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Holespin dephasing tim edueto theD ’yakonov-Perel’m echanism in p-typeG aAs(100)quantum

wellswith wellseparated light-holeand heavy-holebandsisstudied by constructing and num erically

solving the kinetic spin Bloch equations. W e include allthe spin-conserving scattering such asthe

hole-phonon and thehole-nonm agnetic im purity aswellasthehole-hole Coulom b scattering in our

calculation. D i�erent e�ects such as the tem perature,the hole density,the im purity density and

the Rashba coe�cient on the spin dephasing are investigated in detail. W e also show that the

Coulom b scattering m akesm arked contribution to thespin dephasing.Thespin dephasing tim ecan

eitherincreaseordecreasewith tem perature,hole/im purity density ortheinclusion oftheCoulom b

scattering depending on the relative im portance ofthe spin-orbitcoupling and the scattering.Itis

also shown thatdueto thedi�erentspin-orbitcoupling strengthes,m any spin dephasing properties

ofholesare quite di�erentfrom those ofelectrons.

PACS num bers:72.25.R b,71.10.-w,67.57.Lm ,78.90.+ t

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

M uch attention has been devoted to the spin degree

offreedom ofcarriersin Zinc-blende sem iconductorsre-

cently due to the possible application to the spintronic

devices.1,2,3,4 Understanding spin dephasing/relaxation

of carriers in sem iconductor quantum wells (Q W s) is

one ofthe m ostim portant prerequisitesfor the realiza-

tion of such devices. There are m any studies of spin

dephasing/relaxation ofelectronsin n-type Q W s where

the spin dephasing isdeterm ined by the D’yakonov and

Perel’ (DP) m echanism .5 M ost studies are within the

fram ework ofsingle-particle approxim ation6,7,8,9,10,11,12

and the spin dephasing tim e (SDT)can be written as6

1

�
=

R1
0

dE k(fk1=2 � fk� 1=2)�p(k)

2(k)

2
R1
0

dE k(fk1=2 � fk� 1=2)
: (1)

Here�p(k)isthem om entum relaxation tim e.
(k)isthe

DP term which is com posed ofthe Dresselhaus term 13

due to the bulk inversion asym m etry (BIA) and the

Rashba term 14 due to the structure inversion asym m e-

try (SIA).
(k)2 denotes the average of
2(k) over all

directionsofk. In G aAsQ W s,the Dresselhausterm is

the leading term and 
(k)hasthe form :


x(k) = kx(k
2
y � hk

2
zi); 
y(k)= ky(hk

2
zi� k

2
x);


z(k) = 0 ; (2)

in which hk2zi represents the average of the operator

� (@=@z)2 overtheelectronicstateofthelowestsubband

and is therefore �2=a2 under the in�nite-well-depth as-

sum ption. istheDresselhausspin-orbitparam eter.6,15

It is noted that Eq.(1) is valid only when j
j�p � 1

and the scattering is elastic. In this lim iting case,the

angular rotation ofelectron spin over tim e �p is sm all

and spin relaxation occurs as a result of a num ber of

accidentalsm allrotations.6 This approach captures the

lowest(�rst)orderoftheanisotropy dueto thefactthat


(� k)= � 
(k).

It is shown recently by W u et al. from a fullm any-

body m icroscopic approach16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23 that the

single-particle approach is inadequate in accounting for

the spin dephasing/relaxation. The m om entum depen-

dence ofthe e�ective m agnetic �eld (the DP term ),and

even the m om entum dependence of the spin di�usion

ratealongthespacialgradient22 ortherandom spin-orbit

coupling,24 serve asinhom ogeneousbroadenings.17,18 In

thepresenceoftheinhom ogeneousbroadening,any scat-

tering,including the carrier-carrierCoulom b scattering

(beyond the Hartree-Fock self-energy from the Coulom b

interaction), can cause irreversible dephasing. This

m any-body approach takes account of the inhom oge-

neous broadening not only from di�erent directions of


(k)(notonly � j
(k)jand + j
(k)j),butalso from the

m odulus ofthe DP e�ective �eld,i.e.,j
(k)j.25 M ore-

over,thisapproach also takesfullaccountofthecounter

e�ect ofthe scattering to the inhom ogeneous broaden-

ing instead of only the lowest-order elastic scattering:

The scattering tends to drive carriers to m ore hom oge-

neousstatesand thereforesuppressestheinhom ogeneous

broadening induced by the DP term . Finally,this ap-

proach isvalid even when j
(k)j�p ’ 1 and isapplicable

to system sfaraway from equilibrium (eg.,system swith

high spin polarization19 and/or in the presence ofhigh

electric �eld parallelto Q W s).20,21 Using this m ethod,

W eng and W u perform ed a system ic studies ofspin de-

phasingin n-typeG aAs(100)Q W sathigh tem peratures

and showed that the e�ects beyond the single-particle

approach Eq.(1) are dom inant even for system s near

equilibrium .19 These e�ects include the m any-body ef-

fects, the inhom ogeneous broadening induced spin de-

phasing and the counter e�ect ofthe scattering to the

inhom ogeneous broadening. For sm allwellwidth, the

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0512398v2
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calculated electron SDTs using this m icroscopic m any-

body theory increasewith tem peratureand arein agree-

m entwith the experim entboth qualitatively and quan-

titatively,while the SDTsofearliersim pli�ed treatm ent

drop dram atically with tem peratureand areoneorderof

m agnitudelargerthan theexperim entdata.19 Forlarger

wellwidth,theSDT m ay�rstincreasethen decreasewith

tem perature.21 Thesepropertiescom efrom the com pet-

ing e�ectsbetween the DP term and the scattering.

Although thereareextensiveinvestigationson thespin

relaxation/dephasing ofelectrons,investigations on the

spin relaxation/dephasingofholesin p-typesem iconduc-

torQ W sarerelatively lim ited.26,27 Nevertheless,knowl-

edge ofthe spin relaxation/dephasing ofholesin p-type

Q W s is very im portant to the assessm ent of the fea-

sibility of hole-based spintronic devices. This is be-

cause a possible way to achieve high electronic spin in-

jection without the conductance m ism atch32 is to use

m agnetic sem iconductorsasspin source and m ostm ag-

netic sem iconductors are p-type at high tem perature.33

Very recently there are som e reports on the hole spin

relaxation/dephasing.28,29,30,31 Allthe theoreticalcalcu-

lations in these works are within the fram ework ofthe

single-particleapproxim ation Eq.(1).30,31

Ithasbeen shown in electron system sthatEq.(1)is

inadequate in accounting forthe spin dephasing. M ore-

over,theelectronicstatesand spin-orbitcouplingofholes

are very di�erentfrom those ofelectrons.34,35,36 In bulk

m aterial,the �-pointdegeneracy oftheheavehole(HH)

