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W e present a general unifying theory f©or spin polarization decay due to the Interplay of spin
precession and m om entum scattering that is applicable to both spin-1/2 electrons and spin-3/2 holes.
O urtheory allow s us to identify and characterize a w ide range of qualitatively di erent regim es. For
strongm om entum scattering or slow spin precession we recovertheD 'yakonov-P erelresul, according
to which the spin relaxation tim e is inversely proportionalto them om entum relaxation tim e. O n the
other hand, we nd that, n the ballistic regin e the carrier spin polarization show s a very di erent
qualitative behavior. In system s with isotropic spin splitting the spin polarization can oscillate
inde nitely, while in system sw ith anisotropic spin splitting the soin polarization is reduced by spin
dephasing, which is non-exponentialand m ay result in an incom plete decay ofthe spin polarization.
For weak m om entum scattering or fast spin precession, the oscillations or non-exponential spin
dephasing arem odulated by an exponentialenvelope proportionalto them om entum relaxation tim e.
N evertheless, even in this case In certain system s a fraction of the spin polarization m ay survive
at long tin es. Finally it is shown that, despite the qualitatively di erent nature of spin precession
In the valence band, spin polarization decay In spin-3/2 hole system s has m any sin ilarities to its

counterpart in spin-1/2 electron system s.

I. NTRODUCTION

The achievem ent of a lasting spin polarization has
been a Iong-standing goalin sem iconductorphysics. Suc—
cessfill e orts to generate a spin polarization m agnet—
ically, optically and electrically, have yielded a steady
stream of novel physics and prom ising applicationsi=
Ferrom agnetic sem iconductors are edging tow ards room
tem perature® and spih currents have been m easured
directly? Successes such as these have tumed sem icon-
ductor spin electronics nto a vibrant and rew arding area
of research, as well as a prom isihg candidate for novel
Infom ation processing m ethods.

Both for findam entalphysics and for technologicalap—
plications, it is In portant to know how tom aintain a spin
polarization once it is generated. T herefore, a detailed
understanding of the m echanism s leading to spin polar-
ization decay is critical n all areas m entioned above. In
the retum to equilbrium of an excess spin polarization
soin-orbit interactionsplay an in portant role. Spin-orbit
coupling alw ays gives rise to spin precession, and the in-
terplay of spin precession and m om entum scattering is
frequently the m aln cause of spin polarization decay 22~
A spin polarization in a sam iconductor m ay also decay
via spin  Ips induced by mom entum scattering or by
exchange Interactions, though these m echanisn s have a
m ore lin ited range of applicability /&2 10

relaxation n
system s has received

spin-1/2 elec—
considerable

Spin
tron

the product of the frequency  tin es the m om entum
relaxation tine . In the ballistic (clean) regime
no scattering occurs and the tem perature tends to
absolute zero, so that , ! 1 . The weak scattering
regin e is characterized by fast soin precession and little
momentum scattering due to, eg. a slight increase
In temperature, yielding p 1. In the strong
mom entum scattering regime

E kctron system s are often In the strong scattering
regine. In this case the main mechanisn leading to
soin polarization decay is the D yakonovPerel DP)
m echanisn 227 which was shown to be dom inant over a
w ide range of tem peratures’ and, for particular fom s of

k), to kad to a noticeable anisotropy in the relaxation
tin es or di erent spin com ponentst324 and anisotropic
spin diusiond? M ost past work has concentrated on
this regin e. On the other hand, In recent years state—
oftheart technology has enabled the growth of ballis—
tic sam ples which have been at the forefront of spin—
related experin entsd? Yet spin polarization decay in
ballistic spin-1/2 system s has received com parably little
attentiont292! and has been considered recently m ostly
in the context of spin transport in an electric eld 1748

For soin—3/2 holes the spin-orbit interaction cannot be
written as an e ective eld, and spin precession is quali-
tatively di erent 22 Since spin-orbit coupling ism ore in —
portant in the valence band, hole spin lnform ation is lost
faster, and the relative strengths of spin-orbit coupling
and m om entum scattering can vary. Yet soin relaxation

attention .5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27,283fspj1'1—3/2 holes has also been studied to a lesser extent,

For elkctrons the soh-orbit interaction can al
ways be represented by a Zeeam an-lke Ham iltonian
H = (~=2)
soin wih an e ective wave vector-dependent m agnetic

eld (). The electron spin precesses about this eld
w ith frequency j (&)J. An in portant param eter is

(k) describing the interaction of the

both experin entally®® and theoretically 83122333435 7
theory of spin relaxation valid for electrons and holes
In all regin es of m om entum scattering does not, to our
know ledge, exist to date.

