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Spin transport in m esoscopic rings w ith inhom ogeneous spin-orbit coupling
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W e revisit the problem of electron transport through m esoscopic rings w ith soin-oroit (SO ) in—
teraction. In the wellknown path-integral approach, the scattering states for a quasilD ring w ith
quasilD Jeads can be expressed In tem s of spinless electrons sub gct to a ctitiousm agnetic ux.
W e show that spin-dependent quantum -interference e ects in an all rings are strongest for spatially
Inhom ogeneous SO interactions, in which case spin currents can be controlled by a sm all extemal
m agnetic eld. M esoscopic spin Halle ects in four-tem inal rings can also be understood in temm s

ofthe ctitiousm agnetic ux.

PACS numbers: 7225D ¢,85.75.d,03.65V £

I. NTRODUCTION

The AharonovBohm @AB) e ect in quastone-
dimnensional (ID) ringst and, more generally, the
adiabati? and nonadiabatic® Berry holonom ies m ani-
fest nontrivial quantum topology. Recently, this has
attracted much attention In m esoscopic transport, ex-—
otic particle statistics, and topological quantum com pu-—
tation. The interest n sointronics, which ain s to in—
Ect, m anipulate, and detect electron spins In electronic
devices, has also led m any authors to revisit geom etric
aspects of transport in sem iconductors w ith soin-oroit
(S0) coupling, 2% mainly focusihg on variants of the
Aharonov-Casher AC) e ect.! The AC e ect in planar
structures wih Rashba SO coupling was recently ob-—
served In single rings® and ring arrays?

E xisting studies of AC related e ects in m esoscopic
rings fcus on spatially hom ogeneous SO coupling &40-1
However, we w ill show that quantum -interference e ects
In mesoscopic rings are stronger Por spatially varying
SO interactions in system s snaller than the SO pre—
cession length (ypically 1 m or longer in InA sbased
heterostructures) 242 A n inhom ogeneous SO interaction
can be experin entally realized by electrostatic gates n
sem iconductor nanostructures, as sketched in Fig. [.
E lectrostatic gatespartially covering a planar ring lnduce
an inhom ogeneous m acroscopic electric eld perpendic—
ular to the ring, In uencing the electron m otion via the
soin-orbit Interaction. Such an inhom ogeneous SO cou-—
pling gives rise to a ctitiousm agnetic eld wih SU 2)
symm etry. In the weak SO Iim i, the corresponding cti-
tious ux dom inates the geom etric AC phase. Spin and
charge ow In m esoscopic rings can therefore be m anip—
ulated by a com bination of spatially varying SO interac—
tions, which induces ctitiousm agnetic elds, and weak
extermalm agnetic elds.

Q uantum —interference e ects due to SO interactions
linear In m om entum in quasilD structuresarem ost con—
veniently studied with path Integrals, see eg., Ref.[14.
T his form ulation gives a clear physicalpictiire ofgeom et—
ric agpects of spin transport in m esoscopic rings, allow —
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FIG.1l: A multiterm inal quasi-lD ring in the xy plane. A
spatially inhom ogeneous SO interaction is lnduced by the top
gate. ¢ de nes SO —induced spin rotation in a f1ll clockw ise
Joop around the ring w ith respect to a chosen reference point
0. The dotted line show s a particle tractory between two
leads with a winding numbern = 1.

ng one to com plem ent and generalize recent discussions
on AC phases in multiterm inal rings&2%2! The path-
Integral approach recasts soin transport with arbitrary
scalar disorder and sn ooth SO coupling in term s of con—
ventionalA B physics for spinless particles and purely ge—
om etric SU (2) phase factors, and is valid, eg., or both
di usive and ballistic transport. Not being lim ited to
twoterm inalcon gurations,wew illalso see that the spin
Halle ect in fourtem inal rings, such as that shown in
Fig.[2, can bem apped onto the usual spinlessHalle ect.

II. MODEL

W e consider a ring in the xy plane as shown in F ig.[dl.
T he electronic states are determ ined by the H am iltonian

A 1 A
H=_—"1 irr + &ck @©F eV (©; Q)
2m

wherem isthee ectivem ass, eelectron charge,and the
scalarpotentialV (r) lnclides applied, gate, and disorder
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elds. Hatsdenote 2 2 m atrix structure in spin space
for spin-1=2 particles. In the follow ing, we will assum e
a vacuum lke SO coupling (@lthough the argum ents hold
for any SO interaction linear in m om entum , such as the
D ressehaus SO couplingA2) which can be describbed by
the e ective vector potential

