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Spin-H allinterface resistance in term s ofLandauer type spin dipoles
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W econsidered thenonequlibrium spin dipolesinduced around spin independentelasticscatterers

by the intrinsic spin-Halle�ect associated with the Rashba spin-orbit coupling. The norm alto

2D EG spin polarization hasbeen calculated in the di�usion range around the scatterer. W e found

thatalthough around each im purity thispolarization is�nite,the corresponding m acroscopic spin

density,obtained via averaging of individualspin dipole distributions over im purity positions is

zero in the bulk. Atthe sam e tim e,the spin density is �nite near the boundary of2D EG ,except

for a specialcase ofa hard wallboundary,when it turns to 0. The boundary value ofthe spin

polarization can be associated with the interface spin-Hallresistance determ ining the additional

energy dissipation due to spin accum ulation.

PACS num bers:72.25.D c,71.70.Ej,73.40.Lq

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

M ostofthe theoreticalstudieson the spin-Halle� ect

(SHE) has been devoted to calculation ofthe spin cur-

rent(fora review see Ref.1).Such a currentisa linear

response to the externalelectric � eld E which induces

a spin  ux ofelectronsorholes owing in the direction

perpendicularto E. Thisspin  ux can be due eitherto

the intrinsic spin-orbit interaction (SO I) inherent to a

crystalline solid2,or to spin dependent scattering from

im purities3. The spin-Hallcurrent,asa response to the

electric � eld,is characterized by the spin-Hallconduc-

tivity. O n the other hand,sim ilar to the conventional

Halle� ect, one can introduce the spin-Hallresistivity

from calculating the localchem icalpotentialdi� erence

�s = � " � � # in a response to the DC electric cur-

rent. For 2DEG in a local equilibrium this potential

di� erence can be related to the z-com ponent (perpen-

dicularto 2DEG )ofthe spin polarization,according to

Sz = N F �s,where N F is the density ofstatesnearthe

Ferm ilevel.Therefore,thespin-Hallresistivity isclosely

associated with spin accum ulation near interfaces. It

should benoted thatm easuring spin polarization isthus

far the only realistic way to detect SHE4,5. For inter-

faces ofvarious nature such an accum ulation has been

calculated in a num ber ofworks6,7,8,9,10,11,12. A typical

exam ple to study spin accum ulation isan in� nite along

x-direction 2D strip with a width w alongy-direction.In

thisgeom etry the DC current owsin x-direction,while

the spin-Hallcurrent  ows in y-direction with the spin

density accum ulating nearboundaries.An analog ofthe

Hallvoltage could be a di� erence of�s on both sidesof

the strip. There is,however,a fundam entaldistinction

from thechargeHalle� ect.In thelattercase,dueto the

long-rangenatureoftheelectricpotentialcreated bycon-

serving electric charges,the Hallvoltage isproportional

to thewidth ofthestrip.In contrast,thespin-Hallelec-

trochem icalpotentialat the interface does not depend

on w asw ! 1 because spin relaxation essentially sup-

pressesthe long range contribution to spin polarization

buildup nearinterfaces.Hence,itissensibleto introduce

an interfacespin-Hallresistance,which istheproportion-

ality coe� cientbetween theinterfacevalueof�s and the

electriccurrentdensity.

Below,we willconsider the spin-Hallresistance from

the m icroscopic point ofview. This approach is based

on the Landauer’s13 idea thatata given electriccurrent

each im purity issurrounded by a nonequlibrium charge

cloud form ing a dipole.Com bined togetherthesedipoles

createa voltagedrop acrossthesam ple.Therefore,each

im purity playsa roleofan elem entary resistor.In a sim -

ilar way,nonequlibrium spin dipoles could be induced

subsequent to the spin-Hallcurrent. O ne m ay expect

thatthespin cloud willappeararound a spin-orbitscat-

tererin case ofextrinsic SHE,aswellasaround a spin-

independentscatterer,in caseoftheintrinsice� ect.The

latterpossibility fora2D electron gaswith Rashbainter-

action hasbeen considered in Ref.14.Theperpendicular

to 2DEG polarization wascalculated within theballistic

rangearound a scatterer.O n theotherhand,in orderto

study spin accum ulation and the spin-Hallresistanceon

a m acroscopicscale,oneneedsto calculatethespin den-

sity distribution atdistancesm uch largerthan them ean

freepath lofelectrons.Below,wewillextend theG reen

function m ethod ofRef. 14 to the di� usive range. In

Section IIthe spin density distribution around an indi-

vidualtargetim purity willbe calculated. In Section III

we willconsiderthe interface spin accum ulation created

by spin dipolesrandom ly buthom ogeneously distributed

in space.A relation between spin-Hallresistanceand en-

ergy dissipation willbediscussed in Sec.IV.A sum m ary

and discussion ofresultswillbe presented in Section V.