W ith these observations In m Ind, we present in this
article a general unifying quantitative theory for the re—
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tum to equilbrium of excess soin polarizations in the
conduction and valence bands of sem iconductorsbrought
about by the interplay of spin precession and m om entum
scattering. W e do not rely on the assum ption, m ade in
m ost previousw ork 267841121314 15,1617 o . 1.
W e dem onstrate that soin polarization decay in di er—
ent regin es ofm om entum scattering in spin-1/2 electron
and spin—3/2 hole system s contains considerable rich and
novelphysics. For exam ple, soin polarization decay has
often been assum ed to be proportionaltoe ¥ s, where 4
is referred to as the spin relaxation tim e. H owever, if the
m agnitude of the spin-orbit interaction is anisotropic (@s
is usually the case in system s studied experim entally),
soin-polarization decay can occur even iIn the absence
of m om entum scattering. This process is characterized
by a non-exponential decay and is sensitive to the ini-
tial conditions, and cannot therefore be describbed by a
sodn relaxation tim e. W eak m om entum scattering intro-—
duces a spin relaxation tine s/  (unlke strong mo-
mentum scattering, which gives the welkknown®~ trend
s/ 1), yet even I the presence of weak m om en—
tum scattering a fraction of the polarization may sur-
vive at long tin es. It will em erge from our work that,
In the ballistic and weak m om entum scattering regin es,
the conoept of a spin relaxation tim e is of very lim ited
applicability and in generaldoes not provide an accurate
description of the physics of spin polarization decay.

W e em phasize that the results presented in this paper
are true for (delocalized) electron spins in any nonm ag-
netic solid w here spin-orbi coupling is in portant. Since
In today’s experin entsm obilities range overm any orders
ofm agnitude, the resuls presented are directly relevant
to ongoing state-ofthe-art research.

T he outline ofthis article isas follow s. In section IIwe
discuss the tin e evolution ofthe density m atrix, deriving
an equation which describes the retum to equilbrium of
a spin polarization. W e dem onstrate that in the general
case there exists a fraction ofthe spin polarization which
does not precess, and explain is relevance to the sub-—
sequent tin e evolution of the spin polarization. Section
11T is devoted to spin-1/2 electron system s, n which rst
the known D ’yakonov-Perel’ lim it is discussed, then the
com plex situations in the ballistic and weak m om entum
scattering regin es are presented. W e stress the in por—
tance of non-exponential decay and of incom plete spin
dephasing. F inally, in the last part we dem onstrate that,
although spin precession is qualitatively di erent In spin—
1/2 electron and spin-3/2 hole system s, gpin polarization
decay In these system s can be understood based on the
sam e fundam ental concepts.

II. TIME EVOLUTION OF THE DEN SITY
M ATR IX

W e assum e a nonequilbriim spoin polarization has
been generated in a hom ogeneous, unstructured system
and study is time evolution In the absence of exter—

nal elds. The system is described by a density m atrix,
which in principle hasm atrix elem ents diagonaland o —
diagonal In m om entum space. Since the spin operator
is diagonal in the wave vector k, we will only be con-—
cemed w ith the part of the density m atrix diagonal in
mom entum space, which isdenoted by . Henceforth, by
\density m atrix" we understand the part of the density
m atrix diagonal in wave vector.

The spin densiy is given by hSi trS = trsS ,
where S isthe soin operator, and the overline represents
averaging over directions in m om entum space. O nly the
isotropic part of the density m atrix is responsible for
spin population decay It is therefore convenient to di-
vide into = + g, where g is the anisotropic part of

. Based on the quantum Liouville equation, we obtain

an equation describing the tin e evolution of Ref.l8),
which In tum is split into a set of equations or and g
sim ilar to those found by P kus and T itkov:
¢ + ! H ;9] 0 (la)
—+ -Hjiql= 0; a
et~ 9
Qg i g @ i
—+—-Higl+ == — -—-H; &I (1b)
et~ I et ~

T hese equations hold both for spin-1/2 electrons and for
$in-3/2 holes. W e assum e elastic scattering by short—
range In purities, in plying that the collision term nvol/—
ing vanished and the rem ainder is proportionalto the
inverse of the scalarm om entum relaxation tin &® 1= .

