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Scattering on the lateral one-dim ensional superlattice w ith spin-orbit coupling
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The problem of scattering of the two-din ensional electron gas on the lateral one-dim ensional
superlattice both having di erent strengths of Rashba spin-orbit coupling is investigated. The
scattering is considered for all the electron states on a given Fem i level. T he distrdbbution of spin
density com ponents along the superlattice is studied for the transm itted states w here the form ation
of standing waves is observed. It is found that the shape of spin density distrbution is robust
against the variations of the R ashba coupling constants and the Fem i level in the electron gas.

PACS numbers: 7225Dc, 7225M k, 7321Cd

I. NTRODUCTION

In two-dimensional sem iconductor heterostructures
the spin-orbi (SO ) Interaction is usually dom inated by
the Rashba coupling® com ing from the structure -
version asymm etry of con ning potential and e ective
m ass di erence. The Interest to these structures is re—
lated to the possible e ects iIn charge and spoin transport
which produce novel ideas on the soin control in sem i
conductor structures and give rise to the applications of
spintronics? The idea to controlthe spin orientation in
the beam ofparticles by m eans of SO coupling has been
proposed in tem s of spin optics3? T particular, the
scattering on the border of two halfspaces each having
a di erent value of SO coupling constants was studied 2
Tt was shown that the soin ordentation in transm itted
wave strongly depends on the chirality of the incident
one as well as on the anglk of Incidence and the angles
of total re ection exist. Later the sam e authors applied
their results for the case of spin polarizing in a system
consisted of ballistic and di usive regions One of the
possible ways to control the band and the spin structure
isto apply the gated structuresw ith extemally tuned pe—
riodic electric potential. In our recent paper we studied
quantum states and the electron spin distrbution in a
system combining the spin-splitting phenom ena caused
by the SO interaction and the extemal periodic electric
potential® In the present paper m e m ake an extensive
use of these resuls for investigation of the problem of
scattering or 2D EG w ith Rashba SO coupling on the SO
superlattice. W e solve the scattering problem on the SO
superlattice occupying a halfspace and study the trans—
m ited states as a function of the Fem i energy of the
Incom Ing states. For the tranam itted states the space
distrbbution of spin density com ponents is calculated for
di erent values of R ashba coupling on both sides of the
Interface, for various am plitudes of the Fermm i level posi-
tion n the 2DEG .

T he paper is organized as follow s. In Sec.IIwe fomu—
late the scattering problem and describe the incom ing,
re ected, and transm itted states. W e also brie y discuss
the structure ofthe eigenstates ofthe SO superlattice. In
Sec.IIT the space distribbution of spin density in the trans-
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FIG.1l: Geometry of scattering of 2DEG with Rashba SO

interaction on the spin-orbit lateral superlattice. The in—
com ng ; and re ected , spinors are the eigenstates of
R ashba H am iltonian w ith spin-orbit coupling constant 1 and
w avevectors belonging to the sam e Fem icontour. T he trans—
m itted states : are the Bloch spinors corresponding to an—
other spin-orbit coupling constant .

m Itted state is calculated, and di erent cases of R ashba
coupling on both sides ofthe interface are discussed. The
concluding rem arks are given in Sec.IV .

II. THE SCATTERING PROBLEM

W e consider the scattering of electrons w ith spin-orbit
coupling constant 1 on the one-din ensionalsuperlattice
occupying a halfspace x > 0 and also having a soin—
orbi Rashba termm with another value of Rashba cou—
pling constant ,. The incom ing and re ected soinors
are the eigenstates of Rashba Ham iltonian and belong
to the sam e Fem i energy of the 2D electron gas. The
tranam itted states are the B loch spinorsw ith each ofthe
com ponents possessing the B loch theorem . In addition
to the energy, the k, component of the m om entum is
conserved since the system is hom ogeneous in the y di-
rection, as it is shown schem atically in Fig[dl.

T he halfspace x < 0 is the sam iconductor structure
with 2DEG characterized by the e ective massm and
Rashba soin orbit coupling strength ;. The quantum
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states here are the eigenstates of the Rashba Ham iltto—
nian £, = p?*=2m + 1 ("xBy YPx) where h = 1.
T he eigenstates of this H am iltonian are two-com ponent
soinors 1= ¢ =e** 1; e = 2where = land
= agl, ik ]. The energy ofthe state isEg k; )=
£ 4+ k. It should be stressed that this wavefinction
does not exhibit any spin texture S; = Y7, , ie. it de—
term Ines a uniform space distrbution of all spin density
com ponents S, = ©os o, Sy, = sih o, and S, 0.
The idea of the system setup in Figlll is to convert this
uniform distrdbution into a non-trivial spin texture by
using a superlattice.