and thelighthole(LH)m akestheholespin relaxation in

the sam e orderofthe m om entum relaxation (100 fs).28

This degeneracy is lifted in Q W s. Under the parabolic

approxim ation,theHH and LH bandscan betreated in-

dependentlyforQ W sofsm allwellwidth.Unlikethecon-

duction band wheretheDP term m ainly com esfrom the

BIA contribution in G aAs Q W s,in p-type G aAs Q W s,

the SIA contribution is usually the dom inantone. It is

noted thatin hole system the relation j
j�p � 1 isusu-

ally unsatis�ed dueto thestrong spin-orbitcoupling and

consequently the validity ofEq.(1) is even m ore ques-

tionable.Therefore,in thispaperweinvestigatethehole

spin dephasing using ourfullm any-body m icroscopicap-

proach.W ecalculatetheSDT oftheHH and LH by nu-

m ericallysolvingthem any-bodyspin kineticBloch equa-

tions with allthe scattering explicitly included. Then

we discuss how the tem perature,the hole density,the

Coulom b scattering,the Rashba coe�cientand the im -

purity density a�ectthe SDT.W e show thatthe eariler

treatm entbased on the single particle approxim ation is

notvalid in holesystem sand unlikethecaseofelectrons

wherethescattering\always"raisestheSDT atlow-spin

polarization,the scattering can either enhance or sup-

pressthe SDT ofholesbased on the relativeim portance

ofthe Rashba term and the scattering.

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec.II we set

up our m odeland kinetic equations. Then in Sec.III

wepresentournum ericalresults.W e�rstshow thetim e

evolution ofthe spin signalin Sec.III A.In Sec.III B

we investigate how the tem perature a�ects the spin de-

phasing. The Coulom b scattering,the im purity density

and hole density dependence ofthe SDT are discussed

separately in Sec.IIIB,C and D.W e conclude in Sec.

IV.In Appendix A we show the e�ectofthe scattering

to spin dephasing when itism uch weakerthan thespin-

orbit coupling strength. In Appendix B we present a

sim pli�ed analyticalanalysis ofthe SDT and show the

di�erente�ectsofthescatteringto thespin dephasingat

strong/weak scattering regim e.

II. K IN ET IC SP IN B LO C H EQ U A T IO N S

W estartourinvestigation from a p-doped (100)G aAs

Q W ofwellwidth a.Thegrowth direction isassum ed to

be along the z axis.A m oderatem agnetic �eld B isap-

plied along the x axis(in the Voigtcon�guration).Here

we assum e only the lowest subband is populated. It is

noted that for two-dim ensionalhole system ,the lowest

subband isHH-liked. By applying a suitable strain,the

lowest subband can be LH-liked. W e assum e the con-

�nem entislarge enough so thatthe HH and LH bands

arewellseparated and wem ayconsidertheHHsand LHs

separately.W ith theDP term included,theHam iltonian

ofthe holescan be written as:

H � =
X

k��0

f"k����0 + [g��B B + 
�(k)]�
���0

2
gc

y

�k�
c�k�0

+ H I : (3)

Here� = LH ;H H denotestheLH orHH state,� = + ;�

standsforthe spin. "k� = k
2=2m �

� isthe energy ofhole

with wave vector k and e�ective m ass m �
�
. � are the

Paulim atrices.TheDP term ism ainly from theRashba

term .For(100)G aAsQ W s,wehave


H H
x (k) = 2E z[

7h7h
53 k

2

kky + 
7h7h
54 ky(k

2
y � 3k2x)]; (4)


H H
y (k) = � 2Ez[

7h7h
53 k

2

kkx + 
7h7h
54 kx(k

2
x � 3k2y)];(5)


H H
z (k) = 0 ; (6)

forHHsand


L H
x (k) = 2E z[

6l6l
52 hk

2
ziky + 

6l6l
53 k

2

kky

+ 6l6l54 ky(k
2
y � 3k2x)]; (7)


L H
y (k) = � 2Ez[

6l6l
52 hk

2
zikx + 

6l6l
53 k

2

kkx

+ 6l6l54 kx(k
2
x � 3k2y)]; (8)


L H
z (k) = 0 (9)

forLHs.35 Itisseen from these equationsthatthe m ag-

nitude of the Rashba term can be tuned by m eans

of an external gate voltage which changes the elec-

tric �eld E z in the sam ple.38,39,40,41 7h7h53 , 7h7h54 ,

6l6l52 , 6l6l53 and 6l6l54 in Eqs. (4-9) are the Rashba

coe�cients:35 7h7h53 = 3

4

e~
4

m 2

0

3(2 � 3)(
1

� 2

h l

� 1

� 2

h s

),

7h7h54 = 3

4

e~
4

m 2

0

3(2 + 3)(
1

� 2

h l

� 1

� 2

h s

),6l6l52 = � 3e~
4

m 2

0

23

� 2

ls

,
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6l6l53 = 3

2

e~
4

m 2

0

3[(
1

2� 2

h l

+ 1

� 2

ls

)2 +
3

2� 2

h l

] and 6l6l54 =

� 3

4

e~
4

m 2

0

3(2� 3)

� 2

h l

in which � hl,� hs and � ls presentthe

energy gapsbetween theHH and theLH bands,the HH

and the split-o� bands,the LH and the split-o� bands

respectively:

� hl = 42
~
2hk2zi

2m 0

; (10)

� hs = � 0 � (1 � 22)
~
2hk2zi

2m 0

; (11)

� ls = � 0 � (1 + 22)
~
2hk2zi

2m 0

; (12)

with � 0 representing theenergy gap ofthesplit-o� band

(from the �-point ofthe valence band). 1,2 and 3

are the Luttinger param eters. From Eqs.(4-9)one can

see that the HH Rashba term s include only the cubic

term s whereas the LH ones include both the cubic and

the linear term s. The ratio ofthe cubic and the linear

term s depends on the wellwidth a: hk2zi in the linear

term sdecreaseswith a2. Futherm ore,one can see from

Eqs.(10)and (12)that� hl decreasesfasterwith a than

� ls,which m akes 6l6l53 and 6l6l54 increase faster with a

than 6l6l52 .Therefore,the cubic term sweighted by 6l6l53

and 6l6l54 increase fasterwith wellwidth than the linear

term sweighted by 6l6l52 . In brief,when a issm all,both

the linear and the cubic term s are im portant;W hen a

getslarger,the cubicterm sarethe leading term s.