II. SP IN C LO U D IN D U C ED B Y A SIN G LE

IM P U R IT Y

Asknown,the electric� eld applied to a hom ogeneous

2DEG with RashbaSO Iinducesaparallelto2DEG com -

ponent ofthe nonequlibrium spin polarization15. The

spin-Halle� ectproduces,however,a zero spin polariza-

tion in itsz-com ponent.Thisunderstanding aboutsuch

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0610423v2
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a hom ogeneous gashasim plied an averaging overim pu-

rity positions. An im pure system ,on the other hand,

can notbe uniform on a m icroscopicscale.The e� ectof

each im purity on the spin polarization could be singled

outby considering an im purity (a targetim purity)ata

� xed position while taking at the sam e tim e the aver-

ageoverpositionsofotherim purities.In such a way the

Landauer electric dipole has been calculated16,17. The

electron density around a target im purity represented

by the elastic scatterer was found from the asym ptotic

expansion ofthe scattered wave functions ofelectrons.

Atthe sam etim e,wavevectorsofincidentparticleswere

weighted with the nonequlibrium partofthe Boltzm ann

distribution function. W e willem ploy another m ethod

based on the G reen function form alism 14. W ithin this

m ethod the spin density response to the electric � eld E

isgiven by the standard K ubo form ula with the scatter-

ingpotentialofthetargetim purity incorporated intothe

retarded and advanced G reen functionsG r=a(r;r0;!)de-

noted by thesuperscriptsr and a,respectively.Assuch,

the n-com ponent ofthe stationary spin polarization is

given by

Sn(r) = � e

m �

Z

d
2
r
0

Z
d!

2�

dnF (!)

d!
�

Tr[�nG r(r;r0;!)(vE)G a(r0;r;!)];(1)

where the overline denotes averaging over im purity po-

sitions, the trace runs through the spin variables and

nF (!)is the Ferm idistribution function. To avoid fur-

ther confusion we note that the angularm om ent is ob-

tained by m ultiplying Sn(r)by ~=2 and e isthe particle

charge,which is negative for electrons. Atlow tem per-

atures only ! in close vicinity around E F contributes

to the integralin (1). Therefore,below we set! = E F

and om itthefrequency argum entin theG reen functions.

Further,v isthe particle velocity operatorcontaining a

spin dependentpartassociated with SO I.W riting SO Iin

the form

H so = hk � � ; (2)

oneobtainsthe velocity operator

v
j
=

kj

m �
+
@hk � �

@kj
; (3)

where�� (�x;�y;�z)isthePaulim atrix vector.In case

ofRashba interaction the spin-orbit� eld hk isgiven by

hx = �ky ; hy = � �kx : (4)

W eassum ethatthetargetim purity,located atri,isrep-

resented by a scattering potentialU (r� ri).The G reen

functions in (1) have to be expanded in term s of this

potential.Up to the second orderin U oneobtains

G
r=a

(r;r
0
) = G

r=a(0)
(r;r

0
)+

Z

ds
2
G
r=a(0)

(r;s)U (s� ri)G
r=a(0)

(s;r
0
)+

Z

ds
2
ds

02
G
r=a(0)

(r;s)U (s� ri)G
r=a(0)

(s;s
0
)U (s

0
� ri)G

r=a(0)
(s

0
;r

0
): (5)

Theunperturbed functionsG r=a(0) depend,nevertheless,

on scattering from background random im purities. The

latter create the random potentialVsc(r) which is as-

sum ed to be delta correlated,so thatthe paircorrelator

hVsc(r)Vsc(r
0)i= � �(r� r0)=�N F ,where� = 1=2� isex-

pressed via them ean elasticscatteringtim e�.Thedelta

correlation m eans that the corresponding im purity po-

tentialistheshortrangeone.In fact,thepotentialofthe

targetim purity could be di� erentfrom thatofthe ran-

dom im purities. Itm ightbe a specialsortofim purities

added to thesystem .O n theotherhand,thetargetand

the random im purities would be identicalifone would

try to em ploy the spin dipoles for the interpretation of

spin accum ulation nearinterfaces.

