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Spin-H all interface resistance in termm s of Landauer type spin dipoles
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W e considered the nonequlibbrium spin dipoles nduced around spin independent elastic scatterers
by the intrinsic spin-H all e ect associated w ith the Rashba spin-orbit coupling. The nom al to
2DEG spin polarization has been calculated in the di usion range around the scatterer. W e found
that although around each im purity this polarization is nite, the corresponding m acroscopic spin
density, obtained via averaging of individual spin dipole distrdbutions over im purity positions is
zero In the bulk. At the sam e tin ¢, the spin density is nite near the boundary of 2DEG , except
for a special case of a hard wall boundary, when it tums to 0. The boundary value of the spin
polarization can be associated with the Interface spin-H all resistance detem ining the additional

energy dissipation due to spin accum ulation.

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

I. NTRODUCTION

M ost of the theoretical studies on the spin-Halle ect
(SHE ) has been devoted to calculation of the spin cur-
rent (for a review see Ref.|l). Such a current is a linear
response to the extemal electric eld E which induces
a soin  ux of electrons or holes ow ing In the direction
perpendicular to E . This sopin  ux can be due either to
the Intrinsic spin-orbit interaction (SO I) inherent to a
crystalline solid?, or to spin dependent scattering from
inpurities® . The spin-H all current, as a response to the
electric eld, is characterized by the soin-H all conduc—
tivity. On the other hand, sin ilar to the conventional
Hall e ect, one can introduce the spin-H all resistivity
from calculating the local chem ical potential di erence

s = " # n a regponse to the DC electric cur-
rent. For 2DEG in a local equilbbrium this potential
di erence can be related to the z-com ponent (perpen—
dicular to 2DEG ) of the soin polarization, according to
S, = Nrp s, where Ny is the density of states near the
Fem ilevel. T herefore, the spin-H all resistivity is closely
associated with spin accum ulation near interfaces. It
should be noted that m easuring soin polarization is thus
far the only realistic way to detect SHEZ®. For inter—
faces of various nature such an accum ulation has been
calculated in a num ber of works??282204112 ' A typical
exam ple to study spin accum ulation is an in nite along
x-direction 2D strip w ith a w idth w along y-direction. In
this geom etry the DC current ows in x-direction, whilke
the spin-Hall current ows In y-direction w ith the spin
density accum ulating near boundaries. An analog of the
Hall voltage could be a di erence of 5 on both sides of
the strip. There is, however, a fiindam ental distinction
from the chargeHalle ect. In the latter case, due to the
long-range nature ofthe electric potential created by con—
serving electric charges, the Hall voltage is proportional
to the w idth ofthe strip. In contrast, the spin-H allelec—
trochem ical potential at the Interface does not depend
onw asw ! 1 because soin relaxation essentially sup—
presses the long range contribution to spin polarization
buildup near interfaces. Hence, it is sensble to ntroduce

an interface spin-H all resistance, w hich is the proportion—
ality coe cient between the interface value of ¢ and the
electric current density.

Below, we w ill consider the soin-H all resistance from
the m icroscopic point of view . This approach is based
on the Landauer’st® idea that at a given electric current
each in purity is surrounded by a nonequlbriim charge
cloud form Ing a dipole. C om bined together these dipoles
create a voltage drop across the sam ple. T herefore, each
In purity plays a roke of an elem entary resistor. In a sin —
ilar way, nonequlbrium spin dipoles could be induced
subsequent to the spin-Hall current. One may expect
that the spin cloud w ill appear around a spin-orbit scat—
terer n case of extrinsic SHE , as well as around a spin-—
Independent scatterer, in case ofthe intrinsice ect. The
latter possibility fora 2D electron gasw ith R ashba inter—
action hasbeen considered in Ref.[14. T he perpendicular
to 2DEG polarization was calculated w ithin the ballistic
range around a scatterer. O n the other hand, in order to
study spin accum ulation and the soin-H all resistance on
a m acroscopic scale, one needs to calculate the soin den—
sity distrbution at distancesm uch larger than the m ean
free path 1ofelectrons. Below , we w ill extend the G reen
function m ethod of Ref. 14 to the di usive range. In
Section IT the spin density distrbution around an indi-
vidual target in purity w illbe calculated. In Section ITT
we w il consider the Interface spin accum ulation created
by spin dipoles random ly but hom ogeneously distributed
In space. A relation between spin-H all resistance and en—
ergy dissipation w illbe discussed in Sec. IV . A summ ary
and discussion of results w illbe presented In Section V.

