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N on-equilibbrium spin polarization e ect in spin-orbit coupling system and contacting
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W e study theoretically the current-induced spin polarization e ect in a two-tem inalm esoscopic
structure which is com posed of a sem iconductor two-din ensional electron gas (2DEG ) bar wih
R ashba spin-orbit (SO ) interaction and two attached ideal leads. T he nonequilbrium spin density
is caloulated by solving the scattering w ave fiinctions explicitly w ithin the ballistic transport regim e.
W e found that for a Rashba SO system the electrical current can induce spin polarization in the SO
system aswellas in the ideal leads. The induced polarization in the 2D EG show s som e qualitative
features of the Intrinsic spin Halle ect. O n the other hand, the nonequilbrium spin density in the
idealleads, afterbeing averaged in the transversaldirection, is independent ofthe distance m easured
from the lead/SO system interface, except In the vichity of the nterface. Such a lead polarization
e ect can even be enhanced by the presence of weak in purity scattering in the SO system and m ay

be detectable in real experin ents.

PACS numbers: 7225, 7547 -m

I. NTRODUCTION

R ecently there has been hot resesarch interest in spin-—
polarized transport phenom ena in sem iconductor sys—
tem s wih spin-orbit ( SO ) coupling because of their
potential applications in the eld of sem iconductor
spintronicst2-2 . O ne of the principal challenges in sem i
conductor spintronics is the e cient Inction and ef-
fective m anijpulation of non-equilbrium spin densities
and/or spin currents in nonm agnetic sem iconductors by
electricm eans, and w ithin this context, the recently pre—
dicted phenom enon of intrinsic spin Hall e ect would
be much attractive. This phenom enon was conceived
to survive In som e sem iconductor system s w ith intrinsic
spin-orbit Interactions and it consists of a spin current
contrbution in the direction perpendicular to a driving
charge current circulating through a sam ple. This phe-
nom enon was rstly proposed to survive In p-doped buk
sam iconductors w ith spin-orbit split band structures by
M urakam iet al? and in two-din ensional electronic sys—
tem s w ith Rashba spin-orbit coupling by Siova et al.2
In the last two years lots of theoretical work have been
devoted to the study of this phenom enon and intensive
debates arose on som e findam ental issues conceming this
e ect.5:7/8:910,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20 N o it wasw elles—
tablished that this e ect should be robust against in —
purity scattering in a m esoscopic sem iconductor system
w ith intrinsic spin-orbit coupling, but i cannot survive
In a di usive two-dim ensional electron gas w ith k-linear
Intrinsic spin-orb it coupling due to vertex correction from
inpuriy scattering22%412%, T also should be noted
that, prior to the prediction ofthis e ect, a sin ilar phe—
nom enon called extrinsic spin Halle ect had also been
predicted by D yakanov-PereB! and H irsch?223. Unlke
the intrinsic spin Hall e ect, the extrinsic soin Hall ef-
fect ardises from spin-orbit dependent in purity scattering
and hence i is a much weak e ect com pared w ith the
Intrinsic soin Halle ect, and especially, it w ill disappear

com pletely in the absence of spin-orbit dependent in pu-
rity scattering.