After substitution of(5) into (1) one m ust calculate

background im purity con� gurationalaverages contain-

ing productsofseveralG reen functionsG (0). Assum ing

that the sem iclassicalapproxim ation E F � � 1 is valid,

the standard perturbation theory18,19 can be em ployed

whosebuilding blocksarethe so called ladderperturba-

tion seriesexpressed in term softheunperturbed average

G reen functions

G
r=a

k
=

Z

d
2
(r� r

0
)e

ik(r�r
0
)
G r=a(0)(r;r0) (6)

given by the 2� 2 m atrix

G
r=a

k
= (E F � Ek � hk � � � i� )

�1
; (7)

where E k= k
2=(2m �). W hen averaging the G reen func-

tion products, within the ladder approxim ation only

pairsofretarded and advanced functions carrying close

enough m om enta should be chosen to becom e elem ents

oftheladderseries.Afterdecoupling them ean products

ofG reen functionsinto theladderseries,the Fourierex-

pansion of (1) can be represented by diagram s shown
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FIG .1:Exam plesofdiagram sforthespin density.Scattering

ofelectronsby a targetim purity isshown by thesolid circles.

D ashed linesdenotetheladderseriesofparticlescattering by

the random potential.p;k;k
0
are electron m om enta.

at Fig.1. In these diagram s the di� usion ladder renor-

m alizes both the lefthand and righthand vertices. The

renorm alizedlefthand vertex�z(q)isassociatedwith the

q-th Fouriercom ponentoftheinduced spin density,and

the corresponding di� usion propagator enters with the

wavevector q. In its turn, the righthand vertex T(p)

related to the hom ogeneouselectric � eld,is represented

by the ladder at the zeroth wavector. The correspond-

ing physicalprocess is the D’yakonov-Perelspin relax-

ation ofa uniform spin distribution. Thislefthand ver-

tex alonecontributed to the ballisticcaseresult14,while

�z(q)hasbeen taken unrenorm alized dueto largevalues

ofq � 1=(vF �)1 in the ballistic regim e. Figs.1(e),1(f)

representsom ediagram swherethedi� usion processsep-

aratestwo scattering events.Asitwillbe shown below,

such diagram sgive rise to sm allcorrectionsto the spin

density,and can beneglected.Hence,them ain contribu-

tion com es from diagram ssim ilarto those in Figs.1(a)-

1(d).The corresponding spin polarization hasthe form

Sz(q)=
1

2�

X

p;k

Tr[G
a
pk�z(q)G

r
k+ q;pT(p)]: (8)

The functions G
r=a

k0k
are form ally represented by the

Fourier expansion ofEq.(5) with respect to r and r0,

providing that the respective average values G (0)(r;r0)

aresubstituted instead ofG (0)(r;r0).Evaluatingthepair

productsofsuch functionsin (8),oneshould takeintoac-

countonly term sup to the second orderwith respectto

the scattering potentialU .

The vertices�z(q)and T(p)can be easily calculated.

Asitwasdiscussed in Ref. 14,due to considerable can-

cellation ofdiagram swhich isknown from literature on

thespin-Halle� ect,T(p)acquiresa quitesim pleform in

a specialcaseofRashba SO I.Nam ely,

T(p)=
e

m �
p � E : (9)

In its turn,�z(q) is expressed in term s ofthe di� usion

propagator. Indeed, let us represent this vertex using

a basis offour 2� 2 m atrices �0 = 1 and �i = �i with

i= x;y;z.Then,�z(q)can be written as

�z(q)=
X

b

D
zb
(q)�

b
; b= 0;x;y;z (10)

where D zb(q) are the m atrix elem ents ofthe di� usion

propagator satisfying the spin di� usion equation,as it

wasdescribed in Ref.6 and referencestherein.Thenon-

diagonalelem entD z0(q)appearsdue to the spin-charge

m ixing and it is zero for SO Iofquite generalform ,in-

cluding the Rashba interaction20,22,23.Finally,from (8),

using (9)and (10),weexpressSz(q)in the form

Sz(q)=
X

n= x;y;z

D
zn
(q)I

n
(q); (11)

whereIn(q)