Theinteraction Ham iltonian H I in Eq.(3)iscom posed

of the hole-hole Coulom b interaction and hole-phonon

scatering,aswellashole-im purity scattering. Theirex-

pressionscan be found in textbooks.42,43

W econstructthem any-body kineticspin Bloch equa-

tions by the non-equilibrium G reen function m ethod as

follows:

_�k�;��0 = _�k�;��0jcoh + _�k�;��0jscatt (13)

with �k�;��0 representing the single-particle density m a-

trix elem ents.The diagonalelem ents�k�;�� � fk�;� de-

scribe the hole distribution functions ofwavevectork ,

state� and spin �.The o�-diagonalelem ents�k;�;+ � =

��
k;�;� + � �k� describe the inter-spin-band correlations

for the spin coherence. _�k�;��0jcoh describe the coher-

ent spin precessions around the applied m agnetic �eld

B in theVoigtcon�guration,thee�ectivem agnetic�eld


�(k) as wellas the e�ective m agnetic �eld from the

hole-hole Coulom b interaction in the Hartree-Fock ap-

proxim ation and can be written as:

@fk�;�

@t

�
�
�
�
coh

= � 2�f[g��B B + 
�
x(k)]Im �k� + 
�

y(k)Re�k�g+ 4�Im
X

q

Vq�
�
k+ q��k� ; (14)

@�k�

@t

�
�
�
�
coh

=
1

2
[ig��B B + i
�

x(k)+ 
�
y(k)](fk�;+ � fk�;� )+ i

X

q

Vq[(fk+ q�;+ � fk�;� )�k�

� �k+ q�(fk�;+ � fk�;� )]: (15)

_�k�;��0jscatt in Eq.(13) denote the hole-hole Coulom b,

hole-phonon and hole-im purity scattering. The expres-

sions ofthese scattering term s and the details ofsolv-

ing thesem any-body kineticspin Bloch equationscan be

found in Ref.[20].

III. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

W e num erically solvethe kinetic spin Bloch equations

and obtain tem poralevolution ofthe hole distribution

fk�;�(t) and the spin coherence �k�(t). W e include the

hole-phonon and thehole-holescattering throughoutour

com putation. Aswe concentrate on the relatively high-

tem perature regim e (T � 120 K ),we only include the

hole-LO -phonon scattering. The hole-im purity scatter-

ing isincluded when stated.Asdiscussed in theprevious

papers,16,17,42,44 the irreversible spin dephasing can be

wellde�ned by the slope ofthe envelope ofthe incoher-

ently sum m ed spin coherence

�� =
X

k

j�k�(t)j: (16)

The m aterialparam etersofG aAsin ourcalculation are

tabulated in TableIwhere
 L O representstheLO phonon

frequency and �1 (�0) is the optical(static) dielectric

constant.35,45 O ur m ain results are plotted in Figs.1-

6. In these calculations the width ofthe Q W is chosen

to be 5 nm unless otherwise speci�ed; the initialspin

polarization P� = (N �;+ � N�;� )=(N �;+ + N �;� )is2.5 %

with

N �;� =
X

k

fk�;� ; (17)

representing the hole density of�-spin band;the m ag-

netic �eld B = 4 T, and the Rashba coe�cient

7h7h54 E zm 0 istaken to 0:5 nm when a = 5 nm .
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FIG .1:Typicalholedensitiesofspin-up and spin-down bands

and the incoherently sum m ed spin coherence �H H vs. tim e t

shown forthecaseoftheHHs.Notethatthescaleofthespin

coherence is on the right side ofthe �gure. The dotted line

representsthe slope ofthe envelope of�H H .

A . Tem poralevolution ofthe spin signal

W e�rststudy thetem poralevolution ofthespin signal

in a G aAs Q W at T = 300 K .In Fig.1 we show the

typicalevolution oftheHH densitiesin thespin-up and -

down bandstogetherwith theincoherently sum m ed spin

coherence for the totalHH density N H H ;+ + N H H ;� =

4� 1011 cm � 2 and im purity density N i = 0. It is seen

from the�gurethattheholedensitiesin thespin-up and -

down bandsand theincoherentlysum m ed spin coherence

oscillatedueto thepresenceofthem agnetic�eld.From

theslopeoftheenvelopeoftheincoherentlysum m ed spin

coherence,oneisableto deduce the SDT.

TABLE I:Param etersused in the calculation.

�1 10:8 �0 12.9 1 6.85


 L O 35:4 m eV m L H 0:067m 0 2 2.1

� 0 0:341 eV m H H 0:5m 0 3 2.9

E g 1:55 eV gL H 1:2 gH H 3.6

B . Tem perature dependence ofthe SD T

W e now turn to study the tem peraturedependence of

the SDT atdi�erentim purity densitiesN i.W e plotthe

SDTsoftheLH and theHH in Fig.2(a)and (b)asfunc-

tions oftem perature. The totalLH and HH densities

N L H and N H H are taken to be N h = 4 � 1011 cm � 2.

O ne �nds from Fig.2(a) that for the LH,when there

are no im purity N i = 0 or low im purities N i = 0:1N h,

theSDT �rstdecreasesthen increaseswith tem perature.

The m inim um occursatsm allertem perature forhigher

im purity densities: 140 K when N i = 0:1N h and 200 K

when N i = 0.W hen the im purity density N i = N h,the

SDT increases with tem perature m onotonically. These

tem perature dependences are quite di�erentfrom those

ofelectronsin Q W swith the sam e electron density and

initialspin polarization where the SDT increasesm ono-

tonically with tem perature.19

Itisnoted thattheproperty ofspin dephasing isquite

di�erentwhen j
j�p ’ 1and j
j�p � 1.W hen j
j�p ’ 1,

the scattering is weak in com parison to the DP e�ec-

tive �eld (inhom ogeneous broadening) and the counter

e�ect ofthe scattering to the inhom ogeneous broaden-

ing is unim portant or can be ignored. In the presence

ofinhom ogeneous broadening,adding a new scattering

providesan additionaldephasing channel.17,42,46 Thisef-

fect has been revealed in detailin Appendix A.There-

fore,thescatteringin thisregim eprovidesaspin dephas-

ing channeland the increase ofthe tem perature leads

to a stronger scattering and consequently a faster spin

dephasing. M oreover,the increase ofthe tem perature

drives holes to a higher k-state, and holes experience

a larger j
(k)j, i.e., a stronger inhom ogeneous broad-

ening. This tends to reduce the SDT too. Therefore,

the SDT decreases with tem perature when j
j�p ’ 1.

W hen j
j�p � 1,the scattering isstrong in com parison

totheDP term .Hencethecountere�ectofthescattering

to theinhom ogeneousbroadening cannotbeignored any

m ore. As the scattering tends to drive carriersto m ore

hom ogeneousstates in k-space,it tends to increase the

SDT.Therefore,whethertheSDT increasesordecreases

with tem perature depends on the com petition between

the scattering and the DP term . Itwillbe shown later

thatwhen thelinearpartin theDP term isdom inant,the

increase ofthe inhom ogeneousbroadening with tem per-

atureisrelatively slowerthan thatofthe scattering and

theSDT increaseswith tem perature.Nonetheless,when

the cubic partin the DP term isdom inant,the increase

oftheinhom ogeneousbroadeningwith tem peratureturns

outto be faster than the increase ofthe scattering and

the SDT decreaseswith tem perature.

For electrons in G aAs Q W s,the spin-orbit coupling

is not very strong. j
j�p is usually m uch sm aller than

1 (typically j
j�p = 0:016 at T = 100 K ,a = 15 nm ,

and the totalelectron density N e;+ + N e;� = 4 � 1011

cm � 2).Thereforewhen thelinear(cubic)term in Eq.(2)

is dom inant,the SDT ofelectrons increases(decreases)

with tem perature.19,21

TABLE II:Rashba coe�cients[unit:nm =(E zm 0)].