A physical quantity which is intuitively a direct con-—
sequence of a spin Halle ect In a sam iconductor strip is
the nonequilbriuim spin accum ulation near the transver—
sal boundaries of the strip when a longiudinal charge
current circulates through i. The recent experim ental
cbservations in n-doped buk GaA£? and in p-doped
tw o-din ensional G aA 22 have revealed the possbility of
generating non-equilbrium edge soin accum ulation in
a sem iconductor strip by an extrinsic®? or intrinsic?®
soin Hall e ect, though from the theoretical points of
view some signi cant controversies m ay still exist for
the detailed theoretical interpretations of som e experi-
m ental data 1212272828 | J 310 should be noticed that,
In addition to the soin Hall e ect, there m ay be som e
other physical reasons that m ay lead to the generation
of electriccurrent-nduced soin polarization n a spin-
orbit coupled system . For exam ple, the experin ental re—
sults reported in R ef£® had dem onstrated anotherkind of
electriccurrent-induced spin polarization e ect in a spin—
orbit coupled system , which can be interpreted as the In—
verse of the photogalvanic e ect2®. In the present paper
we are Interested in the question that, besides the trans-
verse boundary spin accum ulations, what kinds of other
physical consequences can be predicted for a sam icon—
ductor strip w ith Intrinsic SO coupling. To be speci ¢,
we w ill consider a strip of a m esoscopic two-dim ensional
electron gas w ith Rashba spin-orbi coupling connected
to two idealleads. For such a system , we show thatwhen
a ongiudinalcharge current circulates through the strip,
besides the transverse boundary soin accum ulations in
the strip, non-equilbrium spin polarizations can also be
induced in the leads, and the non-equilbbrium spin polar-
izations in the leads will also depend sensitively on the
soin-orbit coupling param eters in the strip. Furthem ore
wew illshow that in the absence of spin-orbit coupling in
the leads, the non-equilbrium spin polarizations in the
Jleads w ill be independent of the distance away from the
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borderbetw een the lead and the strip, except In the vicin—
ity of the border where local states play an im portant
roke. T he signsand the am plitudes ofthe non-equilbbrium

soin polarization in the lads is adjustable by sw itching
the charge current direction and by tuning the Rashba
SO ooupling strength in the strip. Furthem ore, in the
presence ofw eak disorder inside the SO strip, the soin po—
larization e ect in the leads can be even enhanced while
soin polarization in the strip is decreased, so such an
e ect m ght be m ore easily detectable than the spin po—
larization inside the strip. T he non-equilbbrium lead po—
larization e ect provides a new possibility of allelectric
control on spin degree of freedom in sem iconductor and
thus have practical application potential.

T he paper w ill be organized as follow Ing: In section
IT the m odel H am iltonian and the theoretical form alism
used In the calculationsw illbe ntroduced. In section ITT
som e symm etry properties and num erical results about
the non-equilbriim spin polarizations both In the strip
and in the leadsw illbe presented and discussed. At last,
we summ arize m ain points of the paper in section IV .

i
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FIG . 1l: schem atic geom etry of m ultiterm inal setup.

II. METHOD OF SOLVING SCATTERING
WAVE FUNCTION AND MULTI-TERM INAL
SCATTERING M ATR IX

T he system that we w ill consider In the present paper
is depicted in Fig.[dl, which consists of a strip of a m eso—
scopic R ashba tw o-din ensionalelectron gas connected to
two halfin nite idealleads. E ach lead is connected to an
electron reservoir at In niy which hasa xed chem ical
potential. In the tight binding representation, the H am i
tonian for the total system reads:

X X X
H= t €Y Cp, +hwx)+ lecgi Cr
p < i3> Rij
t (cl-‘{l Cr, +hx
<RjijR >
. B(%, " moey oz, 7 mux) T hxi
R;
X
t €l Cr, +hx) )
Pn iR n
Here t = th—az is the hopping param eter between

tw 0 nearest-neighbor siteswherem ise ective m ass of

electrons and a the lattice constant in the 2DEG bar.
x, = Cr,;iCr;#) is the spinor vector for the site R ;
(Ri= (%;y)) In the Rashba SO system . *; Y are the
standard paulim atrices. Cp, is the annihilation oper—
ator for the site p; with spin In lad p. p, and Ry,
stand for nearestneighbor pair on the two sides across
the interface ofthe SO system and the lead p. wg, isthe
on-site energy In the SO system , which can readily incor—
porate random In puriy potential. In a pure system we
alwaysset wg, to zero. tg isRashba coupling coe cient.
Ourcalulationsw ill ollow the sam e spirit ofthe usual
LandauerB uttiker's approach. But unlke the frequently
used G reen’s function orm alian 1229, i the form alisn
used in the present paper we will solve the scattering
wave functions in the whole system explicitly. To this
end, we rstly consider the scattering wave of an elec—
tron incident from a lead. T he real space wave function
of an Incident electron with soin  will be denoted as
e i® P (y),where P (y,) denotesthem ‘th trans-
verse m ode with spin index in the lad p and kY the
longitudinal wave vector. W e adopt the local coordinate
schem e for all lkeads. In the local coordinate schem e,
the longiudinal coordinate x4 in lad g will take the
Integer num bers 1;2;..,1 away from the 2DEG inter—
face and the transverse coordinate y4 take the value of
N 4=2; 5N g=2. T he longitudinalwave vector ki satis-
es the relation 2tcoski )+ " = E,where " isthe
elgen-energy of the m "th transverse m ode in lead p and
E the energy of the incident electron. Including both the
incident and re ected waves, the total wave fiinction in
the lead g has the the follow iIng general form :