II. SPIN CLOUD INDUCED BY A SINGLE
IM PURITY

A sknown, the electric eld applied to a hom ogeneous
2DEG with Rashba SO I inducesa parallelto 2DEG com —
ponent of the nonequlbbriim spin polarizationt®. The
soin-Halle ect produces, however, a zero spin polariza-—
tion in is z-com ponent. T his understanding about such
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a hom ogeneous gas has in plied an averaging over in pu-
rity posiions. An inpure system , on the other hand,
can not be uniform on a m icroscopic scale. The e ect of
each in purity on the soin polarization could be singled
out by considering an in purity (@ target im purity) at a

xed position while taking at the sam e tin e the aver-
age over positions of other In purities. In such a way the
Landauer elctric dipole has been calculatedi®2?. The
electron density around a target impurity represented
by the elastic scatterer was found from the asym ptotic
expansion of the scattered wave fiinctions of electrons.
At the sam e tim ¢, w avevectors of incident particles were
weighted w ith the nonequlbrium part of the B olzm ann
distrdbbution function. W e will em ploy another m ethod
based on the G reen fiunction form alim?. W ithin this
m ethod the spin density response to the electric eld E
is given by the standard K ubo form ula w ith the scatter-
Ing potentialofthe target Im puriy ncorporated into the
retarded and advanced G reen finctions G =2 (r;r% ) de-
noted by the superscripts r and a, respectively. A s such,
the n-com ponent of the stationary spin polarization is
given by

z
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w here the overline denotes averaging over In purity po—
sitions, the trace runs through the spin variables and

7
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T he unperturbed fiinctions G =2 ©) depend, nevertheless,

on scattering from background random im purities. The

latter create the random potential Vg (r) which is as-
sum ed to be delta correlated, so that the pair correlator

Hae @) Vg )i= ¢ PH=Ngp,where = 1=2 isex-
pressed via them ean elastic scatteringtine . Thedela

correlation m eans that the corresponding im purity po—
tential is the short range one. In fact, the potentialofthe

target Im purity could be di erent from that of the ran—
dom Im purities. It m ight be a special sort of In purities

added to the system . O n the other hand, the target and

the random Im purities would be identical if one would

try to em ploy the spin dipoles for the interpretation of
soin accum ulation near interfaces.

A fter substitution of [B) into [@) one must calculate
background im purity con gurational averages contain—
ing products of several G reen fiinctions G . A ssum ing
that the sam iclassical approxin ation Ep 1 isvald,

ds?G T2 @ (1;9)U (s

ng (!') is the Fem i distrbution fiinction. To avoid fur-
ther confiision we note that the angular m om ent is ob—
tained by multiplying S, (r) by ~=2 and e is the particlke
charge, which is negative for electrons. At low tem per-
atures only ! in close vichhity around Er contributes
to the integralin [I). Therefre, below we set ! = Ep
and om it the frequency argum ent in the G reen fiinctions.
Further, v is the particle velocity operator containing a
soin dependent part associated w ith SO I.W riting SO Iin
the form

Hgso = hy ; @)
one obtains the velocity operator

. k3
vi= — + % ; (3)
m @k?

where ?) is the Paulim atrix vector. In case
ofRashba interaction the spin-orbit eld hy is given by

(*; ¥;

Ky ; hy=  ke: @)

W e assum e that the target in purity, located at rj, is rep—
resented by a scattering potentialU (r xz). The G reen
fiinctions in [Il) have to be expanded in tem s of this
potential. Up to the second order in U one obtains

)G9 (5% +
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the standard perturbation theory*82? can be em ployed
w hose building blocks are the so called ladder perturba—
tion series expressed in tem s ofthe unperturbed average
G reen functions