6l6l
52 

6l6l
53 

6l6l
54 

7h7h
53 

7h7h
54

a = 5 nm �0:193 0.650 0.089 �0:080 0.500

a = 7 nm �0:156 2.21 0.341 �0:330 2.07

Situationsarem orecom plicated forholesystem dueto

the strong spin-orbit coupling. The Rashba coe�cients

ofthe coupling in Eqs.(4-9)are listed in Table II. For

LHs,when a = 5 nm ,6l6l52 E zm 0
hk

2

z
i

hk2
k
i
changesfrom � 3:36

nm to� 1:46nm when thetem peraturechangesfrom 100
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FIG .2: SD T � of LHs [Fig.2(a)]and HHs [Fig.2(b)]vs.

tem perature T at di�erent im purity densities. � : N i = 0;

N: N i = 0:1N h;and �: N i = 1:0N h. The dashed curves in

Fig.2(a)arethecorrespondingcurvesbutatbiggerwellwidth

a = 7nm .TheSD Tscalculated from thesim pli�ed treatm ent

(solid curves)and ourm any-body treatm ent(dashed curves)

are plotted in the insetsforcom parison.

K to 300 K .Herehk2
k
irepresentsthe averageofk2

k
.Itis

seen from Table IIthatboth 6l6l53 and 6l6l54 are sm aller

than � 6l6l52

hk
2

z
i

hk2
k
i
. Therefore the linear term s in Eqs.(7)

and (8)are dom inant. From these coe�cients,one m ay

further�nd thatwhen thereisnoim purity,thespin-orbit

couplingforLHsisoneortwoordersofm agnitudelarger

than thatofelectrons.Consequentlyneitherj
L H j�p ’ 1

norj
L H j�p � 1 issatis�ed here.The value ofj
 L H j�p

is usually slightly sm aller than 1. In this regim e,both

the com peting e�ects ofthe scattering addressed above

can notbe neglected.Thereforethetem peraturedepen-

dence ofthe SDT depends on the com petition between

thee�ectoftheincreaseofthespin dephasing dueto the

increase of the inhom ogeneous broadening and the in-

creaseofthescatteringwith tem perature(Thelatterpro-

vides additionalspin dephasing channel) (E�ect I) and

thee�ectofthedecreaseofthespin dephasingduetothe

countere�ectfrom the increaseofscattering which sup-

presses the inhom ogeneous broadening (E�ect II).The

resultsforim purity freecaseshown in Fig.2(a)indicate

thatwhen T < 200 K and the totalscattering isnotso

strong,E�ectIism oreim portantand hencetheSDT de-

creaseswith T.W hen tem peraturekeepsincreasing and

thetotalscatteringisfurtherenhanced,thecountere�ect

ofthe scattering to the inhom ogeneousbroadening (Ef-

fectII)becom esm ore im portantand the SDT increases

with T. Com paring with our previous works,19,21 one

further�ndsthatthe absolute value ofthe SDT ofLHs

isone ortwo ordersofm agnitudesm allerthan the SDT

ofelectrons.Thiscan beeasily understood from thefact

thatthe Rashba coe�cientsherearelarger.

Now we include the hole-im purity scattering with the

im purity density N i = 0:1N h.Asexpected,when theto-

talscattering becom esstronger,thecountere�ectofthe

scattering to the inhom ogeneous broadening takes the

leading placeeasierand the SDT startsto increasewith

tem perature earlier than the im purity-free case. W hen

N i = 1:0N h, the totalscattering is further enhanced.

Now ifoneusesthehole-im purityscatteringand thehole-

phonon scatteringto calculatethem om entum relaxation

tim e,and takesthe lowestorderof�� 1p (k)and 
L H (k)

after expanding them over the function A l(�k) de�ned

in Eq.(B1),one getsthe typicalvalue ofj
L H (k)j�p(k)

atthe average ofk to be 0:11 atT = 100 K .Ithas al-

readyentered theregim eofstrongscattering,and sim ilar

to the case ofelectronswhen the linearpartofthe DP

term isdom inant,theSDT increasesm onotonically with

tem perature.

W hen the wellwidth becom es larger,the cubic term

becom esm oreim portant.Forexam ple,when a = 7 nm ,

6l6l52 E zm 0
hk

2

z
i

hk2
k
i
changesfrom � 1:39nm to� 0:60nm when

the tem perature changesfrom 100 K to 300 K .O ne can

seefrom Table IIthatthe cubic term sweighted by 6l6l53

are dom inant. The SDT in this case is plotted in Fig.

2(a)asdashed curvesforcom parison.O ne can see that

now theSDT decreasesm onotonically with tem perature.

Itisbecausetheincreaseoftheinhom ogeneousbroaden-

ing with tem peratureism uch fasterwhen thecubicterm

in the DP term is dom inant. Therefore E�ect Ialways

surpassesE�ectIIwith the increaseoftem peratureand

the SDT decreasesm onotonically with T.Thesam esit-

uation happens in the case ofHHs where there is only

cubicterm in theDP term .Itisseen from Fig.2(b)that

theSDT decreasesm onotonically with tem peratureeven

when a = 5 nm . This is consistentto the electron case

when the cubicterm isdom inantorthe only term (bulk

case)where the SDT also decreasesm onotonically with

tem perature.17,21

O ne can �nd from the discussion above thatthe spin

dephasing is a com bined e�ect from the scattering and

theinhom ogeneousbroadeningdueto theDP term .The

inhom ogeneous broadening induced spin dephasing17,18

and the counter e�ect ofthe scattering to the inhom o-

geneous broadening,are both very im portant and nei-

ther can be neglected. Nevertheless, these e�ects are

eithernotornotfully accounted in the sim pli�ed m odel

which isbased on the single-particle approxim ation Eq.
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(1). Furtherm ore,one should notice thatthe sim pli�ed

m odelisbased on the assum ption ofj
j�p � 1,6 which

isnotalwayssatis�ed forholes.To show the di�erences

between the m any-body approach and the earliertreat-

m ent,we also com pare our results with those given by

the sim pli�ed m odelwhich now reads:

1

��
=

R1
0

dE k(fk�;+ � fk�;� )��(k)

2
R1
0

dE k(fk�;+ � fk�;� )
; (18)

in which

�L H (k) = k
2[�1;L H (

6l6l
53 k

2 + 
6l6l
52

�2

a2
)2

+ �3;L H (
6l6l
54 )2]; (19)

�H H (k) = k
6[�1;H H (

7h7h
53 )2 + �3;H H (

7h7h
54 )2];(20)

with

�
� 1

l;�
=

Z 2�

0

��(E k;�)[1� cos(l�)]d� : (21)

��(E k;�) stands for the scattering cross section ofthe

hole-phonon and the hole-im purity scattering,and the

expressionscan be found in Eq.(B8).