T he incom Ing state is scattered on the border of the
SO superlattice occupying the area at x > 0. In the keft
part of the space x < 0 there is the re ected state which
is the linear combination of all eigenstates of Rashba
Ham iltonian w ith the sam e energy as the Incom ing state
and wih kx < 0. The wavevector m odules are equal to
ki = 2mE+ m )2 m 1, and the ky component
for eachqkl;z at xed k, is given by the usual relation

kiox = ki, K. Thus, the re ected state at x < 0
has the ollow ing form :
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Here the phases are de ned by the m om entum com po—
nentsas 1, = argky, ik;x]and r;;; arethe re ection
coe cients which w illbe found below .

On the right-hand side in Figll at x > 0 the trans-
m itted electrons travel trough the SO superlattice. T he
tranam itted state is the linear com bination of the eigen—
states ofthe SO superlattice w ith the energy and k, equal
to those ofthe Incom ing state:
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w here the coe cientsc j can be found from the boundary
conditions. The wavefunctions (k;;k,) are the Bloch
elgenstates of the Ham iltonian in the SO superlattice
having the fom 2
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S
sk = a‘, (k)—P? oin 7 = 1 @)

where ky; is the quasimom entum in the 1D Brillouin
zone =a k =a, s is the band number, and
n = amgk, ik x]. The coe clents a °, are found by
diagonalization of the superlattice Ham iltonian in the
basis of Rashba spinors. The 1D superlattice poten—
tial In our problem can be chosen in the sim plest form

V X) = Vg os(2 x=a) where a is the superlattice period
and Vy is the potential strength.

T he scattering on the interface at x = 0 isdescribed by
the boundary conditions. For the problem considered in
the paper these conditions have the form of the continu—
ity equationswhich follow from the Schrodinger equation
and can be w ritten as

QH P«
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The equations [@) link the wavefinction ;+ . at the
kft halfspace x < 0 and the wavefinction . atthe right

halfspace x > 0. Since both ofthe equations in [@) are
w ritten for two-com ponent spinors, one has a system of
four algebraic inhom ogeneous equations describing the
scattering which can be easily solved.

T he quantum num bersw hich rem ain to be good during
the scattering on 1D superlattice are the k, com ponent
ofthe m om entum and the energy of the lncom ing state.
Here one has to distinguish the case when the energy of
the lncom ing stateat xed k, isw ithin the lin itsofone of
the superlattice bands and w hen this energy corresponds
to a gap in the superlattice spectrum . The rst case cor-
responds to the solution of system [§). For the second
case the solution to the Schrodinger equation isnot nite
on the whole x axis and thus there are no states which
propagate from the scattering interface through the su-
perlttice. W e callsuch case asa case oftotalre ection In
analogy w ith optical scattering. &t should be m entioned
that such e ect wasalready observed forthe scattering of
theR ashba stateson the interface betw een tw o areasw ith
di erent SO constant The states which do not propa-
gate through the superlattice and are localized at the
Interface border are known as Tamm states. Such states
were studied previously both in buk crystals’® and later
in the superlattices?2%2! In the latter case it was shown
that typically the Tamm states decay inside the superlat—
tice on the length of severalperiodsw ith di erent results
varying from two - three’ to ve - seven!! lattice pe-
riods. In our case these results mean that the typical
penetration length of Tamm states w ill be of the order
0f 100 =700 nm which is substantially sm aller than the
total length of superlattices actually used in the present
experin ents. Hence, there w ill be no detection of such
states w ith the possible device m ounted after the super—
lattice. Thus, we neglect the Tamm states localized at
the interface and consider only the B loch statesw ih the
energy belonging to the bands of the superlattice which
w ere discussed above.



ITII. SPIN TEXTURE OF THE TRANSM ITTED
STATE

W hen the transam itted state [2) is fiilly determ ined, one
can calculate the space distrbution of the soin density

Y~ for the tranam itted state which depends on the
w avevector and polarization of the incident state. In a
realexperin ental setup of 2D EG structure the electrons
occupy not a single state wih a given wavevector and
polarization but all of the states on the Fem i kevel, as
it is shown schem atically in Fig[l. The elctrons w ith
ky > 0 travelto the scattering interface and take part In
the scattering process. T hus, it is reasonable to calculate
the spin density for allthe electronsw ith a chosen Fem 1
energy and k, > 0 giving us the soin density distrdbution
w hich can be actually probed by a detector,
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Since the system is hom ogeneous In the y direction, one
m ay consider only the x -dependence of [7) which m ay
show som e non-trivialspin texture along the superlattice.
A s it was m entioned above, the Incident state of2DEG

w ith R ashba spin-orbit coupling has a space-independent
sodn density distribution. Below we shall see that a non-—
uniform spoin density distrbution which can be actually
probed by a detectorm ay be created by scattering on the
SO superlattice.