e P
prg (xq;Yq) = p%( Oelkap E (Yp)

pm ikd x q
+ an o€ g n O(Yq) )
n2q

where 7 stands for the scattering am plitude from the

(M )mode in kad p to the 0 %) mode in lead g. The
scattering am plitudes 57 o willbe detem ined by solv—
Ing the Schrodinger equation for the entire system , which
hasnow a lattice form and hence there isa separate equa-
tion foreach lattice site and spin index. ShceEq.[2) isa
linear com bination of all out-going m odes w ith the sam e
energy E , the Schrodinger equation is satis ed autom at—
ically in lead g, except for the lattice sites In the rst
row (ie., Xq = 1) of the lead that are connected di-
rectly to the 2DEG bar. The wave function in the rst
row of a lead, which are determ ined by the scattering
amplindes P ;, must be solved with the wave finc—
tion in the 2D EG bar sin ultaneously due to the coupling
between the lead and the 2DEG bar. To sin plify the no—
tations, we de ne the wave fiinction in the 2DEG bar as
a colum n vector whosedin ension is2N (N isthetotal
num ber of lattice sites in the 2DEG bar). T he scattering
ampliudes 57 o willbe arranged as a colum n vector

whosedin ension is2M (M isthe totalnum ber of lattice
sites In the rst row ofthe leads ). From the lattice form
of the Schrodinger equations for the 2D EG bar and the



rst row ofa lead, one can obtain the follow Ing equations
re ecting the mutual in uence between the two parts:

A =
C =

b+ B ;
d+D ; 3)

whereA and C aretwo squarem atricesw ith a din ension
of 2N 2N and 2M 2M , respectively; B and D are
tw o rectangularm atrices describing the coupling betw een
the leads and the 2DEG bar, whose m atrix elem ents w ill
depend on the actual form ofthe geom etry ofthe system .
T he vectorsb and d descrbe the contributions from the
Incident waves. Som e details of deduction as well as the
elem ents of these m atrices and vectors have been given
elsewhere®l .

After obtaining all scattering ampliudes 27 o
, we can calulate the charge current in each
lead throygh the LandaverButtker formula, L, =
(e2=h) q 172 (TE? zlvq T}I) 12Vp)'WheIevq = (9
is the voltage applied in the lead gand 4 isthe chem ical
potential in the lad q, T gre the transm ission prob-
abilities de ned by TS o = | . I 50 oFVn=Vpn and
Vom = 2tsin (kf ) is the velocity for the m 'th mode In
the lead p.

W ith the wave finction 7 (R;) 1 the 2DEG strip
at hand, the non-equilbriim spoin density in the 2DEG
strip can also be calculated readily by taking proper en—
semble average follow ing Landauer’s spiri3. We as-
sum e that the reservoirs connecting the leads at in—

nity will feed oneway moving particles to the leads
according to their own chem ical potential. Follow ing
the Landauer's spiri2, let’s nom alize the scattering
wave function ®" so that there is one particle for
each incident wave, ie., we nomalize e ¥n % 2 ()

toe®n* P ()= L ,whereL ! 1 isthe kngth
of lead p. M eanw hile, the density of states in lead p is
ZL% = ﬁ,where Vom = 2tsinkf ) is the veloc

ity of the m "th transverse m ode in lad p. Adding the
contrbutions of all incident channels of lead p w ith cor—
resgpoonding density of states (DO S ), we can obtain the
total non-equilbrium spin density. In the linear trans—
port regim g, the spin density can be calculated w ith the
Incident energy at the Fem isurface as:
1 X X
S Ri)i= 2_ p:hvpm pr;\ R i)~ 0; 0 pr;:)
pm 0; ©

4)
wherehS R ;)i denotes the soin density at a lattice site
R; in the 2DEG strip and , is the chem icalpotentialof
lead p.