B efore proceeding, we would like to m ake two rem arks
conceming the form of the scattering tem . Firstly, n
the presence of spin-orbi coupling both intraband and
Interband transitions exist, w hile we have assum ed a sin —
pli ed form of the scattering term . In the version of
the relaxation tin e approxin ation em ployed in thiswork
the soin splitting of the bands is not taken into account
In the scattering term . This approxim ation is justi ed
by the fact that spin eigenstates are generally not en—
ergy eigenstates, and it can be straightforw ardly shown,
based on the theory we present, that accounting explic—
itk for interband transitions w ill not change the fiinda—
m ental physics of spin polarization decay, rather i will
only give less transparent solutions. Furthem ore, spin—

Ip scattering in nonm agnetic system s is third-order in
the scattering potential and/or rst order in the ratio of
the spin-orbit splitting and the kinetic energy.

Secondly, it should be noted that, for degenerate carri-
ers, the retum to equilbriuim requires energy dissipation.
However, as noted above, In a nonm agnetic m aterial
w ith spin-orbit coupling the soin eigenstates character-
izing the nonzero spin polarization are not energy eigen—
states. On the other hand, unlke In, eg., nuclkar sys—-
tem s, the nonthem alenergy characterizing this nonequi-
IHboriim con guration is essentially a kinetic energy, but
it isnot in the spin degree of freedom . T herefore, energy
dissipation has no qualitative e ect for the m ain conclu—
sions In our paper.

A solution to Eq. [ID) can be obtained by m aking the
transom ation g= e ¥ g; e ¥, which is analogous



to the custom ary sw itch to the interaction picture. This
transform ation tums Eq. [I) into an equation forg;

% + % = E; (2)
et | . et
where ; isde nedby = e ®% ;&¥ ¥ Treatihgthe

RHS as a source tem , this equation allow s an analytical
solution using an integrating factor. Substituting this
solution into Eq. [[d) yields

2y

i

—+ = d%e ©VTre HE DT H,; (@] € O
et ~p o
i = iH t=~ iH t=~
= —e re H; ole ;
3)
where  is the Initialvalue (= 0). This equation is

them ain result of our paper. It describes the precession—
Induced decay of spin polarization In all regin es of m o—
m entum scattering for any nonm agnetic solid state sys—
tem with spin-orbit interactions. T his equation does not
anticipate any particular form of spin polarization decay,
such as exponential decay.

The form of the initial density matrix ( is inpor-
tant and lies at the root of the novel physics discussed
In this paper. In general o has two contrbutions,

0= okt o07.The component , commuteswih H
and isgiven by o = (tr oH=trH ?)H , In a generaliza—
tion of G ram -Schm idt orthogonalization. ¢, is sinply
the rem ainder, and it satis esthe condition tr ¢» H = 0.

ox Is a m atrix that is parallel to the Ham iltonian, and
representsthe fraction ofthe initial spin polarization that
does not precess, or altematively the fraction of the Ini-
tial spins that are In eigenstates ofthe H am ittonian. o,
isorthogonalto the H am ilttonian, and representsthe frac—
tion of the initial spin polarization that does precess.

III. SPIN-1/2 ELECTRON SYSTEM S

First we discuss Eq. [3) for spin-1/2 systems. The
Ham iltonian describbing spin-orbit coupling has the form
H = (~=2) k) and may be decomposed as =
2 h+s() ], where n represents the num ber density and
s (t) the spin polarization. E quation [3) has qualitatively
di erent solutions depending on the regin e under study,
and they are discussed in detailbelow .

A . Exponentialdecay in the strong m om entum
scattering regim e

A solution toEq. [3) characterizing relaxation isunder—
stood as exponential decay of the o () = e =t o,
where ¢ isgenerally a second-rank tensorthat represents
the Inverse of the spin relaxation tine 5. Such a sinpl
solution ofE g. [3) doesnot exist in general, but for strong
momentum scattering ( 1) theRHS ofEq. [@) can

be neglected. Then substituting ®r and H o Eq. B)
yields the DP expression®? for o, which m ay be writ-
ten as (g)i3 = p 2 i3 i 3 »Where ;3 = x;y;z.
Strong m om entum scattering yields exponential spin re—

laxation and the weltknown®” trend s/ ' .