In the insets ofFigs.2(a) and (b),we plot the cor-

responding SDTs ofLHs and HHs from the sim pli�ed

treatm ents in solid curves. SDTs from our m any-body

approach areplotted in dashed curves.O necan seethat

both thecurvaturesand theabsolutevaluesarem arkedly

di�erent between the two treatm ents. The sim pli�ed

treatm ent shows that the SDT of both HHs and LHs

decreases m onotonically with tem perature regardlessof

the im purity densities. M oreover, when the im purity

density increases,the SDT increases very fast. This is

because the single-particle treatm enttotally ignoresthe

factthatin thepresenceoftheinhom ogeneousbroaden-

ing,adding a new scattering m eans adding a new spin

dephasing channel.Italso doesnottreatthecounteref-

fect ofthe scattering to the inhom ogeneous broadening

su�ciently. M oreover,itdoes notinclude the Coulom b

scattering which we willshow in the nextsubsection to

bevery im portant.By com paringtheSDTspredicted by

thetwo m odels,onecan seethatitisim portantto study

the SDT ofholesfrom the m any-body approach.

C . E�ect ofC oulom b scattering on SD T

Now we turn to study the e�ectofthe Coulom b scat-

tering in _�k�;��0jscatt to the SDT. It has been shown

recently by W u et al. that unlike the com m on belief

that the Coulom b scattering cannotcause spin dephas-

ing,in thepresenceofinhom ogeneousbroadening,itcan

also lead to spin dephasing17 and forelectronsin G aAs

Q W s,theCoulom b scattering isvery im portantand can

m arkedly increase the SDT.19,20 G lazov and Ivchenko

havealso drawn thesim ilarconclusion.47 Sincethespin-

orbit coupling ofhole system is m uch larger than that
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FIG .3: SD T vs. the scale coe�cient ofthe D P term � for

(a)T = 120 K and (b)T = 300 K .The solid (dashed)curves

are the results with (without) the Coulom b scattering. � :

Electrons;N:LHs;�:HHs.

ofelectron one,it would be interesting to see how the

Coulom b scattering can a�ectthe SDT.Unlike the case

ofelectronsystem ,herewe�nd thatthehole-holescatter-

ing m arkedly reducesthe SDT.Thisisconsistentto the

opticaldephasing ofsem iconductorswherethe Coulom b

scattering givesriseto a strongeropticaldephasing.17,42

In orderto understand thedi�erencebetween thehole

system and the previouselectron one,we plotin Fig.3

the SDT ofthe LH and the HH asfunction ofa dim en-

sionless scale coe�cient ofthe DP term � at T = 120

K and 300 K .Here � is introduced by hand in front

ofthe DP term , i.e., �
�(k) with � = 1 correspond-

ing to the case of the original DP term . The solid

curves are for the case with both the hole-hole scatter-

ing and the hole-phonon scattering and the dashed ones

are for the case with the hole-phonon scattering only.

It is pointed outhere that notwithstanding the fact we

sweep � through two orders ofm agnitude,experim en-

tally the value of the Rashba coe�cients can only be

tuned within a sm allrangeby applying an externalelec-

tric �eld,36,37 and can be determ ined by analyzing the

Shubnikov-de Haas oscillations.38,39,40,41 Itis seen from

the �gure that when � = 1,the SDTs ofboth the HH

and theLH decreasewhen theCoulom b scattering isin-
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FIG .4: SD T vs. the im purity density N i=N h with di�erent

scale coe�cientsofthe D P term � atT = 120 K for(a)LHs

and (b) HHs. � : � = 0:128;N: � = 0:256;�: � = 0:512;�

� = 1:024.

cluded.However,when onedecreasesthespin-orbitcou-

pling by decreasing the scale coe�cient �,one enters a

regim ewheretheCoulom b scattering increasestheSDT.

Thisisconsistentwith ourpreviousobservation thatthe

com peting e�ectsofthe inhom ogeneousbroadening and

the scattering in di�erentregim es. In the regim e where

the inhom ogeneous broadening is weak (j
�j�p � 1),

the hole-hole scattering m ainly suppresses the inhom o-

geneous broadening and consequently raises the SDT.

In the regim e where the inhom ogeneous broadening is

strong,(j
�j�p ’ 1),adding a new scattering provides

a new spin dephasing channeland reduces the SDT.It

happens that for hole system ,the spin-orbit coupling36

is within the strong inhom ogeneousbroadening regim e.

The sam e is true also for the opticaldephasing where

adding a new scattering also provides a new dephasing

channel.17,42 O ne also �nds from Fig.3 that the SDT

decreaseswith �.Thiscan beeasily understood because

thespin dephasing becom esstrongerwhen thespin-orbit

coupling islarger.Itisfurthernoted thatwhen thetem -

peraturerises,the e�ectfrom the Coulom b scattering is

sm aller. Thisisbecause the hole-phonon scattering be-

com esm oreim portantwith theincreaseoftem perature.

In orderto com paretheholesystem with electron one,
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FIG .5: SD T vs. the im purity density at di�erent tem pera-

turesfor(a)LHsand (b)HHs.� = 1

weadd a scalecoe�cient� in frontoftheelectron Dres-

selhausterm Eq.(2)and calculate the SDT ofelectrons

in a Q W (a = 5 nm )asfunction of� with and without

theelectron-electronCoulom bscattering.Theresultsare

plotted in thesam e�gureforcom parison.Sim ilarto the

caseofholes,one�ndsthatwhen thespin-orbitcoupling

isstrong,the Coulom b scattering reducesthe SDT also.

Ithappensthatthe unscaled DP term (� = 1)iswithin

theregim eofweak inhom ogeneousbroadening.Itisalso

seen from the�gurethattheSDT ofholesism uch sm aller

than thatofelectronswhen � = 1.

D . Im purity density dependence ofSD T

Now we turn to study how im purities a�ect the hole

SDT.In Fig.4 we plot the SDT ofLHs as function of

the im purity density N i. It is seen from Fig.4(a) that

for LHs when � = 0:128 or � = 0:256, the SDT in-

creasesm onotonically with the im purity density. Again

thespin-orbitcouplinghereisin theregim ewherethein-

hom ogeneousbroadening isweak and the hole-im purity

scattering m ainly suppressesthe inhom ogeneousbroad-

ening and raises the SDT. W hen the scale coe�cient

� = 0:512 and N i = 0,j
L H (k)j�p(k) is close to 1 at
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the average ofk: [j
L H (k)j�p(k)]jk= hki = 0:32. The ef-

fect that adding a new scattering provides a new spin

dephasing channelbecom esdom inantand the SDT �rst

decreases with the im purity density. This is sim ilar to

the e�ect of the Coulom b scattering discussed above

while the spin-orbit coupling is large. However, with

the increaseofthe im purity density,�p getssm allerand

j
L H (k)j�p(k) gets sm aller again. W hen N i = 0:1N h,

[j
L H (k)j�p(k)]jk= hki = 0:16,the SDT reaches a m ini-

m um .Furtherincreasingtheim puritydensity,oneenters

the strong scattering regim e ([j
L H (k)j�p(k)]jk= hki =

0:049 � 1 atN i = 1:0N h),and the SDT keepsincreas-

ing with N i in this regim e. W hen the scale coe�cient

� = 1:024,j
(k)jbecom eseven largerand them inim um

ofthe SDT occursatlargerN i.The sim ilarisalso true

forthe case ofHHs in Fig.4(b). Itis noted thatin re-

ality � isaround 1 and the SDT will�rstdecrease then

increase with the im purity density. This is totally dif-

ferentfrom the electron case and also di�erentfrom the

prediction ofthesingle-particleapproach wheretheSDT

alwaysincreaseswith the im purity density.