ITII. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

W hen the system is in the equilbrium state, there w 111
be no net spin density since the Ham iltonian has tim e—
reversal (T ) symmetry. However, as a charge current

ows from lead 1 to lad 2, non-equilbrium spin den—
sity may em erge In the whole system , both inside the
Rashba bar and in the lads. In this section we will
Investigate the non-equilbrium spin density under the
condition ofa xed longiudinal charge current density.
In our calculations we w i1l take the typical values of the
electron e ectivemassm = 0:04m . and the lattice con—
stant a = 3nm3%. The chem ical potential di erence be-
tween the two lads will be st by xing the longiu-
dinal charge current density to the experim ental valie (
100 A=15 m ) as reported n Re#® and the Femm ien—
ergy ofthe 2DEG barwillbessttoE¢f = 38tthrough-
out the calculations. W e w i1l lim it our discussions to the
linear transport regin e at zero tem perature.
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FIG .2: (Colronline)T ypicalpattem of current-induced non—
equilbrium spin density (in units of 4L) In a two tem inal
structure. T he lattice size for the central SO bar is 40  40.
T he R ashba coupling strength is taken as tg = 0.1t.

To show clearly the characteristics of the current—
induced spin polarization in a tw o-tem inalstructure, be—
Iow we w ill study the spin density In the R ashba bar and
In the leads separately. Firstly we study the spin den—
sity In the Rashba bar. T he typical spin density pattem
obtained in a two temn inal structure is shown in Fig[.
From the guresone can see that the spatialdistribution
of the spin densiy inside the Rashba bar exhibits som e
apparent sym m etry properties, which are sum m arized in
Eq.[@) given below . Theoretically speaking, these sym —
m etry properties are the resuls of som e symm etry op—
erations im plicit in the two-temm inal problem . Let us

CRi);exp]ajn this point In som e m ore detail. From the sym —

m etry property ofthe H am iltonian [Il) and the rectangu-
lar geom etry of the system shown in Fig[ll, one can see
that In our problem we have two symm etry operations
iyPyand i 4P,,whereP, and P, denote the spacialre-

ection m anipulation y ! y and x ! X respectively
and i y and i , the spin rotation m anipulation w ith the
angle around the Sy and S, axes In spin space respec—
tively. By considering these sym m etry operations, from
Eqg.(4) one can obtain inm ediately the follow Ing symm e~
try relations®!:

y)>1
y)>1

< Sy;z Xjy)>1 =
< Sy Xiy)>1 =

< Sx;z x;
< Sy x;



< Sy &®yy)>1 =
< Sy;z Xiy)>1 =

< Sk ( x3v)>1
< Sy;z ( x7y)>1; )

where < 1 >stands for the spin density induced
by a longiudinal charge current I owing from lead 1
to lead 2. The rst two lines of Eq.{d) resul from

the symm etry operation i Py, which has been known
widely before®28. The second two, however, are re—
sults from the symmetry operation i 4P, and the T-
reversal operation together’!. Firstly, due to the T-
reversal invariance, the equilbrium spin density vanishes
when all chem ical potentials are equal in Eq.[@), ie.,
< S ®iy) >eq™< S Kjy)>1 + < S &iy)> 1= 0,
where < S (x;y) > 1 denotes the spin density induced
by a Iongitudinal charge current I from lead 2 to lead 1.
Secondly, due to the geom etry symm etry of the system

underthem anjpulation i ,P,,wehave< Sy (x;y) >1=<

Sy X;y) > 1 and < Syiz x;y) > 1= < Sy;z x;y)> 1.
Combining these two resuls, we get the last two lines in
Eq.[).

