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Spin H alle�ect in tw o-dim ensionalp-type sem iconductors in a m agnetic �eld
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W e calculate the spin Hallconductivity driven by Rashba spin-orbit interaction in p-type two-

dim ensionalsem iconductorsin thepresenceofa perpendicularm agnetic�eld.Fora highly con�ned

quantum well,the system isdescribed by a k-cubic Rashba term for two-dim ensionalheavy holes.

The eigenstates ofthe system can be described by Landau spinor states. First we consider the

conventionalspin Hallconductivity. The contribution ofthe interband transitions to the K ubo-

G reenwood form ula givesthe density dependentintrinsic spin Hallconductivity,which approaches

itsuniversalvalue �
z
xy = 9e=8� forweak spin-orbitcoupling and low Ferm ienergies,in agreem ent

with previous work. However two intraband contribution term s cancelthis e�ect leading to zero

conventionalspin Hallconductivity.Adding thetorquedipole contribution to thede�nition ofspin

current,we also study the e�ective spin conductivity.Thisisshown to be proportionalto the total

m agnetization plus surface term s which exactly cancelit for sm allspin-orbit coupling. Ifin low

m agnetic�eld theintraband transitionsevolveto vertex corrections,thefactthatboth e�ectiveand

conventionalspin Hallconductivities vanish is unexpected. This suggests that the zero m agnetic

�eld lim itofthe m odelissingular.

PACS num bers:72.25.-b,72.25.D c

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

Thegoalofspintronicsisto injectand m anipulatethe

spin ofchargecarriersin sem iconductors.Spin Halle�ect

(SHE) has been proposed as an e�cient source ofspin

currentin sem iconductors.Two di�erentm echanism sof

SHE areproposed.1 In the extrinsic SHE the skew scat-

tering ofelectrons(driven by an electric �eld)from im -

puritieswith spin-orbit(SO )dependentscatteringpoten-

tialleadsto oppositespin accum ulation in thetransverse

edges ofthe sam ple.2 O n the other hand,the intrinsic

SHE arisesfrom theSO term in thesingle-particleHam il-

tonian ofparam agnetic m aterialsand ispresenteven in

the absenceofim purities.Intrinsic SHE ispredicted for

two m ajor system s: M urakam ietal.3 have predicted a

dissipationlessspin currentin p-typesem iconductorsde-

scribed bytheLuttingerm odel4 ofspin-3/2holes.Sinova

etal.5 have calculated spin Hallconductivity (SHC)for

a two-dim ensionalelectron gaswith k-linearRashba6 SO

coupling.

Two sem inalexperim ents have reported the observa-

tion of SHE.K ato et al.7 have used K err rotation to

observe spin accum ulation in n-type G aAs. W underlich

etal.8 haveobserved thee�ectin a clean 2D holesystem

using circularly polarized light. Itisgenerally believed9

thatin the form erexperim entthe m easured SHE isex-

trinsic while in the latter experim ent (due to very low

im puritiesconcentration)itisan intrinsice�ect.10,11,12

W hen im purities are present their contribu-

tion to intrinsic SHE is crucial. Extensive

theoretical,13,14,15,16,17,18,19 andnum ericalstudies,20,21,22

show that for the m odelof2D electrons with k-linear

Rashba SO interaction,the SHE does not survive the

therm odynam ic lim it ifdisorder induced vertex correc-

tions are included. This is because in this system the

spin currentis the tim e derivative ofthe m agnetization

and vanisheswhen the m agnetization saturates.15,16 O n

the otherhand forthe Luttingerm odelofa hole gasin

which the SO coupling depends nonlinearly in m om en-

tum ,thevertex correction iscalculated to bezero within

the ladderapproxim ation and forshort-rangescattering

potential of the im purities.10,11,12 Adding Rashba SO

interaction in highly con�ned quantum wells,m akesthe

system bedescribed by k-cubicRashba SO term s.23 The

spin Hallconductivity ofthis system in the clean lim it

approaches the universalvalue of� = 9e=8� for weak

SO coupling.25 The vertex correctionsofthism odelare

calculated,10,11,39 and con�rm ed num erically,20,26,27 to

be zero.

