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Spin-H alle ect on edge m agnetization and electric conductance ofa 2D
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T he intrinsic spin-Halle ect on spin accum ulation and electric conductance in a di usive regim e
of a 2D electron gas has been studied for a 2D strip of a nite width. It is shown that the spin
polarization near the anks ofthe strip, as well as the electric current in the longitudinal direction
exhbit dam ped oscillations as a function of the width and strength of the D ressehaus spin-orbit
Interaction. Cubic tem s of this interaction are crucial for spin accum ulation near the edges. A s
expected, no e ect on the soin accum ulation and electric conductance have been found in case of

R ashba spin-orbi Interaction.

PACS numbers: 7225D ¢, 71.70E j, 73.40Lg

Spintronics is a fast developing area to use electron
soin degrees of freedom in electronic devices @]. One of
itsm ost challenging goalsisto nd am ethod form anip—
ulating electron soins by electric elds. The spin-orbit
Interaction (SO I), which couples the electron m om entum
and spin, can be a m ediator betw een the charge and soin
degrees of freedom . Such a coupling gives rise to the so
called spin-Halle ect (SHE) which attracted much in-
terest recently. Due to SO Ithe spiIn  ow can be induced
perpendicular to the DC electric eld, as has been pre-
dicted for system s containing spin-orbit im purity scat—
terers ij]. Later, sin ilar phenom enon was predicted for
noncentrosym m etric sem iconductors w ith soin split elec—
tron and hole energy bands i'j]. Tt wascalled the intrinsic
soin-Halle ect, in contrast to the extrinsic m puriy in—
duced e ect, because in the form er case it originates from
the electronic band structure of a sam iconductor sam ple.
Since the soin current carries the spin polarization, one
would expect a buildup ofthe spin density near the sam —
plk boundaries. In fact, this accum ulated polarization is
a rst signature of SHE which hasbeen detected experi-
mentally, con m ing thus the extrinsic SHE -'_[4] n sem i+
conductor Ins and intrinsic SHE in a 2D hok gas ).
O n the other hand, there were still no experim ental evi-
dence of intrinsic SHE in 2D electron gases. T he possibil-
ity ofsuch an e ect in m acroscopic sampleswith a nie
elastic m ean free path of electrons caused recently m uch
debates. Tthasbeen shown analytically 55,.‘1 -8 .9 :10,.1].
and num erically tlZ] that n such system s SHE vanishes
at arbitrary weak disorder n DC lim i, for isotropic, as
well as anisotropic [10] In purity scattering, when SO I is
represented by the so called R ashba interaction l13 As
one can expect In this case, there isno soin accum ulation
at the sam ple boundaries, except for the pocketsnear the
electric contacts ﬁ At the sam e tin e, the D resselhaus
SOTI Il4], which dom inates in symm etr:c quantum wells,
givesa nite soin-H all conductivity .[11 T he latter can
be ofthe orderofitsuniversalvaliee=8 ~.The sam ehas
been shown for the cubic R ashba interaction in hole sys—

tem s [_l-é,:_ig:] In this connection an im portant question
is what sort of the spin accum ulation could D resselhaus
SO I Induce near sam pl boundaries. A nother problem
which, as faraswe know , was not discussed in literature,
ishow the elctric current along the applied electric eld
w i1l change under SHE . In the present work we willuse
the di usion approxin ation for the electron transport to
derive the drift di usion equations w ith corresponding
boundary conditions for the soin and charge densities
coupled to each other via SO I of general form . Then the
sodn density near the anksofan in nite 2D strip and
the correction to its longiudinal electric resistance will
be calculated for D ressehaus and R ashba SO I.