Z
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given by the 2 2 m atrix

r=a

G, = Er E Kk ih; )
where Ex=k?=(@2m ). W hen averaging the G reen finc-
tion products, wihin the ladder approxin ation only
pairs of retarded and advanced functions carrying close
enough m om enta should be chosen to becom e elem ents
ofthe ladder serdes. A fter decoupling the m ean products
of G reen functions into the ladder series, the Fourier ex—
pansion of [I) can be represented by diagram s shown
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FIG .1: Exam ples ofdiagram s for the spin density. Scattering
ofelectrons by a target in purity is shown by the solid circles.
D ashed lines denote the lJadder series of particle scattering by
the random potential. p;k;k0 are electron m om enta.

at Figl. In these diagram s the di usion ladder renor—
m alizes both the lfthand and righthand vertices. The
renom alized lefthand vertex , (q) isassociated w ith the
g-th Fourier com ponent of the induced soin density, and
the corresponding di usion propagator enters w ith the
wavevector g. In is tum, the righthand vertex T (o)
related to the hom ogeneous electric eld, is represented
by the ladder at the zeroth wavector. T he correspond-
Ing physical process is the D "yakonov-Perel soin relax—
ation of a uniform spin distrdbution. This lefthand ver-
tex alone contrbuted to the ballistic case resull?, while
- (@) hasbeen taken unrenom alized due to large values
ofgq 1=(wr )1 In the ballistic regine. Figsl (),1 (H
represent som e diagram sw here the di usion process sep—
arates two scattering events. A s it w ill be shown below,
such diagram s give rise to sm all corrections to the spin
density, and can be neglected. Hence, them ain contribu-
tion com es from diagram s sin ilar to those n Figsd @)—
1(d). The corresponding spin polarization has the form
l X a r
5 TrGox 2@Gyig, T )1 ®)
pik

The finctions G, are mally represented by the
Fourider expansion of Eq. [§) with respect to r and r°
providing that the respective average valies G @ (r;r0)
are substituted nstead ofG © (r; ") . Evaliating the pair
products of such filnctions in [8), one should take into ac—
count only term s up to the second order w ith respect to
the scattering potentialU .

Thevertices , (@) and T (o) can be easily calculated.
A s it was discussed in Ref. [14, due to considerable can—
cellation of diagram s which is known from literature on
the spin-Halle ect, T (p) acquiresa quite sin ple orm in
a specialcase ofRashba SO I.N am ely,

e
T)= —p E: )
m

In tstum, () is expressed in tem s of the di usion
propagator. Indeed, ket us represent this vertex using

abasisof bur2 2matrices ° = 1land = !wih
i= x;y;z.Then, ,(g) can be written as
X
.@= D@ ®; b= 0;x;yiz 10)

b

where D % () are the m atrix elm ents of the di usion
propagator satisfying the spin di usion equation, as it
was described In R ef. |6 and references therein. T he non—
diagonalelem ent D ?° (q) appears due to the spin-charge
m xing and i is zero for SO I of quite general form , In—
cluding the R ashba interaction?°2223 | F mally, from [8),
using [@) and [I0), we express S, (@) in the om

X
S, @)= D*" @)I" @); a1
n=xjy;z
where I" ()
n e X n r
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The function I" () has a sin ple physicalm eaning. For
n = x;y;z i represents a source of spin polarized par-
ticles em itting from the target im purity. Their further

di usion and spin relaxation result in the observable po—
larization. T his source term feature is conceptually sim i-
lar, though di erent in its context, to the originalcharge
cloud consideration when SO I is not present and B olz—
m ann equation is used to describe the subsequent back-
ground scattering®32¢ . Forq 1!  ky the source can

be expanded in powers of q. T herefore, the wavevector
Independent tem s represent the delta source located at

ri, while the linear in g tem s are associated w ih the

gradient of the delta-fiinction. Below we will keep only

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

I" () and assum e, for sin plicity, the short range scatter—
ing potential U (r), so that its k-th Fourder transform is

sinply Uexp( ik ;i) where U is a constant. Further,

I" (@) can be w ritten as

I"Q) =@+ I a; 13)

where I; and I, are of the st and the second order
w ith respect to the scattering potential U, respectively.
A ccordingly, I; and I, are represented by Figs. 1 @),1 )

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

G reen functions G o, in [I2) we cbtain
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w here
X
= ilm [
k

Gil= iNg (16)

In our ollow Ing consideration we let the x-axis to be par-
allelw ith theelectric eld, and the z-axisto be perpendic—
ularto the 2DEG . T he system H am iltonian is sym m etric
under a sym m etry operation com bining a re ection from
the plane perpendicular to the y-axis, that means py, !