Rashba has used an externalm agnetic �eld on a 2D

electron system with k-linear Rashba SO term to show

that the zero spin current is an intrinsic property of

the system and persists in the presence ofim purities.28

This system is described by two seriesofLandau levels

(spinors)separated by theSO dependentgap.Thestan-

dard K ubo-G reenwood form ula hasbeen used to calcu-

latetheSHC.Itturnsoutthattheinterband transitions

contributeto theuniversalintrinsicSHE whileincluding

the intraband transitionscancelsthe e�ect. In the zero

m agnetic �eld lim it the latter contributions evolve into

vertex corrections.20

The relation between the conventional de�nition of

spin current(asthe expectation value ofthe productof

thespin operatorand velocity)and spin accum ulation is

notobvious.In system swith SO interaction thespin cur-

rentisnotconserved.The spin density continuity equa-

tion containsthetorquecontribution which addsatorque

dipole term to the conventionalspin current term .34,37

The resulting e�ective spin currenthasbeen introduced

as the proper de�nition ofthe spin current. The cor-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0601315v2
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responding e�ective spin Hallconductivity is shown to

haveoppositesign with respectto theconventionalSHC

fork-linearand k-cubicRashba m odels.37

Parallelto recentwork,25,28 weconsidera 2D holegas

m odelin a perpendicular m agnetic �eld in the absence

ofZeem an coupling and �nd its exact eigenstates and

eigenvalues.The K ubo-G reenwood form ula isthen used

to calculate both the conventionaland e�ective SHC of

the m odelfordi�erentvaluesofSO coupling and Ferm i

energies,including both interband and intraband contri-

butions. W e show thatunexpectedly both e�ective and

conventionalSHC go to zero forsm allvalue ofSO cou-

pling and then take a �nite value as the SO coupling

increases. Although calculations of vertex corrections

for di�erent types ofscatterers have actually appeared

recently,39,40 m oredetailed com parison and analysiswill

be desirableespecially in the presenceofm agnetic�eld.

II. T H E M O D EL

In 2D hole system s, the Rashba spin-orbit splitting

(duetothestructure-inversion asym m etry)ofheavy hole

statesisofthird orderin in-planewavevectork ascom -

pared to Rashba spin splitting ofelectron stateswhich is

linearin k.23 Fora very con�ned quantum welland not

toohigh densities,theHam iltonian ofheavy holescan be

written as

H 0 =
~
2k2x

2m
+
~
2k2y

2m
+ 0~

3(k3� �
+ + k

3
+ �

� ); (1)

where k� = kx � iky,�
� = (�x � i�y)=2. The Pauli

m atrices� representspin-3=2 heavy holeswith e�ective

m assm ,and 0 istheRashbaSO couplingwhich without

the loseofgenerality weassum eto be positive.24 O utof

two energy branches

"(k)= ~
2
k
2
=2m � 0~

3
k
3
; (2)

thelowerenergy branch isbounded from below only for

0 < 1=(3m k~): (3)

For low Ferm ienergies (or low hole densities nD ),this

condition issatis�ed and theSHC iscalculated in thedc

lim itneglecting theim purity vertex corrections.25 W hen

the im purity scattering energy ~=� is com parable with

the SO splitting energy 0(2m "f)
3=2,the SHC goes to

zero. In the opposite lim it of a clean system ~=� �

0(2m "f)
3=2 � "f,thedcSHC isfound to bedependent

on 20nD :

�
z
xy =

9e

16�m 0
(
1

k
+

f

�
1

k
�

f

)�
9e

8�
1=

q

1� 4�~2nD m
220:

(4)

Here k
+

f
(k�

f
) is the Ferm i m om entum for the upper

(lower) energy branch (2). Recent theoretical,10,11 and

num erical,20,26,27 work showsthatthevertex corrections

to the SHC ofthe above m odelare zero forshort-range

disorder interaction. This is in contrast to the k-linear

Rashba m odelin which the vertex corrections lead to

com pletecancellation ofthe spin current.