I
n
(q)=

e

2�m �

X

p;k

(p � E)Tr[G
a
pk�

n
G
r
k+ q;p]: (12)

The function In(q)hasa sim ple physicalm eaning. For

n = x;y;z it represents a source ofspin polarized par-

ticles em itting from the target im purity. Their further

di� usion and spin relaxation resultin theobservablepo-

larization.Thissourceterm featureisconceptually sim i-

lar,though di� erentin itscontext,to theoriginalcharge

cloud consideration when SO Iisnotpresentand Boltz-

m ann equation isused to describe the subsequentback-

ground scattering13,16.Forq� l�1 � kF thesourcecan

be expanded in powersofq. Therefore,the wavevector

independentterm srepresentthe delta source located at

ri,while the linear in q term s are associated with the

gradientofthe delta-function. Below we willkeep only

the constant and linear term s for each n-th com ponent

In(q)and assum e,forsim plicity,theshortrangescatter-

ing potentialU (r),so thatitsk-th Fouriertransform is

sim ply U exp(� ik � ri),where U isa constant. Further,

In(q)can be written as

I
n
(q)= I

n
1 (q)+ I

n
2 (q); (13)

where I1 and I2 are ofthe � rst and the second order

with respectto the scattering potentialU ,respectively.

Accordingly,I1 and I2 arerepresented by Figs.1(a),1(b)

and Figs. 1(c),1(d),respectively. Using (5) to express

G reen functionsG
r=a

k0k
in (12)weobtain

I
n
1 (q) =

eU

2�m �
e
iq�ri

X

p

(p � E)�

Tr[G
r
pG

a
p

�

�
n
G
r
p+ q + G

a
p�q �

n
�

]; (14)

and

I
n
2 (q)=

eU 2

2�m �
e
iq�ri

X

pk

(p � E)Tr[G
r
pG

a
p �

�

G
a
k�

n
G
r
k+ q � �

n
G
r
p+ q + G

a
p�q �

n
�

]; (15)
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where

= iIm [
X

k

G
a
k]= i�N F (16)

In ourfollowingconsideration weletthex-axistobepar-

allelwith theelectric� eld,andthez-axistobeperpendic-

ularto the2DEG .Thesystem Ham iltonian issym m etric

undera sym m etry operation com bining a re ection from

the plane perpendicularto the y-axis,thatm eanspy !

� py,and a unitary transform ation �i ! �y�
i�y. Ap-

plying thistransform ation to (12)onecan easily seethat

Ix(qx;qy)= � Ix(qx;� qy),I
z(qx;qy)= � Iz(qx;� qy)and

Iy(qx;qy)= Iy(qx;� qy).M aking use ofanothersym m e-

try operation px ! � px,py ! � py and �i ! �z�
i�z,

we obtain Ix(qx;qy) = Ix(� qx;� qy), Iz(qx;qy) =

� Iz(� qx;� qy) and Iy(qx;qy) = Iy(� qx;� qy). From

theserelationsitiseasy to seethatexpansion ofIz into

powerseriesstartsfrom linearin q term s,whilethelead-

ing term in Iy isconstand the nextone isquadratic in

q. O n thisreason only constwillbe taken into account

in Iy. The expansion ofIx starts from qxqy,and this

sourcecom ponentwillbe neglected.

Calculation ofI1 and I2 given by Eqs. (14),(15) is

based on thestandard linearization neartheFerm ilevel,

thus ignoring band e� ects giving rise to sm allcorrec-

tions � hkF =E F ;� =EF . Further,the di� usion approx-

im ation is valid at q � 1=l. At the sam e tim e, the

characteristic lengthscale is determ ined by the spin re-

laxation length lso,which is the distance a particle dif-

fuses during the D’yakonov-Perel’spin relaxation tim e

�so = 4(h2
kF
�)�1 . The corresponding di� usion length

lso =
p
D �so,whereD = v2F �=2 isthedi� usion constant.

Hence,lso = vF =hkF .Takingq� 1=lso one� ndsthatthe

di� usion approxim ation isvalid ifhkF =� � 1.Therefore,

within thisapproxim ation wewillretain only theleading

powersofhkF =� � 1. In such a way,directcalculation

ofIn1 with the G reen functions and SO I given by Eqs.