R, and a unitary transormation *!  , * . Ap-
plying this transfom ation to [I2) one can easily see that
Fkig)= Tk @) I"&kix)= Tx; g)and

¥ (i) = I¥ (@&; @).M aking use of another symm e~

1

try operation py ! BrPy ! R and *! .t
we obtaln I* (g;q) = I*( @; q), I*(kig) =
P( q; q) and IV (&;g) = IY( g; g). From

these relations it is easy to see that expansion of I* into
pow er series starts from linear n g tem s, while the lead-
ing term in I¥Y is const and the next one is quadratic in
d. On this reason only const will be taken into account
in I¥. The expansion of I* starts from & q,, and this
source com ponent w ill be neglected.

Calculation of I; and I, given by Egs. [14),[I5) is
based on the standard linearization near the Fem i level,
thus ignoring band e ects giving rise to am all correc—
tions h, =Er; =Er . Further, the di usion approx-—
In ation is valid at g 1=1. At the same tine, the
characteristic lengthscale is determm ined by the soin re-
laxation length 1, which is the distance a particle dif-
fuses during the D ’yakonov-Perel spin relaxation tin e

so = 407 )'. The corresponding di usion length
Lo = p—so,whereD = v =2isthedi usion constant.
Hence, o, = v =hy, . Takingg 1=], one ndsthatthe
di usion approxin ation isvalid ifh, = 1. Therefore,
w ithin this approxin ation we w ill retain only the leading
powers of hy, = 1. In such a way, direct calculation
of I} with the G reen finctions and SO I given by Egs.
[I) and [), respectively, show s that both I and If are
an allby a factor =Ep . For exam ple, using the relation

- @ -
r=a,2 r=a
= G 17
) e, C* 7)
which ©llows from [7), evaliating If at g= 0, one can
represent the corresponding sum in [I4) as

X
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In case of Rashba SOI wih the constant coupling
strength and energy independent param eters ;m and
N, the sum [18) is equalto 0. Otherwise, it is nite,
but an all due to the an ooth energy dependence of these
param eters. Sin ilar analysis, although not so straight-
forward, can be applied to I7, which is linear in g. The
am allness of I¥ can be also seen from Ref. |14 where the

linear in U contrdbution to the soin density was associ-
ated w ith fast Friedel oscillations. It is clear that their
Fourier transform w illbe sn allin the range of g kF1 .

At the same tine I} and I} are not zero. They are
given by

0

¥ = vgN rm hlz(F—3
0
_ . 2
7 = lquNFhkFF
I* = 0; 19)
where °= NyU? and v4y = eE =m is the electron

drift velocity. If the target im purity is represented by
one of the random scatterers, we get 0= =n;, where
n; is the densiy of in purities.

In the above calculation we did not take into account
the diagram s shown in Figs. 1 ()1 (f) and those sin ilar
to them . &t can be easily seen that such diagram s contain
I asa factor. For exam pl, the sum ofdiagram sat Fi.
1@)-l () contains as a multiplier the sum of diagram s
shown at Figs. 1 @)-1 o). Therefore, such diagram s are
an allby the sam e reason as I{‘ are, at least, iIn them ost
In portant range of £ 1! . Particularly in this range
ofan allf thedi usion propagatorbetween the two scat—
tering events in Figs. 1 (e)-1 (f) becom es large.