W e consider the above hom ogeneous m odelin a ho-

m ogeneous perpendicular m agnetic �eld ~B = � B ẑ,in

the absence ofZeem an coupling.35 The kinetic m om en-

tum P = ~p + e

c
~A satis�es the com m utation relation

[Py;Px]= im ~!c,where !c = eB =m c. W e use the sym -

m etricgaugeA = � 1

2
~r� ~B .The Ham iltonian is

H =
P 2
x

2m
+
P 2
y

2m
+ 0(P

3
� �

+ + P
3
+ �

� )

= ~!c

�

(aya+
1

2
)+ (a3�+ + a

y3
�
� )

�

(5)

in which the bosonic operators a = P� =
p
2m ~!c and

ay = P+ =
p
2m ~!c describe Landau levels. The dim en-

sionlessparam eter isde�ned by  = 0
p
8m 3

~!c.

Sim ilarto the k-linearRashba m odelin a perpendic-

ular m agnetic �eld,28,32,33,36 the exact eigenvalues and

eigenstates ofthe above m odelcan be found. The SO

term couplesevery state (�n;0)to the (0;�n+ 3)leading

to two new � = � spinorstates:

 
�
n =

�
cos��n�n� 2
sin��n�n+ 1

�

;

E
�
n=~!c = n + �=cos2��n; (6)

in which � = � 3=2,tan2�+n =
p
n(n2 � 1)=�; ��n =

�+n � �=2 where n � 2. The states�0#;�1# and �2# are

not coupled to any other state,i.e for n < 2 we have

�+n = ��n = 0.

W e restrict the upper lim it of SO coupling to  <

1=(3
p
nf) where "f = ~!cnf is the Ferm ienergy. This

condition is equivalentto equation (3). As long as this

condition issatis�ed,two � = + statesdo notcrosseach

other.Energy levelsareshown in Fig.1;wecan seethat

� = � statesnevercrosseach other(for > 0).

III. T H E EFFEC T IV E A N D C O N V EN T IO N A L

SP IN C U R R EN T

Using the com m utation relation ofPx and Py the ve-

locity can be written as

vx = [x;H ]=i~ = [Py;H ]=(im ~!c)

vy = [y;H ]=i~ = � [Px;H ]=(im ~!c): (7)

The sam e relation also holds for the linear SO sys-

tem in m agnetic �eld,28 but the spin-dependent part

ofthe velocity is di�erent in these two m odels. W hile

in the hole system velocity shows a d-wave sym m etry,

vx = Px=m + 3(PxPy + PyPx)�
x + 3(P2

x � P2y)�
y;for

the electron system we get vx = Px=m + �y in which

the -dependent part is a constant. The sym m etry of
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FIG .1: Theenergy levelsE
+

n ofeq.(6)asa function of for

3 < n < 20.Notethateach energy stateE +

n isplotted aslong

as E +

n > E
+

n� 1
. The inset shows allstates in that window,

including � = � states thatdisperse upwardsand so do not

crosseach other.

thevelocity isdirectly reected in thevertex corrections.

Forthe 2D hole system in the absence ofm agnetic �eld

thisleadstozerovertex correctionsafterintegration over

azim uthalangle� = tan� 1(py=px).
10,11

Theconventionalde�nition ofspin currentforspin-3=2

holesis

J
z
x =

3

4
(vx�

z + �
z
vx)= 3Px�

z
=2m : (8)

Notethatin contrastto thek-linearRashba m odel,here

the spin currentoperatorcan notbe written as a com -

m utatorlikeJzx � [H ;�x].15 Thisisthe profound reason

behind the vanishing ofspin currentin k-linearRashba

m odelforany scalarrandom potential.

Relations (7) and (8) show that

h�njvyj�
0n0ih�0n0jJzxj�ni is antisym m etric and so

we can use the following de�nition of conventional

SHC:28

�
z
xy(!)= � 3i

em !c

�

�X

nn0;�� 0

h�njvyj�
0n0ih�0n0jJzxj�ni

(E �
n � E�

0

n0)2 � ~
2!2

;

(9)

where the sum is restricted by E �
n > "f and E �

0

n0 < "f.

The Landau degeneracy factor m !c=(2�~) is also in-

cluded.