First, let us consider a case when the Rashba cou-
pling constant ; In the 2DEG on the kft is substantially
an aller than the param eter , in the superlattice. This
situation corresponds, for exam ple, to the G aA sbased
structure attached to the ThA sbased SO superlattice.
The results for the soin densiy distrbution along the
superlattice or ; = 0: , areshown in Figl forthe am —
plitude of the perdodic potentialVy = 5m eV and for the
valies of the Fem ienergy Er = 10meV and Er = 30
m eV of the Incident state. The upper plot on each g-
ure show sthe (S4;S,) profctions of the spin density [1)
while the lower one dem onstrates the space dependence
of (Sx;Sy) com ponents. T he space distance on the plot is
m easured In units of superlattice period a = 60 nm and
starts at n 1 which m eans that the spin detector is
lIocated far away from the superhttice border. The soin
texture in F igll has several rem arkable features. F irst of
all, i has a non-zero com ponent S, which is absent in
spin density of the uniform 2DEG with Rashbg SO cou-
pling. A s for the spin expectation values ;= Sidx Por
our problem ,onehasin general y = ,=0and 6 0
which follows from the symm etry considerations of the
system (see Figlll). Thdeed, the system is symm etrical
w ith respect to y sign reversalwhich m eans for Rashba
SO coupling that 4 = 0. The Rashba SO interaction
also can not create the z polarization of 2D EG and thus

, = 0, as in the initial state. It should be noted that
a sin ilar feature was observed previously for the eigen-
states In the SO superlattices at given quantum num bers
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FIG . 2: Spin texture along the superlattice for the R ashba
constant , = 3 10 1 eVm inside and 1 = 01 , outside
the superlattice. The periodic potential am plitude Vo = 5
meV and the Fem ienergy is (@) Er = 10 meV and (©)
Ef = 30mev.

(kx ;ky) In the B rillouin zone? T he only sym m etry break—
Ing caused by the scattering interface cancels the x sign
reversal sym m etry, m aking only the stateswih ky > 0
to be actually scattered. T hus, one can see in Fig[d and
below in Fig[d that one sign of Sy (x) dom inates, leading
in those cases to a nonzero expectation value . The
other reason is that the contributions to the soin expec—
tation value  from two parts of Femn i contours of the
Rashba bandswih = 1 (see FidI) do not com pen—
sate each other due to the distance 2m ; between the
Fem iradii. Another interesting feature of the spin den—
sity distrdoution in Fig[ is that it does not repeat itself
on the distance of one superhttice period. The expla-
nation is that the tranam ited state [J) consists of the
B loch spinorsw ith di erent ky com ponents of the quasi-
mom entum providing the di erent partial wavelengths.
A sone can see from F g, the approxin ate space perdod
for the spin density is about several superlattice periods
and, as our calculations have show n, does not depend on
particular starting point x = na ifthe condition n lis
satis ed. The latter m eans that the spin densiy detec-
tor is located far away from the scattering border, as it
is supposed to be In realexperim ents. T his circum stance
allow s to neglect the In uence of the second right-hand
border of the superhttice while solving the scattering
problem .
Now we tum our attention to the opposite case , =
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FIG . 3: Spin texture along the superlattice for the Rashba
constant 1 = 3 10 ' eVm outside and , = 0:1 . Inside
the superlattice. The periodic potential am plitude Vo = 5
meV and the Fem ienergy is (@) Er = 10 meV and (©)
Er = 30mev.

01 ; which can be realized experim entally, for exam —
pl, by the G aA sbased SO superlattice attached to the
InA sbased 2D EG . T he results for the soin density distri-
butionsarepresented in F ig[3. A gain one can see the sin —
ilarity between all the spin density textures in F ig[3 and
Figl. The integral spin density distriution [7) m ain—
tains qualitatively the sam e form for di erent values of
system param eters since it is sensible only to the global
characteristics of the energy spectrum ofthe superlattice

which rem ain unchanged under variation of the Fem i
Jevel position and Rashba coupling strength. W e have
also observed that the resuls presented above are qual-
ftatively the sam e for di erent values of the superlattice
potential. Such robust soin density shape indicates that
the e ects discussed in the paper should survive under
various perturbations w hich were left out of the scope in
the present work such as defects and nite tem perature.
T hisconclusion can be Justi ed further ifwem ention that
the energy scale ofthe problem studied above belongs to
the interval of 10 :::30 m €V, which m eans that the ef-
fects discussed in the paper should be clearly observable
at helium , and possbly also at nitrogen tem peratures.
IVvV. CONCLUSIONS

W ehave studied the scattering oftw o-din ensionalelec—
tron gas on the one-dim ensional superlattice where the
spin-orbit coupling was taken into account for both sys—
tem s. T he space distribution of spin density com ponents
was calculated for di erent values ofR ashba coupling on
both sides of the interface and for various Fem 1 level
position. The observed shape of soin density standing
waves is found to be insensitive to particular valies of
the electron Fermm ienergy and R ashba coupling strength
Indicating that the e ects discussed in the paper should
survive under various perturbations such as defects and

nite tem perature. The scake of energy involved in the
processes discussed in the paper m akes the resuls to be
prom ising for experim ental observation.
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