B . O scillations in the ballistic regim e

P reviously, m ost analytical studies have focused on
strong m om entum  scattering 282314131817 W o will
show that the ballistic and weak m om entum scatter—
ing regin es are far m ore com plex 27283240 1n the bal
listic imit , ! 1 and Eq. () can be solved exactly
as () = e W= . gt 4 which can also be
cbtaihed from the quantum Licuville equation 2? This
determ ines the tin e evolution ofan iniial spin polariza—
tion st = 0) = s¢, ie. the component of s () along
Sp . For sim plicity s is here assum ed independent ofk;
a k-dependent distribbution would not change the resuls
qualitatively. From the solution for in theballistic lm it
we have

s s=0 ( $)%1cos t+ (7 8% @)
w here & denotes the unit vector in the direction ofa . The
last term correspondsto gy . It isbest to take a concrete
exam ple, such as the Ham iltonian of a 2D system on
a (001) surface with Inear Rashba?l and D ressehaus??
spin-orbit interactions, H = ( xky vka)+ (xky

yKy). We consider rst e ective elds () such that
the m agnitude j (k)j does not depend on the direc—
tion of k, for example etther = 0 or = 0 yilds
j &)j= (). In this case the initial spin polarization
will sin ply oscillate w ith frequency . It is helpfil to
visualize a population of spins on the Fem isurface, all
Initially pointing up. If j (k)Jjisthe sam e at allpointsk
on the Femm isurface, allspins that were In phase initially
w illbe in phase again after one precession period. Som e
fraction of the Initially ordented spins sy, corresponding
to the last term in Eq. [4), has a nonzero overlap w ith
the Iocal eld (k) so that the profction ofsg on ()
w illbe preserved. T his fraction is zero if the Iniial spin
is out of the plane, but signi cant if it is In the plne.

C . Non-exponential decay in the ballistic regim e

The casewhen j (k)jdepends on the direction ofk is
of great relevance to experim ent, where spin-orbi cou—
pling is rarely attributable to a single m echanisn . Spins
on the Ferm i surface precess w ith incom m ensurable fre—-
quencies and once they are out of phase they never all
get in phase again (but the polarization fraction due to

ok Is conserved.) In our example, if we can
w rite 1+ sh2 ), where k 24+ 2 the
am all param eter =R(%2+ 2)],and is the po-

lar angle of k. The motion of the spins, given by Eqg.



[@), is averaged over the Fem icircle. C onsider the term
cos t in Eq. (4) as an example. The angular average
yields cos( t) Jo( t), where Jy is a Bessel function of
the st kind. This function has the form of a decay-
Ing oscillation but it does not reduce to an exponentially
dam ped oscillation In any lin it. At long tin es we have
Jo( B! 2= t) cos( t =4). A sin ilar, m ore
com plicated expression In tem s of Bessel functions ap—
plies or the rem aining tem (" )% cos tin Eq. (@).

T he anisotropy ofthe Ferm isurface introducesam ech—
anisn for non-exponential spin decay?® wih a charac—
terdstic tine 4 / ( ) !, referred to as the dephasing
tine 4. Forpure soin dephasing, ie., In the absence of
m om entum scattering, two lim iting cases can be distin-
guished. If (k) ? so Prallk (eg. a soin orientation
perpendicular to the 2D plane on a [01] surface), spin
dephasing reduces the spin polarization to zero. On the
other hand, spin dephasing is com pltely suppressed if

k) ksy brallk (eg., a 2D elctron system In a sym —
m etric quantum wellon a [110] surface with a spin ori-
entation perpendicular to the 2D plane®). In general (in
particular for 3D system s), an Intermm ediate situation is
realized where the spin polarization is reduced because
of dephasing, but it rem ains nite. The surviving part
isidenti ed wih g, in the niial densiy m atrix. This
process is referred to as incom pkte spin dephasing.

Analogous resultshold forthe k3-D ressehausm odel,2
but the tem s leading to dephasing cannot be expressed
In a sin ple form due to the com plex angular dependence
ofj (k)jon the direction ofk . Figure[ll(@) show s the in—
com plete dephasing ofelectron spins in buk G aA s calcu—
lated using the k*-D ressehausm odel. At long tin es the
Initial spin polarization settles to a value 033, which
is independent of any system param eters, incluiding the
soin-orbit constant.