Using the relation Jzx = 1

im ~!c

[Py�
z;H 0]the conven-

tionalspin currentcan be written as

J
z
x =

� i

2m ~!c
([Py�

z+ �zPy;H ]� [Py�
z+ �zPy;V ]) (10)

where V is the SO term in (5). The �rst term in this

form ula isa fulltim ederivativeand representsthee�ec-

tivespin currentofthem odel(5).By sim plealgebra the

second term can bewritten asPy _�
z + _�zPy which isthe

torquedipoledensity.The dc SHC is

�
z
xy(0) = �

z;s
xy + �

z;�
xy

=
i3e

�m !c~
2

�X

nn0;�� 0

�
h�njPxj�

0
n
0
ih�

0
n
0
jPy�

z
j�ni

�
h�njPxj�

0n0ih�0n0j[Py�
z + �zPy;V ]j�ni

2(E �
n � E�

0

n0)

�
(11)

in which the�rstterm �z;sxy (respectively thesecond term

�z;�xy ) on the right hand side is the contribution ofthe

e�ectivespin current(respectively torquedipoledensity)

to the conventionalSHC.

IV . R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

Relations(7)and (8)indicatethatthetransition from

thestaten isallowed only to thestaten0= n� 1.In the

energy spectrum (6),the � = + state has lowerenergy

than � = � levels (because we have de�ned � < 0 and

 > 0). For a given Ferm ienergy the �rst unoccupied

� = + staten+ islargerthan the�rstem pty � = � state

n� i.ealwaysn+ � n� + 3.Thereforeaccordingto Fig.2

therearetwocontributionsto thespin Hallconductivity:

the interband transitionsoccurfrom any state  �
n with

n � n� to the state  
+

n� 1 with n � 1 < n+ ,and the

intraband transition from  
+

n+
to  

+

n+ � 1
and from  

�

n�

to  
�

n� � 1
.

To calculate the e�ective SHC in (11) we apply the

sam em ethod used by Rashba,28 nam ely wewrite

�
z;s
xy (0)= 3i

e

�m !c~
2

�
n
+
� 1X

n= n�

h� 1;njPxj�
0
n
0
ih�

0
n
0
jPy�

z
j� 1;ni

+ h� 1;n+ jPxj+ 1;n+ � 1ih+ 1;n+ � 1jPy�
z
j� 1;n+ i

+ h+ 1;n+ jPxj+ 1;n+ � 1ih+ 1;n+ � 1jPy�
z
j+ 1;n+ i

� h� 1;n+ � 1jPxj� 1;n+ ih� 1;n+ jPy�
z
j� 1;n+ i

� h� 1;n+ � 1jPxj+ 1;n+ ih1;n+ jPy�
z
j� 1;n+ � 1i

�
:

(12)

In deriving thisequation we have used the factthatthe

transition  �
n !  

�
n+ 1 iscanceled by  

�
n+ 1 !  �

n . The

equivalence of (12) and (11) can be seen from Fig.2.

The sum ofthe lastfour‘surface’term sin (12)renders

a constant� 3=2 forthek-cubicRashba m odelusing (6).

O ntheotherhandtakingintoaccountthex� ysym m etry

ofthe m odel, the �rst term in (12) can be written in

the sym m etric form
P n

+
� 1

n= n� h� 1;nj[Px;Py]�
zj� 1;ni=2.

Finally we get the following relation for the e�ective
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n+

n− n−

n+

FIG .2: (Color online) Left panelshows possible interband

(dotted line) and intraband (dash-dotted line) transitions of

them odel.Thesolid (dashed)lineshows�lled (em pty)states.

For convention the � = � 1 states are plotted lower. The

rightpanelshowstheequivalence ofequations(12)and (11).

Two subtracted � transitions and two added � transitions

are ‘surface‘term sin (12).

SHC:

�
z;s
xy (0)=

3e

�~

�
n
+
� 1X

n= n�

h� 1;nj�zj� 1;ni=2+ 3=2
�

= 3
e

�~
(3=2�

n
+
� 1X

n�

cos2�n=2): (13)

Thesecond term isthetotalm agnetization ofthesystem

in a m agnetic�eld.