Ih Fig[3 we plot the ongitudinally averaged spin den—
sity inside the R ashba bar as a function ofthe transverse
position y, where < S (y) > denotes the longitudinalav—
eraged value of < S (x;y) > along the x direction ( ie.,
the direction of the charge current ow ). Due to the
symm etry relations shown in Eq.[d), the non<vanishing
com ponents are < Sy, (y) > L . M oreover, under the spa—
tial re ection m anipulation y ! v, < Syly) > is
even and < S, (y) > is odd. The fact that the out—
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FIG . 3: (Color online)N on-equilbrium spin density averaged
in longiudinal direction in SO system , < Sy;. >', as a
function of transverse position, y. The y and z com ponents
has di erent re ection symm etry w ith respect to x axis. The
sign near the boundaries can be Iped by tuning Rashba
coupling strength tx .

ofplane com ponent < S, (y) > has opposite signs near
the two lateral edges is consistent w ith the phenom enol-
ogy of SHEX22  But for a two-term inal Jattice structure
w ith general lattice sizes, our results show that the spin
density does not alw ays develop peak structures near the
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FIG.4: (Color online)T he variation of spin density averaged
in transverse direction of lead 2 versus R ashba coupling con—
stant.

tw o boundaries but oscillate across the transverse direc—
tion. This is som ehow di erent from the naive picture
of spin accum ulation near the boundaries due to a spin
Hall current. The inplane spin polarization is not re—
lated to the phenom enology of spin Halle ect. It can
be regarded as a general m agnetoelectric e ect due to
spin-orbit coupling®? . T should be noted that, from the
theoretical points of view , the relationship between spin
current the induced spin polarization is actually a much
subtle issue and is currently stillunder Intensive debates.
In this paper, however, we w ill free our discussions from

such controversial issues.

It is evident from Fig.[d that not only the magni-
tude, but also the sign of the spin accum ulation near
the two transverse boundaries can be changed by tun-
Ing the Rashba coupling strength. This is also reported
in Ref® ora continuum two-tem inalm odel. Since the
R ashba coupling strength can be tuned experin entally
through gate voltage, such a Ipping behavior or soin
accum ulation m ight provide an interesting technological
possbility for the electric control of the spin degree of
freedom .

Now we present them ost in portant theoreticalpredic—
tion of this paper, ie., the chargecurrent Induced spin
polarization e ect In the contacted leads. Dueto the rst
two lines in Eq.[H), after taking average in the transversal
direction (which willbe denoted by < S >7T asa func
tion of the Jongiudinal coordinate x, ), only < Sy, >7
will rem ain nonzero. m Fig.[d < s, >T ispltted versus
the longiudinal coordinate x of the whole system . The
lattice size ofthewhole system issetto 120 40,while the
central40 40 lattice sites represents the Rashba SO bar
(see Figlll) . A s indicated clearly in the gqure, the border
betw een the Rashba bar and the contacted leads are at
x = 20. The Rashba SO ocoupling strength is chosen
tobe tg =t= 0:05;0:1;0:15. As can be seen from Fig.[d,
< Sy >7T changesw ith the coordinate x both inside the
R ashba bar and in the lads, but in the leads it changes



w ith the coordinate x only n a m uch narrow region close
to the border betw een the leads and the R ashba bar and
will reach to a xed value further away from the border.
T his phenom enon is the lad spin polarization e ect in
this paper. Theoretically, this phenom enon can be un—
derstood as follow Ing. For an incident wave m ; ) wih
a Fem ienergy Ef in lad 1, thePscatten'ng wave func-
tion in Jlead 2 is: ' &k2iv2) =, on 0e®F L (y2),
where 2tcosk,)+ ", = Ef. Then the soin densiy
< S (xX2;V2) > can be calculated as (dropping o a nor—
m alization factor),
X 1 X