Let usconsider 2DEG con ned in an in nite 2D strip.
The boundaries of the strip areat y=  d=2. The elec—
tric eld E drivesthe DC current in the x-direction and
induces the spin-Hall current in the y-direction. This
current leads to soin polarization buildup near bound-
aries. Snced  k,', where ky is the Fem iwavector,
this problem can be treated w ithin the sem iclassicalap—
proxin ation. M oreover, we w ill assum e that d ismuch
larger than the electron elastic m ean free path 1, so that
the drift-di usion equation can be applied for description
of the spin and charge transport. O ur goal is to derive
this equation for SO I of general form

Hs = hy ; @)

w here (*; ¥; ?)isthePaulim atrix vector, and the
e ective magnetic eld h = h yx is a function of the
tw o-din ensionalw avevectork .

W e start from determ ining linear responsesto them ag—
netic B (r;t) and electric V (r;t) potentials. The m ag—
netic potentials are Introduced in order to derive the dif-
fusion equation and play an auxiliary role. The corre-
soonding one-particlke interaction with the soin density
isde ned asHgp = B (r;b) . These potentials induce
the spin and charge densities, S (r;t) and n (r;t), respec—
tively. D ue to SO Ithe charge and spin degrees of freedom
are coupled, so that the electric potential can induce the
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soin density [_l-é] and vice versa. T herefore, it is conve—
nient to introduce the four-wector of densities D ; (r;t),
such that D g (r) = n(r;t) and D 4,y;, (£;8) = Sy @50
T he corresponding urwector of potentials w ill be de-
noted as ; (r;t). A coordingly, the linear response equa—
tions can bewnz'tten in the om

D;i(x;p) = a2 %at? o) j(ro;to)

0
ij (L7t

+ D (r t) : @)

The reponse functions 35 (r;r%t  €) can be expressed
in a standard way [L7] through the retarded and ad-
vanced G reen functions GT (r;r%t) and G2 (r;r%t). In
the Fourder representation we get

d!°eng (19
L e0a — SR A 0,...10
;) il 2 Q1o Hric? ;! ")
GT @it %+ )yl @)
where (=1, 1= jati= x;y;z and ny (!) is the

Fem i distribbution function. The tin e Fourier com po—

nentsofdensjtjest(r;t) at ! Er arede ned as
0 g 2 oX 0 ‘ 10 0
Di;!) =1 dr 5E5) ——np (1)
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The trace In Egs. 6'_3*'_4) runs through the soin variables,

and the angularbrackets denote the average over the ran—
dom distribution of in purities. W ithin the sam iclassical
approxin ation the average of the product ofG reen fiinc—
tions can be calculated perturbatively. Ignoring the weak

localization e ects, the pertufoat:on expansion consists
ofthe so called Jadder series [17 -18 Atanall! and large

¥ 1Pjthey describe the particlke and spin di usion pro—
cesses. The buiding blocks for the perturbation expan-—
sion are the average G reen functions G* and G?, together
w ith the pair correlator of the In purity scattering poten—
tialUg (r). A sin ple m odel of the short-range isotropic

potential gives HJ o (r)U 4 9)i= r H=N,,where

N is the electron densiy of states at the Fem i energy

and = 1=2 . W ihin the sem iclassical approach the
explicit behavior of the electron wave finctions near the

boundaries of the strip is not in portant. T herefore, the

bulk expressions can be used for the average G reen func—
tions. Hence, In the plane wave representation

+i5;
)

G k;!)= B k;NF=( E Ik

where E;=k*=@m ) FEr . Since the integral in )
rapidly convergesat ¥ 3. k', D (;!) are given

by the localvalues of potentials. From M (5 ) one easily
obtains the localequilbriim densities

DY@;!)=2Ng i(;!): ®6)

In theirtum, the nonequlbrium spin and charge densities
are represented by the rstterm In Eq. -EZ). W ithin the
di usion approxin ation thisterm isgiven by the gradient
expansion of {_3) f_l-é] Such an expansion isvalid as faras
spatial variations of D ; (r; ! ) are relatively an allw ithin
the length of the order of the mean free path 1. The
length scale for soin density variations near the bound-
ardes of the strjp is given by wr =hy, . Hence, the dif-
fiusion approxin ation can be em ployed only in the dirty
Iim it hy, 1= . The di usion equation is obtained
after the ladder summ ation in the rst tem ofE(q. :gf%)
and m ultiplying this equation by the operator inverse to
iy @;r%!), as i has been previously done in f_lS_g ZC_i
A fter som e algebraic m anipulations one gets
X .
DY D;