For a given physical system the SO param eter 0

m ay depend on theintrinsicand applied electric�elds.23

The Ferm ienergy depends linearly on the hole density

nD . M oreover
p
nf = (2m )3=20

p
"f isindependentof

the applied m agnetic �eld. In the accum ulation layer

of G aAs � Al0:5G a0:5As one obtains 
p
nf � 0:3 for

nD = 1010cm � 2 whilein a 200�A-widequantum wellwith

nD = 1011cm � 2 weget
p
nf � 10� 3.23

W e study the SHC as function of this param eter.

W hen plotted againstthisparam eterallgraphsofSHC

fordi�erentFerm ienergies(holedensities)willbescaled

to one graph. To begin with, the value of  is lim -

ited by 1 < n
3=2

f
< nf which corresponds to ~=�c <

0(2m "f)
3=2 < "f,i.e the sam e conditionsasin the free

hole system in which the relaxation tim e � is replaced

by the cyclotron tim e �c = 1=!c.Forthisvalue of the

m ixingangle�� approachesitsm axim um value� �=4and

the conductivity (11)can be approxim ated as:

�
z;s
xy (0)� � 9

e

2�~
(1=

p
n+ � 1=

p
n� + 1): (14)

In Fig.3 we have plotted the e�ective SHC (11)asa

function of
p
nf.Forlargervalueof

p
nf thee�ective

SHC �z;sxy isnegative and �nite.Thenegativesign ofthe

e�ectiveSHC forlarger
p
nf istheresultoftheoriginal

choiceforpositiveconventionalSHC.29

Forlowervaluesof
p
nf both the e�ective and con-

ventionalSHC approach zero.In Fig.4 we haveplotted

the e�ective SHC for lower values of
p
nf. G oing to

thezero lim itthetypicalShubnikov-deHaasoscillations

appear in the conductivity. Notice that for sm aller nf
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FIG .3: (Color online) The e�ective spin Hallconductivity

as a function of
p
nf = 0

p
"f for di�erentvaluesofFerm i

energy. Allgraphsscale to one ifplotted against
p
nf. For

weak SO coupling orlow Ferm ienergiesthe conductivity ap-

proacheszero butitshowsShubnikov-deHaasoscillations.
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FIG .4: (Color online) The e�ective spin Hallconductivity

forvery low value of
p
nf � 0

p
"f.The higherthe nf val-

uesthe sm alleristhe am plitude ofoscillations,asone would

expect. The inset is exactly the sam e graph when plotted

againstnf
3=2

which showsthatthe highestjum p in SHC is

��
s
xy = 9e=(8�)and ithappensatthe sam e value ofnf

3=2

forany nf.

the am plitude ofthe oscillationsislarger,asone would

expectforthe quantum lim it.

Itisim portantto notethatthe sam ebehaviorcan be

observed fore�ectiveSHC in thelinearRashba m odelin

a m agnetic �eld. Actually the form ula (11) is valid for

k-linearRashbam odel(up tothefactorof9which com es

from spin-3/2 holesand k3 m om entum dependence). In

Fig.5 we com pare the e�ective SHC ofthese two m od-

els. There are two di�erencesbetween the two system s.

Firstlyin thek-linearRashbam odelwith VSO = �(k� �)

the e�ective SHC rem ains zero for larger value of SO
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FIG .5: (Coloronline)Thedistinctintra and interband tran-

sition contributionsto thee�ective SHC forvery low valueof


p
nf in the k-cubic m odel(left panel). The right panelis

the sam e for the k-linear m odelin which two contributions

are zero independently.

coupling � while in the k-cubic m odelit goes to �nite

negativevalues(seeFig.3).Howeverthedeviation from

zeroin thelattercaseisbecauseweapproach thelim itof

unbounded negative energies while for the linear m odel

the typicalvalueofSO coupling isvery farfrom theup-

perlim it� >
p
nf ofthe unphysicalregion.Second and

m oreim portantly,in thelinearm odelboth theinterband

and intraband contributionstothee�ectiveSHC arezero

independently whileforthek-cubicm odelthesetwo con-

tributionsare�nitebutoppositein sign and canceleach

otherout.