Vi
m ; m i

1m

&2iy2)~ (x27y2)7

T hus, after taking average along the transversal direc—
tion, we have

X
< S &) >T= (1N,) < S &2iy2) >
Y2
X LX lm knxoy 1m ik X2
/ [ e )~ (o e ) 1£6)
m ; Vim nj; ;

where we have usgl the orthogonality relation for the
transversemodes: 5 (2) n¢(¥2) = nno. Evidently,
the summ and [ ] in E[E). is Independent ofx, as long
as ky is real ( ie. Por those longiudinal propagating
modes). Ifk, isin agihary, the corresponding m ode w i1
describe an exponentially localized state in lead 2 in the
vicinity of the border between the lkad and the R ashba
bar. Such evanescent com ponents?’ can contribute to the
local charge density and spin density only In the vicin—
ity of the border. At som e distance far away from the
interface, the contribution of the evanescent m odes to
< S (x2) > Twill decay exponentially as x, increase and
hence < S (x;) >T will be independent of x,, as illus-
trated in Fig.[4. This result im plies that the spin po-
larization inside the Rashba bar can be Inducted out by
the driving charge current to the leads and m anifest itself
In an ampli ed way, ie., the leads w ill becom e spin po—
larized and thus an electric-controllable spin state in the
Jleads can be realized. Such a lead spin polarization e ect
m ight be m ore easily detectable by m agnetic or optical
m ethods than the spin polarization inside the m esoscopic
R ashba bar.

T he resuls presented above is obtained in the absence
of In purity scattering. To sin ulate spin-independent dis—
order scattering, we assum e a uniform ly distributed ran-
dom potentialw 2 [ Wp ;W p ]in the Rashba barw ith a
disorder strength W p . T he non-equilbbrium spin density
can be obtained by taking average for a num ber of ran—
dom realizations of local potentials. W e averaged 1000
random realizations in allcalculations. In Fig.[Hwe show
how the curves of< Sy, >T versus x change with W .
A 1l curves are calculated with tg = 0:dt. Noticeably, In—
side the Rashba bar the height of< S, > T decreasesw ith
Increasing W p but the lead soin polarization will rstly
increase in the weak disorder regine (Wp < 0:5t) and

FIG.5: (Color online)T he variation of spin density averaged
in transverse direction versus longitudinal coordinate at the
presence of disorder scattering.

then decrease in the stronger disorder regim e ( note that
our calculations are carried out under the condition of
a xed longiudinal charge current density). T hus, there
exists a certain regin e In which disorder can enhance the
saturation value ofthe soin polarization in the leads. The
slight asymm etric form of W p, = 2t line m eans that we
need to take m ore random con gurations of localpoten—
tial for arge W p value, which is reasonable. O f course,
there are som e other factors such as spin-orbit coupling
or In puriy scattering in the leads that m ay reduce or
suppress the lead spin polarization e ect. Further quan-—
titative study is needed in order to clarify the role of
these factors.

Iv. CONCLUSION

To conclide, In this paper we have presented a the-
oretical study on the non-equilbrium Jead spin polar-
ization e ect in a two-tem inal m esoscopic Rashba bar
under the condition of a xed longiudinal charge cur-
rent density. W e have predicted that a nite am ount of
non-equilbrium spin polarizations can be induced in the
leads by the spin-orbit coupling inside the m esoscopic
Rashba bar when the longitudinal charge current cir-
culate through i. Such a lead spin polarization e ect
can survive In the presence of weak disorder inside the
Rashba bar and thus m ight be ocbservable in real ex—
perin ent. Such an e ect m ight provide a new kind of
electric-controllable spin statew hich istechnically attrac—
tive. But it should be stressed that, for real system s, due
to the existence of disorder scattering or spin-orbit inter—
actions or other soin decoherence e ects in the leads, the
Jead spin polarization e ect predicted in the present pa-
perm ay be weakened. T hese factors need to be clari ed
by m ore detailed theoretical investigations in the future.



A cknow ledgm ents

T he author isgratefilto R esearch C enter for Q uantum

M anipulation in Fudan University for hospitality during
his visitt In summer of 2005. He would lke to thank

©

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

TL1Li, RBTao, SQ Shen, ZQ Yang, L B Hu for various
helpfiil discussions and L B Hu for help on polishing the
m anuscript. Thiswork was supported by N aturalScience
Fundation of Zhejang province ( G rant No.Y 605167 )
and Research fund of ZheJiang nom aluniversity.

E lectronic address: | ¥ R zhu.cn
SA W olfet al.,Science,,294,1488 (2001).