(7)and (4),respectively,showsthatboth I
y

1 and Iz1 are

sm allby a factor� =EF .Forexam ple,using therelation

(G
r=a

k
)
2
= �

@

@E F

G
r=a

k
(17)

which followsfrom (7),evaluating I
y

1 atq = 0,one can

representthe corresponding sum in (14)as

�
@

@E F

X

p

pxTr[G
r
pG

a
p�

y
]=

�
@

@E F

�
2�

�
N F m

�
@hyp

@px

�

: (18)

In case of Rashba SO I with the constant coupling

strength �and energyindependentparam eters� ;m � and

N F ,the sum (18) is equalto 0. O therwise,it is � nite,

butsm alldueto thesm ooth energy dependenceofthese

param eters. Sim ilar analysis,although not so straight-

forward,can be applied to Iz1,which islinearin q. The

sm allnessofIz1 can be also seen from Ref.14 where the

linearin U contribution to the spin density was associ-

ated with fast Friedeloscillations. It is clearthat their

Fouriertransform willbe sm allin therangeofq� k
�1

F
.

At the sam e tim e I
y

2
and Iz2 are not zero. They are

given by

I
y
= vdN F m

�
�h

2
kF

�0

�3

I
z
= � iqyvdN F h

2
kF

�0

2�3

I
x
= 0; (19)

where �0 = �N F U
2 and vd = eE �=m � is the electron

drift velocity. Ifthe target im purity is represented by

one ofthe random scatterers,we get �0 = � =ni,where

ni isthe density ofim purities.

In the above calculation we did nottake into account

the diagram sshown in Figs. 1(e)-1(f)and those sim ilar

tothem .Itcan beeasily seen thatsuch diagram scontain

In1 asa factor.Forexam ple,thesum ofdiagram satFig.

1(e)-1(f) contains as a m ultiplier the sum ofdiagram s

shown atFigs. 1(a)-1(b). Therefore,such diagram sare

sm allby thesam ereason asIn1 are,atleast,in them ost

im portantrange off � l�1 . Particularly in this range

ofsm allf thedi� usion propagatorbetween thetwoscat-

tering eventsin Figs.1(e)-1(f)becom eslarge.

Now onecan com binethesourceIn with thedi� usion

propagatorto � nd from Eq. (11)the shape ofthe spin

cloud around asinglescatterer.Takingintoaccount(19),

Eq.(11)istransform ed into

Sz(q)= � vdN F h
2
kF

�0

2�3
[iqyD

zz
(q)� 2m

�
�D

zy
(q)]:

(20)

The m atrix elem ents D ij(q) satisfy the spin di� usion

equation6,24

X

l

 

� �
il
D q

2 � �
il
+ i

X

m

R
ilm

qm

!

D
lj
(q)= � 2� �ij;

(21)

where the m atrix �il determ ining the D’yakonov-Perel’

spin relaxation ratesisgiven by

�
il
= 4�h�ilh2

kF
� h

i
kF
h
l
kF
i; (22)

with angularbracketsdenoting averaging overtheFerm i

surface. In the case ofRashba SO I,Eq. (4),one gets

�zz = 4�h2
kF

and �xx = �yy = 2�h2
kF
. The lastterm in

lhsof(21)isassociated with spin precession in SO I� eld.

Ithasthe form

R
ilm

= 4�
X

p

"
ilp hh

p

k
v
m
F i: (23)

Forthe Rashba SO Ithe nonzero com ponentsare

i
X

m

R
izm

qm = � i
X

m

R
zim

qm = 4iD m
�
�qi: (24)

W e ignored in (21)a sm allterm which givesrise to the

spin-charge m ixing6,22,23. This m ixing is already taken
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FIG .2:Spatialdistribution ofSz com ponentofthespin den-

sity around a single scatterer.The unitoflength = lso

into accountin thesourceterm becauseIn forn = x;y;z

describesthe source ofthe spin polarization in response

to the electric � eld.From Eqs.(21)-(24)one � nds

D
zz

=
1

2h2
kF
�2

~q2 + 1

(~q2 + 2)(~q2 + 1)� 4~q2

� D
zy

= D
yz
=

1

2h2
kF
�2

2i~qy

(~q2 + 2)(~q2 + 1)� 4~q2

D
yy

=
1

2h2
kF
�2

~q2 + 2

(~q2 + 2)(~q2 + 1)� 4~q2
; (25)

where 2~q = lsoq denotes the dim ensionless wavector.