Forcom parisonwealsocalculatetheconventionalSHC

(9).A straightforward replacem entofthewavefunctions

and energiesin (9)renders

�
z
xy(0)=

3e

4�~

�X

n;�� 0

(n � 1)cos2 ��
0

n+ 1 cos
2 ��n � (n + 2)sin2 ��

0

n+ 1 sin
2
��n

1+ �=cos2��
0

n+ 1 � �=cos2��n

�
(n � 2)cos2 ��

0

n� 1 cos
2 ��n � (n + 1)sin2 ��

0

n� 1 sin
2
��n

1+ �=cos2��n � �=cos2��
0

n� 1

(15)

in which the �rst (respectively second) term describes

the transition n ! n + 1 (respectively n ! n � 1). W e

�rstinclude only the interband contribution to the con-

ventionalSHE to com pare itto the system offree holes

in the absenceofm agnetic�eld.Theresultisplotted in

Fig.6 and itisactually the sam e asthe SHC fora free

2D electron gas.25 For the range of
p
nf chosen here,
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FIG .6: (Color online) The interband contribution to the

conventionalSHC as a function of 
p
nf = 0

p
"f for the

k-cubic m odel. For weak SO coupling or low Ferm ienergies

the conductivity approachesitsuniversalvalue �
z
xy = 9e=8�.

W hen the intraband contribution is included,the totalcon-

ventionalSHC is zero for sm all
p
nf and goes to negative

valuesas
p
nf increases.

(15)can be approxim ated by

�
z;inter
xy (0) �

3e

16�~

Z n
+

n�

� 3


p
n3
dn

=
9e

8�~
(

1
p
n+

�
1

p
n�

): (16)

which using ~!cn
� = ~

2k2� =2m renders exactly (4).

Here,as  decreases the conventionalSHC approaches

its universalvalue �zxy = 9e=8�.25 Now we include also

the intrabandr transitions,consisting ofthe two term s

near the Ferm isurface. Their contribution is negative

and cancelstheconventionalSHC forthelowervaluesof


p
nf,asitisshown in the insetofFig.6

V . C O N C LU SIO N

W e have studied the 2D hole gassystem with k-cubic

Rashba SO interaction in a perpendicularm agnetic�eld

in the absence of Zeem an splitting. The exact eigen-

states and eigenvalues are derived and used in a K ubo

form ula to calculatethe e�ectiveand conventionalSHC

ofthe m odel. For the conventionalSHC the interband

transitionsreproducetheintrinsicspin Hallconductivity

which approachesthe universalvalueof�zxy = 9e=8� for

weak SO coupling.25 However when the negative intra-

band contributions are included the conventionalSHC

becom esnegativeand goesto zeroforweak SO coupling.

W ealsoconsiderthee�ectivespin currentin which the

torquedipoleisincluded.W eshow thatthecorrespond-

ing e�ective SHC shows Shubnikov-de Haas oscillations

around zero forsm allSO coupling,ifboth interband and
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intraband contributionsare included. Highernf results

in sm aller oscillation am plitude. For stronger SO cou-

pling the e�ective SHC becom esnegative.

Com paringthek-cubicm odelwith thek-linearm odel,

the m ain di�erence is that in the form er the intraband

and interband contributionsto the e�ective SHC are �-

nite but opposite in sign and canceleach other. In the

lattereach contribution iszero independently.

The factthat forlow valuesofSO coupling both the

e�ectiveand conventionalSHC go to zero isunexpected.

For the k-linear m odelit is well-known that the intra-

band transitionsevolve into the vertex correction which

is proved to be zero. For the k-cubic m odel,although

it is wellknown10,11,12 that the vertex corrections are

zero in the case ofshort-ranges-wavescatterers,the re-

lation between the intraband transitionsand the vertex

correctionsisnotstraightforward.Forthee�ective SHC

eq.(13)suggeststhatthezero m agnetic�eld lim itissin-

gularin thism odel.Howeverm ore detailed calculations

ofthe vertex and higher order corrections m ay help to

ascertain thisbehavior.

The above results would be m odi�ed for an inhom o-

geneoussystem and forthe acSHC �zxy(!),because the

intraband contributions are less stable and are reduced

by frequency and scattering.17 O ne expectsthatthe in-

traband contributionswilldivergeat! = !c afterwhich

they willvanish for!c � !.
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