W e further investigate the im purity density depen-

dence ofthe SDT at di�erent tem peratures. Here the

scale coe�cient � is �xed to be 1. In Fig.5 one �nds

thatwhen thetem peratureislow,theSDT �rstdecreases

with N i asthen thetotalscatteringisweak,and then in-

creaseswith itaftertheSDT reachesa m inim um .W hen

the tem perature gets higher,the SDT always increases

with N i asthen j
�j�p � 1 can alwaysbe satis�ed and

thehole-im purity scattering m ainly suppressestheinho-

m ogeneousbroadening.

E. H ole density dependence ofSD T

Finally we investigate the hole density dependence of

the SDT at di�erent tem peratures and well widthes.

Herethehole-im purity scattering isexcluded and � � 1.

In Fig.6(a)weplottheSDT ofLHsasfunction oftheLH

density with a = 5 nm .TheSDT decreaseswith thehole

density when the tem perature islow butincreaseswith

itwhen the tem perature ishigh enough.To understand

thisresult,we�rstanalyzetheRashba term [Eqs.(4-9)].

W hen T = 300 K ,one�nds6l6l52 E zm 0
hk

2

z
i

hk2
k
i
changesfrom

� 2:58 nm to � 1:46 nm when Nh changesfrom 5� 1010

cm � 2 to 4� 1011 cm � 2,and the absolutevalue becom es

even largerwhen T = 100 K .Therefore,it can be seen

from Table IIthatboth 6l6l53 and 6l6l54 are sm allerthan

� 6l6l52

hk
2

z
i

hk2
k
i
,and the linearterm sin Eqs.(7)and (8)are

dom inant. M oreover,again j
L H j�p is slightly sm aller

than 1.Sim ilarto the casein Sec.IIIB when the linear

Rashba term isdom inant,theholedensity N h inuences

thespin dephasingthrough twocom peting e�ects:E�ect

I:Theincreaseofthespin dephasing dueto theincrease

ofthe inhom ogeneous broadening with N h as holes are

populated at higher k-states at high hole density; and
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FIG .6: SD T vs. the hole density at di�erenttem peratures.

(a): LHswith a = 5 nm ;(b): LHswith a = 7 nm ;(c): HHs

with a = 5 nm .

due to the increase ofthe scattering which providesad-

ditionalspin dephasing channel. E�ectII:The decrease

ofthespin dephasing dueto thecountere�ectofthein-

creased scattering which suppresses the inhom ogeneous

broadening.Theresultsshown in Fig.5(a)indicatethat

when T � 220K and thetotalscatteringisnotsostrong,

E�ectIism ore im portantand the SDT decreaseswith

N h.W hen the hole density keepsincreasing and the to-

talscatteringisfurtherenhanced,E�ectIIbecom esm ore

im portantand the SDT increaseswith N h.

W efurtherplottheSDT ofLHswith a = 7 nm in Fig.
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6(b)wherethecubicterm sbecom em oreim portant.For

exam ple,when T = 300 K ,6l6l52 E zm 0
hk

2

z
i

hk2
k
i
changesfrom

� 1:06 nm to � 0:60 nm when Nh changesfrom 5� 1010

cm � 2 to 4� 1011 cm � 2.O ne can see from Table IIthat

the cubic term sweighted by 6l6l53 aredom inant.Sim ilar

to the casein Sec.IIIB,when thecubic Rashba term is

dom inant,theincreaseoftheinhom ogeneousbroadening

with holedensity ism uch fasterthan thecountere�ectof

thescatteringand consequently E�ectIalwayssurpasses

E�ectIIwith the increase ofhole density. Asexpected,

one�ndsthattheSDT decreasesm onotonically with N h.

The sam e istrue forHHsin Fig.6(c)where the Rashba

term [Eqs.(4-6)]includesonly the cubic one.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

In conclusion,we have perform ed a system atic m icro-

scopicm any-body investigation on theholespin dephas-

ing ofp-type G aAs Q W sofsm allwellwidth where the

HH and LH bandsare wellseparated,by constructing a

setofkineticspin Bloch equationsbased on thenonequi-

librium G reen function m ethod. W e included the m ag-

netic �eld,the Rashba spin-orbit coupling and allspin

conserving scattering such asthe hole-phonon,the hole-

nonm agnetic im purity and the hole-hole scattering. By

num erically solving the kinetic equations,we obtained

the tim e evolution ofthe distribution functionsand the

spin coherenceofholes.The SDT iscalculated from the

slopeoftheenvelopeoftheincoherentlysum m ed spin co-

herence.Di�ering from earlierstudieson spin dephasing

based on thesingle-particleapproach which onlyincludes

the lowest-order elastic scattering and the anisotropy

from � j
(k)jand + j
(k)j,this approach takes fullac-

count of the inhom ogeneous broadening from di�erent

k-states ofthe Rashba term as wellas the e�ect ofall

the scattering. Furtherm ore,this approach is valid re-

gardlessofthe strength ofscattering whereasthe earlier

single-particleapproach isvalid only when thescattering

isstrong enough,i.e.,j
j�p � 1.Using thism any-body

approach,westudied in detailhow theholespin dephas-

ing are a�ected by tem perature,the hole-hole Coulom b

scattering,the im purity and the holedensities.

W e showed thatthe spin dephasing ism ainly a�ected

by two e�ects: The inhom ogeneousbroadening and the

scattering.Any e�ectthatincreasesthe inhom ogeneous

broadening tends to reduce the SDT.However,the ef-

fectofscattering on thespin dephasing isdi�erentwhen

j
j�p � 1 and j
j�p ’ 1: W hen j
j�p � 1 and there-

fore the scattering is strong in com parison to the DP

term , the counter e�ect of the scattering to the inho-

m ogeneousbroadening isim portant.In thisregim e,the

scattering tendsto drivecarriersto a m orehom ogeneous

statein k-spaceand consequently reducestheinhom oge-

neousbroadening.ThistendstoincreasetheSDT.W hen

j
j�p ’ 1,thescatteringisweakin com parison totheDP

term (inhom ogeneousbroadening)and thecountere�ect

can beneglected,addinganew scatteringprovidesan ad-

ditionaldephasing channel. In this regim e,the counter

e�ectofthescattering to theinhom ogeneousbroadening

can be ignored and the scattering reducesthe SDT.All

the factors,such as tem perature,wellwidth,im purity

density and hole density,can a�ect the inhom ogeneous

broadeningand thescatteringand thereforeinuencethe

SDT.