Substituting (25)into (20)we � nally � nd

Sz = � 2ivd
m ��

~

N F

�0

�

~qy(~q
2 + 3)

(~q2 + 2)(~q2 + 1)� 4~q2
; (26)

and

Sy = 2vd
m ��

~

N F

�0

�

(3~q2 + 2)

(~q2 + 2)(~q2 + 1)� 4~q2
: (27)

To restore the conventionalunits we added ~ into (26)-

(27). The z com ponentofthe spin density in realspace

is shown in Fig.2. According to expectationsithasthe

shape ofa dipole oriented perpendicular to the electric

� eld. Its spatialbehavior is determ ined by the single

param eterlso,which givesthe range ofexponentialde-

cay ofthespin polarization with increasingdistancefrom

an im purity. The Sy com ponent averaged over im pu-

rity positions gives the uniform bulk polarization. It is

interesting to note that when the target im purities are

identicalto background ones (�0 = � ),the so obtained

uniform polarization Syjq! 0 coincides with the electric

spin orientation15 Sy = 2vdm
��N F =~.

III. SP IN A C C U M U LA T IO N IN A

SEM IIN FIN IT E SY ST EM

In thissection we willconsidera sem iin� nite electron

gasy > 0bounded aty = 0by aboundary paralleltothe

electric � eld. O urgoalisto calculate a com bined e� ect

ofspin cloudsfrom random im purities.Itisim portantto

note thatsum m ation ofspin dipolesfrom m any scatter-

ersdoesnotresultin am agneticpotentialgradientin the

bulk ofthesam ple.Thisisprincipally di� erentfrom the

Landauer charge dipoles which are associated with the

m acroscopic electric � eld. The origin ofsuch a distinc-

tion can be im m ediately seen from (26). The m agnetic

potential,asitwasde� ned in Sec.I,isproportionaltoSz.

Taking its gradientone getsqySz. After averaging over

im purity positionsq ! 0,so thatqySz ! 0.Ithappens

due to spin relaxation,which providesatq = 0 a � nite

value ofthe denom inatorin (26). Atthe sam e tim e,in

caseofthechargecloud,thedenom inatoroftheparticle

di� usion propagator is proportionalto q2. Hence,the

corresponding gradient ofthe electrochem icalpotential

(electric� eld)is� niteatq= 0.Although thebulk m ag-

neticpotentialiszero,onecan notexpectthatitwillalso

be zero nearan interface. In orderto calculate the spin

polarization near the boundary,Eq.(21) with q = � ir

and 2� �(r)�ij in the r.h.s. has to be solved using ap-

propriate boundary conditions. W ith the so obtained

D ij(r),the resultantspin density induced by im purities

placed atpointsri isgiven by Eq.(11)

Sj(r)=
X

n= x;y;z

Z

d
2
r
0
D

jn
(r� r

0
)I

n
tot(r

0
); (28)

wherethesourceterm isobtained by theinverseFourier

transform of(19):

I
y

tot(r) = vdN F m
�
�h

2
kF

1

�2ni

X

i

�(r� ri)

I
z
tot(r) = � vdN F h

2
kF

1

2�2ni

X

i

@

@y
�(r� ri)

I
x
tot(r) = 0; (29)

wheretherelation �0= � =ni isused becauseweassum ed

that the target im purities are identicalto the random

ones. The m acroscopic polarization is obtained by av-

eraging of(28) and (29) overim purity positions. After

averaging overxi and the sem iin� nite region yi > 0 the

spin polarization source(29)transform sto Inav(y):

I
y
av(y) = vdN F m

�
�h

2
kF

1

�2

I
z
av(y) = � vdN F h

2
kF
�(y� 0

+
)
1

2�2
: (30)

Itfollowsfrom (28)thatthecorrespondingm ean value

ofthespin polarizationSav(y)satis� esthedi� usion equa-

tion (21)with the source2� Inav(y)in itsrhs.The so ob-

tained di� usion equation,however,isnotcom plete.O ne
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should take into account that the boundary itself can

createthe interface spin polarization.M osteasily itcan

be done in the fram ework ofthe Boltzm ann approach.

In term s ofthe Boltzm ann function the spin density is

de� ned as Sav(y) =
P

k
gk,and the charge density as

P

k
gk.Theequation fortheBoltzm ann function can be

written in the form (seee.g.Ref.25)

vyr ygk + 2(gk � hk)+ eE x

@g
(0)

k

@kx

=
1

�
(SE (y)� gk); (31)

where SE (y) = �(E � EF )Sav(y)=N F and g
(0)

k
=

� hk�(E � EF ) is the equilibrium Boltzm ann function.