D.D. Awschalom, D. Loss, and N. Sam arth, Sem i-
conductor Spintronics and Quantum  Com putation
(Springer,B erlin ,2002) .

I. Zutic, J. Fabian, and S. Sam a, Rev.M od. Phys. 76,
323(2004).

S.M urakam i, N . Nagaosa, and S.C . Zhang, Science301,
1348 (2003) .

J.Sinova,D .Culcer,Q .Ni1,N .A .Sinitsyn, T . Jungw irth,
and A .H .M acD onald, Phys.Rev.Lett. 92, 126603 (2004) .
J.P.Hu,B.A .Bemevig,and C .J.W u, Int.J.M od.Phys.
B17, 5991 (2003).

E.I.Rashba,Phys.Rev.B68, 241315(2003).

S.Q .Shen, PhysRevB70,R081311 (2004).

J. Inoue, G.E.W .Bauer, and L.W .M olenkam p, Phys.
Rev.B70, 041303 R ) (2004).

E. G. M ishchenko, A V Shytov,
Halperin PhysRev Lett. 93, 226602 (2004).
E.I.Rashba,Phys.Rev.B 70, 201309 R ) (2004).
B.K.Nikolic, L.P. Zaro, S. Soum a, Phys. Rev.B 72,
075361 (2005); L. Sheng, D .N. Sheng, and C. S. T ing,
Phys.Rev. Lett. 94, 016602 (2005) .

S.M urakam i, Phys.Rev.B 69, 241202 R ) (2004).
B.A.Bemevig and S. C. Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95,
016801 (2005)

B .K .N kolic, S.Soum a, L..P . Zarbo, and J. Sinova, P hys.
Rev.Lett.95, 046601 (2005)

B.K .Nikolic, L.P. Zaro, and S. Soum a, Phys. Rev.B
73, 075303 (2006) .
P Q Jin, Y Q Li

and B. I.

and F C Zhang, JPhysA M ath

18

19
20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

Gen39,7115(2006).

J. Shi, P. Zhang, D . X iao, and Q . N i1, Phys. Rev. Lett.
96, 076604 (2006)

B.A .Bemevig and S.C . Zhang, cond-m at/0412550.

D .N .Sheng,L.Sheng,Z.Y .W eng,and ¥ .D .M .Haldane,
Phys.Rev.B 72,153307 (2005).

M . I. Dyakonov and V. I. Perel, Sov. Phys. JETP. 13,
467(1971); Phys. Lett.A 35,459(1971).

JE .Hirsch, Phys.Rev. Lett. 83, 1834 (1999).

S.Zhang, Phys.Rev.Lett.85, 393 (2000).

Y.K.Kato, R.C.Myers, A.C.Gossard, and D.D.
Awschalom , Science 306, 5703 (2004).

J.W underlich, B . K aestner, J. Sinova, and T . Jungw irth,
Phys.Rev. Lett. 94, 047204 (2005) .

A YuSiov, PA Blathov, JH W olter, R Hey, K H P Ioog
and N S A verkiev, Appl Phys. Lett. 85 p5929 (2004)

A .Reynoso,G .Usaj and C .A .Balseiro, Phys.Rev.B 73,
115342 (2006)

J.Yao and Z.Yang, Phys.Rev.B 73, 033314 (2006).

Y .J.Jiangand L.B.Hu,Phys.Rev.B 74, 075302 (2006).
J. Li, L. B. Hu, and S. Q. Shen, Phys. Rev. B71,
241305 R ) (2005).

Y .J.Jiang and L.B .Hu,|cond-m at/0605361

Z.A .Huangand L.B.Hu,Phys.Rev.B73, 113312 (2006).
S. D atta, E lctronic transport in m esoscopic system s (
Cam bridge, United K ingdom , 1997 ).

J.N ita, T . Akasaki, and H . Takayanagi, Phys.Rev. Lett.
78,1335R)

(1997).


mailto:jyj@zjnu.cn
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0412550
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0605361

60

30

<s,>'(h/4m)

0.003 4

0.002 —

0.001

T
-60