Thetem peraturea�ectstheSDT in two ways:O n the

onehand,theincreaseofthetem peraturedrivesholesto

higher k-states,and leads to a strongerinhom ogeneous

broadening. O n the other hand, the scattering is en-

hanced with the increase ofthe tem perature.W hen the

linearRashba term isdom inant,such asLHswith a = 5

nm at the hole density in ourinvestigation,it is shown

thatthe SDT decreaseswith T when the tem peratureis

low and the im purity density is sm all. This can be un-

derstood asitisin theregim ewherej
L H jand 1=�p are

com parable and the increase ofthe spin dephasing due

to theincreaseoftheinhom ogeneousbroadeningand the

increaseofthespin dephasing channelby theincreaseof

thescatteringwith tem peraturearedom inant.W hen the

tem perature keeps increasing so that the scattering be-

com esstrongerorwhen theim purity density ishigh,the

SDT increaseswith T when thesystem enterstheregim e

where j
L H j�p � 1 and the counter e�ect ofthe scat-

tering to the inhom ogeneous broadening becom es dom -

inant. W hen the cubic Rashba term is dom inant(such

as LHs with a = 7 nm in our investigation) or is the

only term (such asHHs),the SDT decreasesm onotoni-

cally with tem perature asthe increase ofthe inhom oge-

neousbroadening with tem perature ism uch fasterthan

the increase ofscattering.These resultsarequite di�er-

entfrom the case ofelectronswhere the spin-orbitcou-

pling iswithin theregim eofweak inhom ogeneousbroad-

ening (j
j�p � 1)and the SDT increasesm onotonically

with tem peraturewhen thelinearDP term isdom inant.

W e also com pared the SDTs predicated by our m any-

body approach with the results ofthe earliersim pli�ed

treatm ent,and showed that the sim pli�ed treatm ent is

inadequatein studying the holespin dephasing.

The hole density also inuences the inhom ogeneous

broadening and the scattering sim ultaneously. Sim ilar

to the case oftem perature dependence,itisshown that

for the LHs with a = 5 nm where the linear Rashba

term isdom inant,the SDT decreaseswith N h when the

tem perature islow because itisin the regim e ofstrong

inhom ogeneousbroadening,and increaseswith N h when

thetem peratureishigherand theinhom ogeneousbroad-

ening isweak.ForLHswith a = 7 nm orHHswherethe

cubic Rashba term is the leading/only term , the SDT

decreasesm onotonically with N h.

W e further showed that the Coulom b scattering con-

tributesm arkedly to theSDT.W hen theinhom ogeneous

broadening isstrongerthan thescattering,theCoulom b

scatteringenhancesthespin dephasing.O therwise,itre-

duces the spin dephasing. In the earlier single-particle

treatm ent,the Coulom b scattering wasconsidered to be
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unable to causespin dephasing.

In thecalculation,them agnetic�eld in theVoigtcon-

�guration istaken to be4 T.W efound thatforholesys-

tem ,the m agnetic �eld dependence is m arginalas the

Rashba term is very large. In this investigation, the

Elliott-Yafet m echanism 48 is not included. A fullm i-

croscopic m any-body treatm ent ofthe this m echanism

ism uch m ore com plicated than the DP m echanism and

willbe published elsewhere. Up tillnow there isno ex-

perim entalinvestigation on the SDT for holes in (001)

Q W s. Experim ents such as spin-echo m easurem ents49

and tim e-resolved Faraday rotation m easurem ents50 can

be used to m easurethe SDT.
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A P P EN D IX A :EFFEC T O F SC A T T ER IN G T O

SD T

In Sec.IIIB wepointed outthatwhen thescatteringis

weak in com parison to the DP e�ective�eld (inhom oge-

neousbroadening),them ain e�ectofscatteringisto add

an additionaldephasing channel. Therefore the scatter-

ing herereducestheSDT.To dem onstratethise�ect,we

now study the spin dephasing in the lim iting case ofno

scattering included in thecalculation.In Fig.7 weshow

the tem poralevolution ofthe incoherently sum m ed spin

coherence �L H =
P

k
j�kL H (t)jfor LHs with totalLH

density N h = 4� 1011 cm � 2 and T = 300 K .The coher-

ently sum m ed spin coherence�0L H = j
P

k
�kL H (t)jisalso

plotted forcom parison.O ne can see thatthe am plitude

of�0L H oscillatesand decaysto zero very quickly due to

theinterferencecaused by them om entum dependenceof

the DP term . However,the incoherently sum m ed spin

coherence �L H does not decay,which m eans that there

is no irreversible dephasing.16,42,44 This is consistentto

the fact ofno scattering as there is no dissipation pro-

cess here. By adding a scattering,one introduces the

dissipation into the system which causesan irreversible

dephasing.Thiscan beseen in thesam e�gurewherethe

incoherently sum m ed spin coherence�L H isplotted with

the im purity density N i = 0:01N h. O ne �nds that the
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FIG .7:Tem poralevolution oftheincoherently sum m ed spin

coherence �L H (t) (solid curve) and the coherently sum m ed

spin coherence �
0
L H (t) (D otted curve) without any scatter-

ing and the tem poralevolution ofthe incoherently sum m ed

spin coherence�L H (t)with only hole-im purity scatteringwith

N i = 0:01N h (Chained Curve).

�L H now decays with tim e,although m uch slowerthan

the onein Fig.1 whereallthe scattering isincluded.

A P P EN D IX B :A SIM P LIFIED A N A LY T IC A L

A N A LY SIS O F SD T

In Sec.IIIB we pointed outthatthe ratio ofthe DP

term to the scattering rate determ inesthe way how the

scattering a�ects the spin dephasing. To revealpartof

this e�ect analytically,we now study a m uch sim pli�ed

casewith only thehole-im purity scatteringand thedom -

inantpartofthe DP term ,i.e.,forLHswe include only

the linear Rashba term weighted by 6l6l52 and for HHs

only thecubicRashba term weighted by 7h7h54 .Further-

m ore,wewillalsoneglecttheinhom ogeneousbroadening

later.