The term sproportionalto the charge com ponentofthe

Boltzm ann function havebeen om itted in (31)duetothe

system localelectroneutrality,atleastin thescaleofthe

m ean freepath,which isthesm allestcharacteristicscale

ofgk spatialvariations.Thespin polarization sourceas-

sociated with theboundary isgiven by a directaction of

the electric � eld,withouttaking into accountsecondary

scattering from im purities.Hence,the term with Sav(y)

in r.h.s.ofEq.(31)can be ignored.Also,the boundary

independent bulk part ofgk has to be subtracted from

the generalsolution of(31). The so obtained interface

Boltzm ann function willbe denoted asgkif. The corre-

sponding spin density is Sif(y) =
P

k
gkif. In order to

calculategkif,Eq.(31)hasto besupplem ented with the

boundary condition.Forahard wallspecularly re ecting

boundary the condition issim ply

gkx ;ky jz= 0 = gkx ;�k y
jz= 0 : (32)

Thiscondition m eansthatthe spin orientation doesnot

change afterspecularre ection from the interface. The

solution ofEq. (31)satisfying (32)can be easily found.

Asa result,up to o(�2)weobtain

S
y

if
(y) = S

x
if(y)= 0

S
z
if(y) = 8vd�

2
�m

�
X

ky > 0

ky�(E k � EF )e
�y m �

ky � :(33)

W ithin the di� usion approxim ation the second ofthese

equationsrepresentsa delta source ofthe spin polariza-

tion with intensity

1

�

Z
1

0

dyS
z
if(y)= vdN F h

2
kF

1

�
: (34)

Thissourceisexactly ofthesam em agnitude,butoppo-

site in sign to the spin polarization em erging from im -

purities,thatisrepresented by the integralof2� Izav(y),

with Izav(y)given by Eq.(30).Taking into accountthat

both sources are located at the interface,so that they

canceleach other,oneseesthatonly y-com ponentofthe

sourceoriginatingfrom im purity scatteringretainsin the

di� usion equation which acquiresthe form

@2Szav

@y2
� 4m

�
�
@Syav

@y
� 8m

�2
�
2
S
z
av = 0

@2Syav

@y2
+ 4m

�
�
@Szav

@y
� 4m

�2
�
2
S
y
av = �

2�

D
I
y
av :(35)

The bulk solution of this equation is Szav = 0 and

Syav � Sb = 2�eE N F �,that coincides with the polar-

ization obtained from (26)-(27)atq! 0.

In orderto calculatethespin polarization nearthein-

terfaceweem ploy thehard wallboundary conditions6,8,9

for (35). Such boundary conditions can be easily ob-

tained from Eq. (31)by perform ing itssum m ation over

k and integrating from y = 0 to som epointy0,placed at

the distance m uch largerthan l,butstillsm allcom pare

to lso. A sim ple analysis ofEq. (31) shows that up to

o(�2)the sum overk ofthe vectorproductin the l.h.s.

of(31) can be neglected,while the r.h.s and the term

containing theelectric� eld turn to zero identically.Asa

result,weget

1

m �

X

k

kygkx ;ky jy= y0 =
1

m �

X

k

kygkx ;ky jy= 0 : (36)

Accordingto(37),theabovesum iszeroaty = 0.Hence,

itisalsozeroaty = y0.Thelattersum coincideswith the

spin currentwithin itsconventionalde� nition25,wherea

contribution associated with the charge density due to

thesecond term ofthevelocity operator(3)isignored in

an electroneutralsystem . Using the gradientexpansion

of (31) this current can easily be expressed25 through

Sjavjy= 0,its y derivative and the last term in the l.h.s.

of(31). In this way one arrives to the boundary con-

ditions from Ref. 6,8,9. W e generalize these conditions

by adding possible e� ects ofthe surface spin relaxation

(seealso Ref.10).Theseadditionalterm sarecharacter-

ized by thetwo phenom enologicalparam eters�y and �z.