D)= ilD;; [

~

J
where the di usion operator DY can be w ritten as

pDH= Ypr? Hirimy +mY. @®)
The rsttem representsthe usualdi usion of the spin
and charge densities, while the second one describes the
D 'akonov-P erel’ Q]_:] spin relaxation
Y=g n2[(¥5 gl ©)

where i;9 6 0, the overline denotes the average over the
Fem i surface and nxy = hy=hy . The third term gives
rise to precession ofthe inhom ogeneous spin polarization
in thee ective eld ofSOI, [1-9]

RYM =4

wIhlvno (10)

1

T he nondiagonalelm ents ofthe om D ¥ appear due to
soin-orbit m ixing of spin and charge degrees of freedom .
They are collected n M ¥, For Rashba SOIM ¥ have
been calculated in ij,:g]. In general case

i0 _ h; @n;
2 @k

11)

W hen a tim e independent hom ogeneous electric eld
is applied to the system one has o = eEx and D =

2NoeE x. Atthesametine, ;= 0and, hence,D{= 0
at i = x;y;z. Due to charge neutrality the induced
charge density €D o = 0. It should be noted that in the
system under consideration the charge neutrality can not
be f1il lled precisely. The spin polarization accum ulated
at the strip boundaries gives rise to charge accum ulation
via the M ° temm s in ('j)—{_g). The screening e ect will,
how ever, strongly reduce this additional charge, because
the screening length of2DEG ismuch lss than the typi-
callength scale of soin density variations. W e w ill ignore
such a small correction and set Do = 0 & {1). T this
way one arrives to the closed di usion equation for three



com ponents of the spin density. T his equation coincides
w ith the usualequation describing di usive propagation
of the spin density I_l-§_5], for exoeption of the additional
temm M¥DJ= 2N eEh’r ¥ni= ? due to the extemal
electric eld. Tts origh becomes more clear in an In -
nie system where the spin density is constant In space
and only  andM Y are retained in (})-@). Hence, the

solution of @) at ! = 0isS; &, with
NoeE X en)
b 0_~ _ 0 i k .
S{ Dj=2= — | ( )Pnd—k oK.’ 12)
J
where ( 1)Y is the m atrix nverse to @). Such a phe-

nom enon of spin ordentation by the electric eld waspre-
dicted in Ref. [Ia] and recently observed in P4]. In the
specialcase ofRashba SOThy = )k z) it iseasily
to get from {14) the result ofRef. [16] SP = NgeE

In addiion to the di usion equation one needs the
boundary conditions. T hese conditions are that the three
com ponents of the spin  ux ¥;I¥;Iy owig In they
direction tum to 0 at y = d=2. The linear response
theory, sin ilar to Q'_’a*) gives

z
X
;)= &Frlad L%t O 5% a3
3
w here the response function  is given by
d!%@ngp (19
1 .0, = 4 - F 0
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w ith the oneparticle spin-current operator de ned by
Ji= ( *vi+v1 1)/4 and the partick velocity

ki

= —+ — : 15
vi= @k1 by ) as)
Taking into account ('j-':d), we obtain from ('_ §: :_l-é_i
@s; 1.
L= Do JR¥E; $H+ wlu: 06

The rsttwo tem s represent the di usion spin current
and the current associated w ith the spin precession. The
third tem is the uniform spin-Hall current polarized
along the z axis. It is given by

@hy
@kX

Iu = ;Rzl‘/s +eEN°v-y h),: A7)

c_l'(_)',:p) it is easily to see that rRashba SO Iboth

CHT canceleach otherm aking I,y = 0, In accor—

danoew ith [§,-j,:§, [g,:_l-(_]',:_l-]_:,:_l-gi]. T herefore, In case ofthe
strip the solution ofthe di usion equation satisfying the
boundary condition is S; = 3,SY . Hence, the spin den-
sity isuniform and doesnot accum ulate nearboundaries.
It should be noted that such accum ulation can, how ever,