FirstweconsidertheHH case.W eexpand 2� 2density

m atrix �kH H asfollows:

�kH H =
X

l

�H H ;l(k)A l(�k) (B1)

with A l(�k) = 1p
2�
eil�k . The coherent term s of the

kinetic spin Bloch equations [Eqs. (14) and (15)] can

be written into the m atrix com m utator as _�k;H H jcoh =

i[H H H
s (k);�k;H H ] with H H H

s (k) = 1

2
� � 
H H (k). It

is noted that here we neglected the Coulom b Hartree-

Fock term .Furtherm ore,weexpand H H H
s asH H H

s (k)=P

l
H H H
s;l (k)A l(�k). Therefore the coherentterm in the

m atrix form can be written as:

_�k;H H jcoh =
X

l;l1

i
p
2�

[H H H
s;l� l1

(k);�H H ;l1(k)]A l(�k):

(B2)
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W ith only the dom inant part of the DP term (term

weighted by 7h7h54 )included,H H H
s (k)isexpanded as:

H
H H
s;3 = iS

y

7h7h
54 E zk

3

k ; (B3)

H
H H
s;� 3 = � iS

7h7h
54 E zk

3

k ; (B4)

H
H H
s;l6= � 3 = 0 ; (B5)

in which S = 1

2
(�x � i�y). Substituting Eqs.(B3-B5)

into Eq.(B2),oneobtains

_�kH H jcoh =
1

p
2�


7h7h
54 E zk

3

k

X

l

�

[S;�H H ;l+ 3(k)]

� [Sy;�H H ;l� 3(k)]

�

A l(�k): (B6)

Sim ilarly onecan expand the scattering term as:

_�kH H jscat =
X

l

�H H ;l(k)U
2
l(k)A l(�); (B7)

forthe elasticscattering with

U
2
l(k)= 2�N i

m �

~
2

Z 2�

0

d�

(2�)2
U
2

q(�)(1� cosl�): (B8)

Here q(�) =
p
2k2(1� cos�), and U2

q(�)
=

P

qz
f4�e2=[�0(q

2(�) + q2z)]g
2jI(iqz)j

2 is the hole-

im purity scattering m atrix elem ent and jI(iqz)j
2 =

�2 sin2 y=[y2(y2 � �2)2] with y = qza=2 is the form

factor.

Now wecan expand thespin Bloch equationsEq.(13)

into �H H ;l(k)asfollows:

_�H H ;l(k)+ 
7h7h
54 E zk

3

k

1
p
2�

�

[S;�H H ;l+ 3(k)]

� [Sy;�H H ;l� 3(k)]

�

= � U
2
l(k)�H H ;l(k):(B9)

In orderto�nd thesolution,wem ultiply � = (�x;�y;�z)

to both sidesofthisequation and calculatethetrace.By

de�ning the HH \spin" vector to be Tr(�H H ;l(k)�) �

SH H ;l(k),one can rewriteEq.(B9)into

_SH H ;l(k)+ 
7h7h
54 E zk

3

k

1
p
2�

�

F � SH H ;l+ 3(k)

� F
y
� SH H ;l� 3(k)

�

= � U
2
l(k)SH H ;l(k);(B10)

thanks to the relation Tr([S;�H H ;l� 1(k)]�) =

Tr(�H H ;l� 1(k)[�;S]). In Eq. (B10) the tensor F

reads

F =

0

B
@

0 0 1

0 0 � i

� 1 i 0

1

C
A : (B11)

O ne �nds that SH H ;l(k) is only related to SH H ;l� 3(k).

By considering thelowestorderswith l= 0,and � 3 and

de�ning SH H (k) = (SH H ;� 3(k);SH H ;0(k);SH H ;3(k))
T ,

Eq.(B10)can be written as:

_SH H (k)+ (
7h7h54 E zk

3

k
p
2�

G + U)SH H (k)= 0 ; (B12)

in which

G =

0

B
@

0 F 0

� Fy 0 F

0 � Fy 0

1

C
A ; (B13)

U = U
2
3(k)

0

B
@

1 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 1

1

C
A : (B14)

In Eq.(B14)wehaveused therelationsU 2
3(k)= U 2

� 3(k)

and U 2
0(k)= 0.

Now onecansolveEq.(B12)analytically.Torevealthe

m ain characteristicanalytically,wem aketheassum ption

thatthespin relaxation/dephasingoccursm ainly around

the Ferm isurface and �kf
= 0.By doing so,one throws

away the interference between di�erentk-states[except

forthe stateswith �kf
(= 0 here),and �kf

� 2�=3],and

therefore the inhom ogeneousbroadening. Then the HH

spin SH H �
P

l= � 3;0;3

(Sx
H H ;l

;S
y

H H ;l
;Sz

H H ;l
)hasthe form :

S
x
H H = 0 ; (B15)

S
y

H H
=
2e�

1

2
t1(x+

p
x2� 16)

p
x2 � 16

(et1
p
x2� 16

� 1)S0 ;(B16)

S
z
H H =

e�
1

2
t1(x+

p
x2� 16)

2
p
x2 � 16

[x(et1
p
x2� 16

� 1)

+
p
x2 � 16(et1

p
x2� 16 + 1)]S0 ; (B17)

in which x =
U

2

3
(kf )

p
2�

7h 7h
54

E zk
3

f

isproportionaltotheratioofthe

scattering rate to the DP term ,t1 =

7h 7h

54
E zk

3

fp
2�

tand S0

representsthe initialspin polarization along the z-axis.

O necan seefrom Eq.(B16)thatwhen x < 4,theSDT is

proportionalto 1=x and decreases with x whereaswhen

x > 4,theSDT isproportionalto 1=(x�
p
x2 � 16)and

increaseswith x.Thisresultindicatesthatthescattering

reducestheSDT when thescatteringisweak in com pari-

son to theDP e�ective�eld butincreasestheSDT when

thescatteringisstrongin com parison to theDP e�ective

�eld. M oreover,when U 3 = 0,i.e.,there is no scatter-

ing,x = 0 and consequently there isno spin dephasing.

Thisisconsistentwith the num ericalresultpresented in

Appendix A.

Sim ilarly one can derive the equation forspin ofLHs

SL H with only the linear part ofthe Rashba term in-

cluded.O negetsthesam eequationsEqs.(B15-B17)but

with x =
U

2

3
(kf )

p
2�

6l6l
52

E zhk
2

z
ikf

and t1 =

6l6l

52
E zhk

2

z
ikf

p
2�

t.

These results coincide qualitatively with the results

shown in Fig.4:The SDT �rstdecreasesthen increases
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with the hole-im purity scattering when the spin-orbit

coupling isstrong;butincreasesm onotonically with the

scatteringwhen thespin-orbitcouplingisweak.Further-

m ore,bym akingtheapproxim ationthatthehole-phonon

scattering is also an elastic scattering and by including

the hole-phonon scattering in the scattering term ,U 2
q in

Eq.(B8)can be m odi�ed as:

U
2
l(k) = 2�

m �

~
2

Z 2�

0

d�

(2�)2
[N iU

2
q + (1+ 2N q)g

2
q]

� (1� cosl�): (B18)

Hereg2q =
P

qz

f2�e2
 L O =[(q
2+ q2z)]g(1=�1 � 1=�0)jI(iqz)j

2

isthehole-phonon interaction m atrix elem ent,and N q =

1=[exp(
 L O =kB T)� 1]istheBosedistribution oftheLO

phonon.Then theresultsalsocoincidequalitatively with

thosein Fig.5(b):theSDT �rstdecreasesthen increases

with thehole-im purity scattering when thetotalscatter-

ing is weak,but always increases with scattering when

the totalscattering isstrong. Finally we pointoutthat

aswedo notincludetheinhom ogeneousbroadening and

allthe scattering in this sim pli�ed m odel,m any other

featurespredicted in the textcannotbe obtained here.
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