Finally we obtain

� D
@Szav(y)

@y
jy= 0 + 2D m

�
�(S

y
av(0)� Sb)= � �zS

z
av(0)

� D
@Syav(y)

@y
jy= 0 � 2D m

�
�S

z
av(0)= � �yS

y
av(0): (37)

O necan easilyseefrom (35),(37)and (37)thatat�x=y =

0 the hom ogeneous bulk solution Szav = 0;Syav(0) = Sb

turnsoutto bethesolution ofthedi� usion equation ev-

erywhereaty > 0.Therefore,in thisparticularcasethe

z-com ponentsofspin cloudsfrom m any im puritiescom -

pletely canceleach otherand there isno spin accum ula-

tion nearthe interface,in agreem entwith Refs. 6,7,8,9.

Atthe sam e tim e,when �i 6= 0 the outofplane com po-

nentofthe spin density isnotzero.In the case ofweak

surfacerelaxation �i � D =lso oneobtainsfrom (37)-(35)

S
z
av(0)= 0:35�y�eE

1

2�~D
; (38)
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where we inserted ~ to restore conventionalunits. It is

interesting to notethatin such a regim eofsm allenough

�i the surface polarization doesnotdepend on the spin-

orbitconstant.

IV . SP IN -H A LL R ESISTA N C E A N D EN ER G Y

D ISSIPA T IO N

As it was de� ned in the Introduction, the interface

spin-Hallresistanceisgiven by

R sH =
Szav(0)

N F j
; (39)

where j is the DC current density, j = �E , with the

Drude conductivity � = ne2�=m �. The so de� ned spin-

Hallresistanceisclosely related to theadditionalenergy

dissipation which takes place due to spin accum ulation

and relaxationnearinterfacesofasam ple.Indeed,aswas

shown in Ref.6,thespin accum ulation isassociated with

a correction to the electric conductivity ofDC current

 owingin thex direction.ForRashbaSO Ithecorrection

to the currentdensity hasthe form

� j(y)= �
e

4m �

�2k2F

�2

@Szav

@y
: (40)

This expression is � nite within the distance � lso from

theinterface.Afterintegration overy oneobtainsa cor-

rection to the electric current

� I =
e

4m �

�2k2F

�2
S
z
av(0): (41)

The corresponding interface energy dissipation (per the

unitofthe interface length)can be expressed from (39)

and (41)as

� W = � IE =
m �

e~
�
2
�R sH j

2
: (42)

In its turn,R sH can be determ ined from Eq. (38). It

can be easily seen that� W > 0 if�y > 0.

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

Sum m arizing the above results,within the driftdi� u-

siontheorywefound outthattheintrinsicspin-Halle� ect

induces in 2DEG a nonequilibrium spin density around

a spin independent isotropic elastic scatterer. The z-

com ponent ofthis density has a shape ofa dipole di-

rected perpendicularto the externalelectric � eld,while

theparallelto2DEG polarization isisotropic.Duetothe

D’yakonov-Perel’spin relaxation,thespin density decays

exponentiallyatadistancelargerthan thespin-orbitpre-

cession length.Noteworthy,thatsuch acloud existseven

in thecaseoftheRashba spin-orbitinteraction when the

m acroscopic spin current is absent. W e also calculated

them acroscopicspin density nearan interfacefrom tak-

ing the sum ofcloudsdue to m any scatterersand inde-

pendently averaging over their positions. Surprisingly,

in the case ofthe hard wallboundary,the so calculated

spin polarization exactly coincideswith thatfound from

the driftdi� usion orBoltzm ann equations6,7,8,9. In this

casetheoutofplanecom ponentofthespin polarization

is zero,while the parallelpolarization is a constantde-

term ined by the electric spin orientation15. Besidesthe

hard wallboundary we also considered a m ore general

boundary condition containing the interface spin relax-

ation,orthe spin leaking term . Forsuch a generalcase

Sz 6= 0. This polarization can be associated with the

localm agnetic potential,because the system attainsits

localequilibrium within the Sz spatialvariation scale,

which ism uch largerthan l.The m agnetic potential,in

itsturn,isrelated to theDC electriccurrentdensity via

the interface spin-Hallresistance.The latterwasshown

to determ inetheadditionalenergy dissipation dueto re-

laxation ofthe spin polarization nearthe interface.

Besides conventional sem iconductor quantum wells,

the results ofthis work can be applied to m etaladsor-

bate system s with strong Rashba type spin splitting in

the surface states28. In this case the spin cloud can be

m easured by STM with a m agnetictip.
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