D. W eak m om entum scattering regim e

In the regin e of weak m om entum scattering the solu—
tion to Eq. [@) m ay be w ritten approxin ately as

©= oxte T e g it 07 eift =~ )
Since the m om entum scattering rate 1=, is amn all, the
term under the overline is taken to lowest order in 1= .
T he second term on theRH S ofEq. [B) describes dam ped
oscillations w ith am plitude decaying exponentially on a
scale / . This trend is the inverse of that for strong
m om entum scattering and is explained by the follow ing
argum ent. Ifone spin, precessing on the Ferm isurface in
phase w ith all the other spins, is scattered to a di erent
w ave vector, t w illprecessabout a di erent e ective eld

and w illno longerbe In phase w ith the other soins. T hus
the combined e ect of spin precession and m om entum

scattering| even when the latter is only weak| reduces
the soin polarization faster. T he fraction ofthe spin po—
larization corresponding to o, survives. T his rem aining

polarization decays via soin— I scattering (the E lliott—
Yafet m echanisn22%) on m uch longer tin e scales.

An exoeption occurs when k) k so Por all spins.
T his sttuation is realized, eg., for a 2D electron system
In a symm etric quantum wellon a [110] surface wih a
spin ordentation perpendicular to the 2D plane. For this
particular case i iswellknown that soin precession and
mom entum scattering do not a ect at allthe initial spin
orientation £22 From the preceding discussion we can un—
derstand this by noting that the initial density m atrix

0= ox comm utesw ith the spin-orbit Ham itonian and
Eq. @) showsthat = ,x Pralltines. T hepolarization
decays eventually via spin— i scattering 220

In the weak momentum scattering regime for non-—
negligble anisotropy the spin decay rate is determ ined
by the larger of and 1= .M omentum scattering in—
troduces an exponential envelope but In this lin i the
concept of a spin relaxation tin e is evidently of 1im ited
used? T spi-1/2 system s dephasing w ill be in portant
for high-m obility carriers. Results consistent wih our

ndings were obtained experin entally by Brand et al®

w ho studied the oscillatory tim e evolution ofan optically—
generated soin polarization in a high-m obility 2D elec—
tron system in a G aA s/A IG aA squantum well. Sin ilarly,
Inm aterials n which a nonequilbrium spin densiy isex—
cited, the tin e evolution ofthis spin density can be stud-
ied, forexam ple, by m eansofm agnetic circulardichroisn
techniques®

W e have assumed an iniial spin distrbution sharp
at the Fem i edge. In practice this distrdbution spans
a wihdow in k-space, introducing additional dephasing
betw een spins at wave vectors of slightly di erentm agni-
tudes. In this case even an isotropic soin splitting leads
to decay, though the polarization due to ¢y is still ro—
kust. For example, in 2D for isotropic spin splitting,

dkk cos t/ t 2, sothatthe spin polarization, instead
of oscillating inde nitely, decaysast 2.

W ehave also assum ed the initial spin distribution to be

Independent ofw ave vector. T he theory iswellequipped
to deal w ith wave-vector dependent spin polarizations.
(Indeed, the initial spin distrdbution, contained in the
density m atrix (, is In generalw ave vectordependent.)
T he wave vector-independent cases discussed at length
are Intended as exam ples, and they have been selected as
m ore straightforward cases for clarity.

IV. SPIN-3/2HOLE SYSTEM S

N ext we discuss spin—3/2 hole system s, which are dif-
ferent from spin-1/2 electron system s for several reasons.
T he presence of extra temm s in the spn density m atrix
of spin-3/2 system s (In addition to the num ber density
and spin polarization) has in portant consequences for
spin dynam ics2247 Spin-orbit coupling a ects the energy
spectrum in the valence band to a greaterextent, and the
spin ordentation often disappearson scales com parable to

p- The relation 1 holds less frequently than for
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FIG.1l: Incom plte soin dephasing of (@) elctron spins in
the k®-D ressehaus m odel and () of heavy-hole spins (solid
lines) and light-hole spins (dashed lines) in buk G aA s In the
ballistic lim it. The vertical axis show s the nom alized spin
polarization s(t) $o=Fo0J The initial spin polarization so
is assum ed to point along [001]. The Fem i wave vector is
kr = 10°m '. Note the di erent tin e scales in (@) and [©).

electrons In system s accessble experim entally.