Now one can combine the source I" with the di usion
propagator to nd from Eq. [[1) the shape of the spin
cloud around a single scatterer. Taking into account [19),
Eq. [I) is transom ed into

0
wN g hy_ >3 (gD ** @) 2m D *¥ ()]:
(20)
The matrix ekments D ¥ (q) satisfy the spin di usion
equation®24

Sz (CI) =

1)
where the m atrix ' detemm ining the D yakonov-P erel
soin relaxation rates is given by

=4 n"ni K hy i; @2)
w ith angular brackets denoting averaging over the Fem i
surface. In the case of Rashba SO I, Eq. @, one gets
=4 hf and **= ¥¥=2h! .Thelasttem in
Ths of [21) is associated w ith spin precession n SO I eld.
It has the form
X

R™ = 4 " PR i @3)
P
For the Rashba SO I the nonzero com ponents are
X ) X )
i R"™Mqg = 1 R*™qg =4Dm qg;: (24)
m m

W e ignored n [2I) a small term which gives rise to the
spin-charge m xing®2223, Thism &xing is already taken



Spin Density (in arb. unit)

FIG .2: Spatialdistribution of S, com ponent ofthe spin den-
sity around a single scatterer. T he unit of length = 1L,

nto account in the source tem because I" forn = x;y;2z
describes the source of the gpin polarization In response
to the ekctric eld. From Egs. [21)-[24) one nds

1 F+ 1

D ZZ —

2h} 2@+ 2)@+ 1) 44

1 21
Dzy — Dyz — = lqy
2hi 2 @+ 2+ 1) 44
1 + 2

DY = > o ; (25)
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where 2g = l,gq denotes the din ensionless wavector.

Substituting 29) into 20) we nally nd

m 0 g @ + 3)
S, = 2i Np — ;@6
N T g ey ag &
and
. m 0 @B + 2) )
mET N T g gr a0 Y

To restore the conventionalunits we added ~ nto [28)—
27). The z com ponent of the spin density in real space
is shown In Fig2. A ccording to expectations it has the
shape of a dipole ordented perpendicular to the electric

eld. Its spatial behavior is detemm ined by the single
param eter 1., which gives the range of exponential de—
cay ofthe soin polarization w ith Increasing distance from
an mpurity. The S, com ponent averaged over im pu-—
rity positions gives the uniform bulk polarization. It is
Interesting to note that when the target in purities are
identical to background ones ( °= ), the so obtaned
uniform polarization S, i o coincides w ith the electric
soin ordentation!? Sy, = 2vym N p=~.

ITII. SPIN ACCUMULATION IN A
SEM IINFIN ITE SYSTEM

In this section we w ill consider a sam iin nite electron
gasy > Obounded aty = 0 by aboundary parallelto the
electric eld. Ourgoalis to calculate a combined e ect
of spin clouds from random im purities. Tt is In portant to
note that summ ation of soin dipoles from m any scatter—
ersdoesnot result in a m agnetic potential gradient in the
bulk ofthe sam pl. This is principally di erent from the
Landauer charge dipoles which are associated w ith the
m acroscopic electric  eld. The origin of such a distinc-
tion can be inm ediately seen from [26). The m agnetic
potential, asitwasde ned in Sec., isproportionalto S, .
Taking its gradient one gets g, S, . A fler averaging over
in purity positionsg ! 0, so that g¢,S, ! 0. It happens
due to soin relaxation, which providesat g= 0 a nie
value of the denom inator in [28). At the same tine, 1n
case of the charge cloud, the denom inator of the particlke
di usion propagator is proportional to ¢. Hence, the
corresponding gradient of the electrochem ical potential
(lectric eld) is niteat g= 0. A though the buk m ag-
netic potential is zero, one can not expect that i w illalso
be zero near an interface. In order to calculate the spin
polarization near the boundary, Eq.2I) with g =  ir
and 2 (r) i3 In the rhs. has to be solved using ap—
propriate boundary conditions. W ith the so obtamned
D 9 (r), the resultant spin density induced by in purities
placed at points ry is given by Eq.[I)

Z
D I ¢

X
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w here the source term is obtained by the inverse Fourier
transform of [I9):

1 X
L, = vNem hiF . T n)
1 X
o) = wNghi —S— L @ xz)
T2 °nj N Qy
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wherethe relation %= =n; isused because we assum ed
that the target in purities are identical to the random

ones. The m acroscopic polarization is obtained by av—
eraging of [28) and [29) over in purity positions. A fter
averaging over x; and the sam in nie region y > 0 the
i polarization source [29) transfom sto ID, (v):

y 2 1
Iav (y) = vwNgrm hk[‘ -
z 2 1
L, ) = wNrhp a )F : (30)
It ©llow s from [28) that the correspondingm ean value

ofthe soin polarization S,y (v) satis esthedi usion equa—
tion [2I)) with the source 2 I, (v) In its rhs. The so ob-
tained di usion equation, however, is not com plete. O ne



should take into account that the boundary itself can
create the interface spin polarization. M ost easily it can
be done in the fram ework of the Boltzm ann approach.
In tem s of the Bo]t%nann function the spin density is
ge ned as Sy ) = x 9k » and the charge density as

