurther
corroborated in Fig.5 by the one-dim ensionallongitudi-
nalpro�les ofthe bond spin currents on di�erent cross
sectionswithin the SO coupled sam ple and in the leads.
Thus,both Fig.4and Fig.5suggestthatprecessingspins
willpropagate through the bulk ofthe di�usive Rashba
SO coupled 2DEG in sem iconductorheterostructure.

IV . T O TA L SP IN H A LL C U R R EN T V S.LO C A L

SP IN H A LL C U R R EN T :LA N D A U ER -B �U T T IK ER

V S.LA N D A U ER -K ELD Y SH P IC T U R E

Thetraditionalchargetransportexperim entsm easure
totalcurrent I and the conductance I = G V relating
the charge current to the voltage drop V ,rather than
localcurrentdensity jand the conductivity j= �E re-
lating itto theexternally applied electric�eld (notealso
thatin ballistictransportorquantum -coherenttransport
through adi�usiveconductorconductivity ceasestoexist
asa localquantity34).Sincerealization ofthetotalpure
spin currents has been detected experim entally in op-
ticalpum p-probe experim ents,57 and severaltheoretical
schem esare proposed to detectthem indirectly via var-
iouselectricalm easurem ents,7,30,58 we focusin thissec-
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FIG .6: (Color online) The totalspin current Istrans(m y) on

transverse cross sections across the ideal bottom and top

transverse leads (with no SO coupling) and the Rashba SO

coupled 2D EG with tSO = 0:1to (LSO � 15:7a). The linear

response longitudinalcharge transport(atzero tem perature)

isdriven by theapplied biasvoltageeV = 10
�3
to between the

longitudinalleads ofthe four-term inalstructures where un-

polarized electronsareinjected from theleftlongitudinallead

atthe Ferm ienergy E F = � 3:8to.The totalpure transverse

spin current in panel(a) is obtained by sum m ing the bond

spin currents in Fig.1(d) over a cross section m y;sim ilarly,

panel(b)and (c)correspondsto such sum sforthepro�lesin

the leftand rightcolum nsofFig.3,respectively.

tion on thepropertiesoftotalspin HallcurrentIstrans(m y)
on di�erenttransversecrosssectionsoffour-term inalde-
vices,which is obtained from Eq.(49)by sum m ing the
bond spin currents.
Asshown in Fig.6,the totalpure spin currentin the

transverse leads,obtained by sum m ing the nonequilib-

4 8 12 16 20 24
-6
-5
-4
-3
-2
-1
0
1
2  m

y
=4

 m
y
=10

 m
y
=14

(a) LEADLEAD

 

 

<J
S z [m

x,m
y][

m
x,m

y+1
]>/

V
  (

10
-2

e/
4

)

Longitudinal Site mx 

8x8

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45

-9

-6

-3

0

3

6  m
y
=7

 m
y
=19

 m
y
=23

(b) LEADLEAD

 

 

<J
S z [m

x,m
y][

m
x,m

y+1
]>/

V
  (

10
-2

e/
4

)

Longitudinal Site mx 

15x15

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

-9

-6

-3

0

3

6

LE
A

D

LE
A

D

60x60

 m
y
=7

 m
y
=19

 m
y
=23

(c)

 

 

<J
S z [m

x,m
y][

m
x,m

y+1
]>/

V
  (

10
-2

e/
4

)

Longitudinal Site mx 
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librium bond spin currentsalong thetransversecrosssections

m y in the ideal bottom lead (solid curves) and inside the

SO coupled ballistic 2D EG (dashed and dotted curves).The

Rashba SO coupling is tSO = 0:1to (LSO � 15:7a) within

the central2D EG region and tSO � 0 in both the longitudi-

naland the transverseleadsofthe four-term inalbridge.The

sum ofthelongitudinalpro�lesgivesthetotaltransversespin

Hallcurrent in Fig.6. Note that pro�le in panel(a) corre-

spondstobond spin currentm agnituderepresented by arrows

in Fig.1(d)and,sim ilarly,panels(b)and (c)correspondsto

the leftand rightcolum nsin Fig.3,respectively.

rium bond spin currents
D

Ĵ
Sz(neq)

m m
0

E

over an arbitrary

transversecrosssection oftheidealleads(whereSO cou-
pling vanishes),owsthrough them in a conserved fash-
ion,Istrans(m y)= const:forany m y 2 lead.However,the
sam esum m ation overthetransversecrosssectionswithin
the 2DEG yieldsa quantity which isnotconserved,ex-
cepton theshortlength scales� LSO .Thisisduetothe
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FIG . 8: (Color online) The spin Hall conductance of a

Rashba SO coupled four-term inal2D EG ,obtained from the

Landauer-B�uttikerlinearresponse transm ission form alism as

G
z(LB )

sH
= lim V ! 0 I

s
2=V [where I

s
2 denotes the term inalspin

currentin the top transverse lead in Fig.3(a)],vs. the spin

HallconductanceG
z(LK )

sH
= I

s
trans(m y)=V obtained within the

Landauer-K eldysh form alism by sum m ing thebond spin cur-

rentsoverthetransversecrosssection in thetop lead ofstruc-

turein Fig.3(a)forlow biasvoltageeV = 10
�3
to orhigh bias

voltage eV = 0:1to applied between the longitudinalleads.