W e consider spin-3/2 holes to be described by the Lut-

tihger H am iltonian 2842

2

Ho= 1 +2 k¥ 2 & 8) Hei o (6

2m0

where m ¢ is the bare electron m ass, S the spin oper-
ator for e ective spin 3/2, 25+ 3 3)=5,and 1,

2, and 3 are Luttinger param eters. H ¢ represents the
anisotropic tem s w ith cubic symm etry?®? which willbe
given below .

W ework rstin the spherical approxim ation In which
H¢ is neglcted. The energy dispersions Eyy for the
heavy holes HHs, soin progction In the direction of k
ismg = 3=2) and Epy for the light holes (LHs, m 5 =

1=2) are Eryopn &)= ~?k? (1 2 )=(mg).

A . Exponentialdecay in the strong m om entum
scattering regim e

In the strong m om entum scattering lin i an exponen—

tial solution () = e =t , is possble. The tensor

s = 411, showing that the relaxation times for all
spdn com ponents are equal,

2
pi (7

~ k2

m o

2
P

1, 8
s 0 5

where now the frequency () = € 1x Eyg )=~ =

2~ k?=m ; corresponds to the energy di erence between

the HH and LH bands?? D espite the qualitatively dif-
ferent spin precession, the situation is rather sin ilar to
electron spin relaxation and can be explained in term s of
the sam e random wal picture fam iliar from the study of
electron spin relaxation.

B . Ballistic and weak m om entum scattering
regim es in the spherical approxim ation

Tn the ballistic Im & Eq. [3) is again solved by () =

e = [l =~ Apn initial spin polarization will os-
cillate inde niely since is the same for all holes on
the Fermm i surface. For weak m om entum scattering Eq.
[@) applies to holes also. The spin polarization consists
of dam ped oscillations, decaying on a tin e scale /
plisa tem corresponding to ¢y, which survives at long
tin es. o, does not depend on the Luttinger param eters
or the Fem iw ave vector and w ill therefore be the sam e
In any system described by the Luttinger H am iltonian.
T his ram aining polarization decays via spin— Ip scatter-
ing as discussed in Refs.|34)35.

pr

C. Cubicsymm etry term s and dephasing
D ephasing is Introduced if the tetm H: wih cubic
symm etry?? is ncluded in the Luttinger H am iltonian,

2

He = o kykyfJx;JIyg+ kyk, £3,;J,9+ k ke £3,;7%9) ;
0
®)
where = ( 3 2)=2. T he ejgenenergies are now given
by EHH:LH = 1~2k2=2m 0 2 Egn,where
EZ = k' 2 k' 6Kk + kKK + kK O +k' %
)

T he cubicsymm etry termm s contained in Eq. [8) are usu-
ally neglected In charge and soin transport w ithout a
signi cant loss of accuracy. H ow ever, they play a crucial
role in spin relaxation in the weak m om entum scattering
regin e, which for holes extends over a w ide range ofk.

D ue to the presence ofH ¢ , the energy dispersion rela—
tions and therefore j (k)jdepend on the direction ofk,
causing an initial spin polarization to decay even in the
ballistic lin i, where incom plte soin dephasing occurs.
O ur num erical calculations exem pli ed in Fig.[D () show
that an initial spin polarization falls to a fraction m uch
higher than in the electron cases studied. It decaysm ore
slow Iy for the LH s, for which the Fem isurface is nearly
spherical, than for the HH s, for which the Ferm i surface
deviates signi cantly from a sphere. At long tim es the
Initial sopin polarization settles to a value 0:75, which
is Independent of any system param eters, ncliding the
Luttinger param eters.

V. SUMMARY

In conclusion, we have shown that the decay of spin
polarization in sem iconductors, brought about by the in—
terplay of spin precession and m om entum scattering, de—
pends strongly on the regin e of m om entum scattering.
In the ballistic regin e the spin polarization decays via
a dephasing m echanisn which is present due to the fact



that the m agniude of the spin-orbi interaction gener-
ally depends on the direction of the wave vector. This
m echanisn m ay reduce a spin polarization to zero (com —
plete dephasing) or a fraction ofthe initialvalie (incom —
plete dephasing). W eak m om entum scattering destroys
an Iniial spin polarization, whereas strong m om entum
scattering helpsm aintain an initial polarization.
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