AS}
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FIG.1: Spin densities S ;( st Bri= xjz on

d=2)
the boundaries of the strip, as functions of its width d, for

=k=0.9,1.0, and 13, resgpectively. T he Insert show s the de-
pendence of S ; (y) on the transverse coordinate y. Lengths

arem easured in units of ko = V2 ~=2 (V¥ yhyy )

take place In the ballistic regin e of electron scattering
f_Z-.Z:]. At the same tine, as shown in Ref. [_l-]_:], even in
the di usive regine Ly 6 0 for the D resselhaus SO I.
This nevitably leads to the soin accum ulation. Taking
D resselhaus SO I in the form

hi= kie& ) ;hl= k& *); a8
one can see that the buk spin polarization d_l-’é) has a
nonzero S component, R**Y 6 0, while R¥Y = 0.

Hence, the solution of the di usion equation I(_17) w ith
the boundary condition IY ( d=2) = ¥ ( d=2) = 0 is
SxiS; 6 0S, = 0. Letusde ne Sily)= Siy) <.
The dependence of S;( d=2) from the strip width,
as well as an exampl of S, ocoordinate dependence,
are shown in Fig. 1. The dam ped oscilhtion in the d-
dependence ofthe spin accum ulation on the anksofthe
strip can be seen for the S, polarization. Sin ilar oscilla—
tions take place also in the coordinate dependence. The
length scale ofthese oscillations is determ ined by the soin
precession In the e ective spin-orbit eld.

T he arbitrary unishave been used in Fjg.& . Foranu-
m erical evaluation ktustakeE = 10°V /m, hﬁF =~ =
0d,and =kyp=0.8 PraGaA squantum wellofthe w idth
w=100Adopedwih 155 I0m ? electrons. W e thusob-
tain § S,( d=2)3’ 5 1&'m 2. The corresponding
volime density S,=w ’ 5 10°m 3, which iswithhn
the sensitivity range of the Faraday rotation m ethod fﬁf].

& sﬁoﬂ be noted that in the considered here "dirty"

lin it hﬁF =~ 1 the spin-H all current is suppressed
by the In purity scattering. A s shown in t_l-]_;, :_l-g] forD res—
sehaus and cubic R ashba SO I, this current decreases as



hi “=-* down from its highest universalvalue. At the
sam e tin e, an analysis of the di usion equation shows
that the accum ulated at tae_anks of the strip soin den-
sity decreases slower, as  hf =~. This explains why
for the considered above realistic num erical param eters,
even in the dirty case, the noticeable soin polarization
can be accum ulated near the boundary.

U sually, the spin-Halle ect isassociated w ith the spin
polarization ow, or the soin density accum ulation on
the sam ple edges, In response to the electric eld. On
the other hand, this e ect can show up In the elkctric
oonductanoe as we]J_ To See such an e ect we take 0—

rent. The current ow salong the x axis. T he correspond—

X

Ing response function 03 is given by {14) with J§ = vx.

UsingEgs. {14), ((9), {]) and expressing ; from () one
gets the electric current density
@s,
I* = ; 19
ey 19)
where isthe D rude conductivity and
1 @hy @hy
A=e— 2v 2 — . : 0
e2 > . (@kx hy) (@ky h) 20)

T he total current is obtained by integrating (1d) overy.
T herefore, the spin-H all correction to the strip conduc-
tance

G = B, @=2) S (

|

2A
d=2)) = ?SZ @=2): 1)

Hence, the dependence of G on the strip width coin—
cides w ith that of the spin density shown In Fig. la.

In conclusion, we em ployed the di usion approxin a—
tion to study the spin-Halle ect in an In nie 2D strip.
In case of the D ressehaus spin-orbit interaction this ef-
fect leads to spin accum ulation near the anks of the
strip, aswell as to a correction to the longitudinal elec—
tric conductance. Both, the spin accum ulation and the
conductance exhibit dam ped oscillations as a function of
the strip width.
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