Thesizeofthecentral2D EG region is15a� 15a � LSO � LSO ,

for which the spin Hallconductance G
z(LB )

sH
(L;tSO ) reaches

m axim um when increasing the sam ple size at �xed SO cou-

pling.
15

fact that,e.g.,injected eigenstate j"iof �̂z willprecess
in the e�ective m agnetic �eld of the Rashba SO cou-
pling (along they-axis),thereby changing theam plitude
ofthe spin currentm easured with respectto the z-axis
as the spin quantization axis. Additionalquantitative
inform ation aboutthe m icroscopic detailsofspin uxes
is provided by Fig.7 which plots the one-dim ensional
longitudinalpro�les ofthe bond spin currents over the
selected transversecrosssections(in theleadsand in the
2DEG sam ple)cutting through the fullspatialdistribu-
tions ofFig.1 and Fig.3. Note that the sum ofthese
longitudinalpro�les yields the corresponding totalspin
currentatthe crosssection m y in Fig.6.
The totalspin currents in the leads in the linear re-

sponse regim e V ! 0 can also be calculated using the
spin-dependent Landauer-B�uttiker scattering form alism
forspin currentsin m ultiprobegeom etries.15,16,33 In this
form alism ,one has to com pute the spin-resolved trans-
m ission m atrices connecting the spin-polarized asym p-
totic scattering states in sem i-in�nite ideal leads at-
tached to the sam ple,53 which requires the knowledge
ofonly the elem entsofthe retarded G reen function m a-
trix Eq.(44)between the sites ofthe sam ple which are
adjacent to the leads (sim ilar expressions in term s of
only the retarded G reen function between the sam ple
edges are obtained for the total charge currents40,43).

W e dem onstrate in Fig. 8 that the spin Hall conduc-
tance obtained from the Landauer-B�uttiker form alism
G
z(LB )

sH
= lim V ! 0 I

s
2=V (where 2 denotesthe top trans-

verse lead15) is alm ost identicalto the spin Hallcon-

ductance G z(LK )

sH
= Istrans(m y)=V obtained by sum m ing

thebond spin currentsovera crosssection m y in thetop
transverseideallead,on theprovisothattheapplied bias
voltageissm alleV � E F and currentiscarried only by
the states at the Ferm ilevel. This result further justi-
�estheintroduction ofnonequilibrium bond spin current
form ula Eq.(32)forthe z-com ponentofspin.

V . C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

In conclusion,wehavedem onstrated how to de�nethe
bond spin current,describing the spin ux acrossa sin-
glebond between two sitesofthelatticem odelofan SO
coupled sem iconductors,and evaluate itin term softhe
K eldysh nonequilibrium G reen functionsforto the Lan-
dauersetup where�nite-sizesam pleisattached to m any
sem i-in�niteidealleadstoform atheoreticalm odelofex-
perim entally accessiblespin Hallbridges.Although spin
current is not conserved within the SO coupled region
(i.e.,on thelength scalescom parableto the spin preces-
sion length LSO on which the SO coupling m anifestsit-
self),them icroscopicspin uxesarenearly conserved on
shortscales. Thus,the bond spin currentsm ake itpos-
sibleto obtain theirspatialdistribution by following the
dynam icsoftransported spin on the scale ofthe lattice
spacinga � LSO .Such pro�lesof(thelatticeversion of)
localspin currentdensity,togetherwith stationary ow
pro�lesofphysically transparent(and m easurable)local
spin densities,allowsusto dem onstrate m icroscopic de-
tailsofhow puretransversespin Hallcurrentem ergesin
clean Rashba SO coupled 2DEG through which the un-
polarized longitudinalcharge current ows ballistically
(whereelectronsdo notscattero� im puritiesand do not
feelthe electric �eld). These spatialpro�les are highly
dependenton whetherthe2DEG sizeissm allerorgreater
than the spin precession length,and can be a�ected by
non-trivialm easurem entgeom etries,asdiscussed in the
theoryofthem esoscopicspin Halle�ect.15 Thebond spin
currentwithin the bulk ofthe 2DEG isalso resilientto
weak disorderso thatspin uxesrem ain non-zero in the
bulk ofthe sam ple and are notlocalized nearthe edges
ofthe di�usive Rashba spin-split2DEG .
Using thebond spin currentweexplicitly dem onstrate

thatnonequilibrium totalspincurrentcanbecarriedonly
by the statesaround the Ferm ienergy,while the Ferm i
sea contributes to localpersistent spin currents which,
however,do nottransportany spin through a given cross
section.Thenanom eterscaledetailsofthespin Hallow
in m ultiterm inalm esoscopic (quantum -coherent) struc-
turesconvincingly show thatthe intrinsic to the crystal
SO couplings can be used to generate spin uxes,spin
accum ulation,and ultim ately be em ployed to construct
all-electricalspin injectors which do no require any fer-
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rom agnetic elem ents(whose coupling to sem iconductors
has been one ofthe m ajor im pedim ents for spintronics
applications5).
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