« 9 - The equation for the Bolzm ann function can be
written in the form (see eg. Ref.|25)

(0)

@
Vy I yJx + 2(gk h)+ eEx @g]:x
1
= — Sz ) *) i (1)
where Sg y) = €  Ep)Sa &Ny and g =

h E Er ) is the equilbrium Bolzm ann function.
T he tem s proportionalto the charge com ponent of the
Bolzm ann fiinction have been om itted in [31]) due to the
system localelectroneutrality, at least In the scale ofthe
m ean free path, which is the am allest characteristic scale
of gy spatialvariations. T he spin polarization source as—
sociated w ith the boundary is given by a direct action of
the electric eld, w ithout taking into account secondary
scattering from im purities. Hence, the tem w ith S,y )
in rhs. ofEq. [3l) can be ignored. A Iso, the boundary
Independent bulk part of gy has to be subtracted from
the general solution of [ZI). The so obtained interface
Bolzm ann fiinction will be denoteg as gk ir- T he corre—
soonding soin density is Sie(y) = x 9kif. In order to
calculate gy s, Eq. [BI) has to be supplam ented w ith the
boundary condiion. Fora hard wallsoecularly re ecting
boundary the condition is sin ply

Tkyiky k=0 = Thkys ky k=0 ¢ (32)

T his condition m eans that the spin ordentation does not
change after specular re ection from the interface. The
solution of Eq. [3l) satisfying [32) can be easily ound.
Asa resul, up to o( ?) we obtain

SLy) = Sk =0

Si) = 8v4 2 m Bp)e ¥ 5 1 (33)

W ithin the di usion approxim ation the second of these
equations represents a delta source of the soin polariza—
tion with intensity

Z

4 2 1
- dySiz(y) = vaNphy —
0

(34)

T his source is exactly of the sam e m agnitude, but oppo-
site In sign to the spin polarization em erging from in —
purities, that is represented by the ntegralof2 I, (y),
with IZ (y) given by Eq. [B0). Taking into account that
both sources are located at the interface, so that they
cancel each other, one sees that only y-com ponent of the
source originating from In puriy scattering retains in the

di usion equation which acquires the form

@2sZ Qsy
& 4m —= gm? s = 0

Qy Qy

@*sY @Sz 2

e =L+ 4m —@av 4m * ?s¥, = 5569
y y

The buk solution of this equation is SZ, = 0 and
sy, 3 = 2 eENy , that coincides w ith the polar-
ization obtained from [26)-27) atg! 0.

In order to calculate the spin polarization near the in—
terface we em ply the hard wallboundary conditions®€-
or [33). Such boundary conditions can be easily cb—
tained from Eq. [3I) by perform ing its summ ation over
k and Integrating from y = 0 to som e point vy, placed at
the distance m uch larger than 1, but still an all com pare
to Io. A sinple analysis of Eq. [31) shows that up to
o( ?) the sum over k of the vector product in the 1hs.
of [BI) can be neglcted, whilke the rh.s and the tem
containing the electric eld tum to zero identically. Asa
resul, we get

X 1 X
Ky Tk, ik, I=vo = o (36)

k k

1 K ) .
o y Tk ky =0 °

A ccording to [37), the above sum iszeroaty = 0. Hence,
it isalso zeroaty = yp. T he latter sum coincidesw ith the
spin current w ithin its conventionalde nitio®, where a
contrbution associated with the charge density due to
the second tem ofthe velocity operator [3) is ignored in
an electroneutral system . U sing the gradient expansion
of [BIl) this current can easily be expressed?® through
SJ,3-0, its y derivative and the last tem in the lhs.
of [31). In this way one arrives to the boundary con-
ditions from Ref. 16,8)9. W e generalize these conditions
by adding possible e ects of the surface spin relaxation
(see also Ref.|10). These additional term s are character—
ized by the two phenom enologicalparam eters , and .
Finally we obtain

SZ

ijﬂﬁ dm 6L0 S)= .55 0
y
Y

D@Sivy(y)jj:O 2bm SZ 0= ,SL 0): @7)

O ne can easily see from [35), 37) and B thatat ., =
0 the hom ogeneous buk solution SZ, = 0;SY (0) = Sy
tums out to be the solution ofthe di usion equation ev—
erywhere at y > 0. T herefore, In this particular case the
z-com ponents of spin clouds from m any in purities com —
plktely cancel each other and there is no spin accum ula—
tion near the interface, in agreem ent w ith Refs. 16,7)8)9.
Atthe sametine, when ;% 0 the out ofplane com po—
nent of the spin density is not zero. In the case of weak
surface relaxation ; D =l one obtains from [37)-[39)

. 1
55,0)= 035 ; & ——;

(38)



where we Inserted ~ to restore conventionalunits. It is
Interesting to note that in such a regin e of an allenough

; the surface polarization does not depend on the soin-—
orbit constant.

Iv. SPIN-HALL RESISTANCE AND ENERGY
D ISSIPATION

As it was de ned in the Introduction, the interface
spin-H all resistance is given by

Sz, 0)
= =—; (39)
sH NFJ
where j is the DC current density, j = E, wih the

D rude conductivity = ne? =m . The so de ned spin-
H all resistance is closely related to the additional energy
dissipation which takes place due to spin accum ulation
and relaxation near interfacesofa sam ple. Indeed, aswas
shown In Ref. 6, the spin accum ulation is associated w ith
a ocorrection to the electric conductivity of DC current

ow Ing in the x direction. ForR ashba SO Ithe correction
to the current density has the form

e °kfesZ
2 @y

1) = (40)

4m

This expression is nie within the distance ¢ from
the Interface. A fter integration over y one obtains a cor-
rection to the electric current

e kZ

I= ——8L0):

(41)

T he corresponding interface energy dissipation (per the
unit of the interface length) can be expressed from [39)
and [I) as

m
W= IE=— % Rg F: 2)

o~
Th its tum, Rgy can be determ ;ned from Eq. [38). It

can be easily seen that W > 0if , > 0.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Sum m arizing the above results, w ithin the drift di u-
sion theory we found out that the ntrinsic spin-Halle ect

Induces In 2DEG a nonequilbrium spoin densiy around
a spin independent isotropic elastic scatterer. The z-
com ponent of this density has a shape of a dipolk di-
rected perpendicular to the extemal electric eld, whilke
theparallelto 2D EG polarization is isotropic. D ue to the
D 'yakonov-P erel spin relaxation, the spin density decays
exponentially at a distance largerthan the spin-orbit pre—
cession length. N otew orthy, that such a cloud exists even
In the case ofthe R ashba spoin-orbit interaction when the
m acroscopic son current is absent. W e also calculated
the m acroscopic spin density near an interface from tak-—
Ing the sum of clouds due to m any scatterers and inde—
pendently averaging over their positions. Surprisingly,
In the case of the hard wall boundary, the so calculated
spdn polarization exactly coincides w ith that found from
the drift di usion or Bolzm ann equation8”22 . In this
case the out of plane com ponent of the spin polarization
is zero, while the parallel polarization is a constant de—
temm ned by the electric spin orientationt®. Besides the
hard wall boundary we also considered a m ore general
boundary condition containing the interface spin relax-—
ation, or the spin leaking tem . For such a general case
S?* 6 0. This polarization can be associated with the
localm agnetic potential, because the system attains its
Jocal equilbrium within the S? spatial variation scal,
which ismuch larger than 1. The m agnetic potential, in
its tum, is related to the D C electric current density via
the Interface spin-H all resistance. T he latter was shown
to detem Ine the additional energy dissipation due to re—
laxation of the son polarization near the Interface.

Besides conventional sem iconductor quantum wells,
the resuls of this work can be applied to m etal adsor—
bate systam s w ith strong Rashba type soin splitting in
the surface states?®. In this case the spin cloud can be
measured by STM wih a m agnetic tip.
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