£oy=2n 0+ ©E. @ 7 @)
where A , is the vector potential related to the applied

magnetic ed, B, = r A, (disregarding Zeeam an

splitting), ~ is a vector of Pauli m atrices, and  is a

phenom enologicalm ateriatdependent SO param eter (in

vacuum , = ~=4m c, but i is m any orders of m agni-
tude larger In narrow -gap sem iconductors such as GaA s
and, especially, nAs). E. can consist of both the ap-
plied ekctric eld and the m acroscopic band-structure

contribution due to the crystal elds. Note that the 2

term in the Ham iltonian [I) can be absorbed by a redef-
inttion of V (r), shoe & ~¥ = 2E?. E lectrom agnetic
U (1) gauge Invariance for the m agnetic com ponent ofthe

e ectjyevectorpotentjalAA givesriseto the AB e ectand

the SU (2) gauge sym m etry for the spin-dependent com —
ponent causes the AC e ecti® It is usefiil to de ne an

e ective 2 2 magnetic eld,

A

B=r ZK=B, +8:; 3)

which inclides the ctitious SO contrbution B¢ . Note

that the ctitious2 2 magnetic eld B ¢ vanishes or a
spatially hom ogeneous SO interaction.

For the Rashba SO coupling?’ E. isalng the z di-
rection, and, after including the m agnitude of E, into
the coe cient , the ctitious eld and the associated

ux through the ring are given by
Be= ( r )z; @)
Z

£ = d2r(z B\f) : (5)
A

A

D iagonalization ofthis ux in spin space detem ines the

soin quantization axisw ith corresponding ctitiousm ag—
netic uxesofequalm agniudebut opposite sign for spins
up and down. Forexam ple, if is lnduced by a top gate
atx > xo,with &> xg9)= ( under the gate and van—
ishing outside of the gate, then Af = (L%, wherel is
the length ofthe top gate edge at x = x¢ overlapping the
loop area, see Fig.[ll. W em ay now na vely conclude that
the soin-up (down) transport is govemed by the trans—
port coe cientsg( p 0), wih the soinquantization

axis along the x axis. This will be indeed -Justi ed be-
Iow . g( ) can denote any transport coe cients in two—-or

multiterm inal con gurations, eg., the current response
In one contact to voltages applied at two other contacts,
as a function ofthem agnetic ux through the ring, in

the absence of the SO coupling.  isthe physicalm ag—
netic eld contrbution to the ux,while = (L= 4 is
the ctitious contribution due to the SO interaction, in

units of the m agnetic ux quantum = hcee. Kegping

only linearin SO coupling tem s, the totalconductance
per spin equals’

1
qC=Eb(m+ o)+ glm )]l g(n)i (6)
while the spin conductance is
1
gs=5k2{(m+ 0) 9(m 0)] 0@ glm): ()

According to Egs. [@) and [@), the magnetic ux o
through the ring can be used to m odulate both spin and
charge trangport and the soin response is proportional
to the SO coupling. Even such a sin ple setup, an elec—
trostatic gate partially covering the ring and inducing
Inhom ogeneous SO coupling, can thus exhibit nontrivial
spintronic applications.

N ote that the ctitiousm agnetic eld (4) and the cor-
responding ux (3) are relevant only when we are inter—
ested In the linear n SO coupling e ects. In particular,
a hom ogeneous SO coupling Inducesno ctitious eld
[@). Neverthelss, the noncom m utative 2 2 S0 vec—
tor potentjalp? (r) does not allow a rem oval of the SO

eld by a gauge transform ation altogether. T he vanish—
ing ed {4) or hom ogeneous SO interactions suggests
that the SO e ects are m anifested in transport proper-
ties at higher orders in the SO strength, as detailed in
the Pllow ing. In particular, even In the absence of a

ctitious eld ]§f, there is In general a nite e ective

ux ,which In the lrading order is quadratic in the SO
strength. Consequently, for a weak SO strength, inho-—
m ogeneous SO Interactions are m ore e ective than their
hom ogeneous counterpart in generating spoin-dependent
transport e ects. The relevant am all param eter here is
the ctitiousm agnetic ux ,ihunitsof . In theabove
exam ple, = L=21,,where

2

0
k= > T @®)
is the spin-precession length expressed in tem s of the
Rashba SO param eter = e~ =an . Taking =
10 ' v m (which is at the upper lin it of typical val-
ues for A sbased heterostructures’) and m = 0:05m o,
In tem s of the freeelctron mass m., we get 1
1=2 m . W e thus conclude that lnear in SO coupling
e ectsw illdom Inate In subm icron system s ifthe SO pro—

ke is strongly inhom ogeneous on the scale of the spin-—
precession length.

III. PATH-INTEGRAL APPROACH

For a more system atic study of topological proper—
ties for arbirary SO strength, we express the evolution
operator In tem s of path integrals. To this end, we
are interested in the 2 2 propagatorK (r;r%;t) for the
Schrodinger equation i~@ " = I} ", where " (r;t) is the
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K ;%) = Tee Dir®k°: )

Here, D [r(t)] schem atically denotes all tragctories in
space-tin e connecting points r and r° in tine t, S [ (t)]
is the corresponding classical action for spinless m otion,
and T. is the contour ordering operator that m oves op—
erators In the expanded exponential which are further
along the contour to the left. The contour ordering is
necessary for inhom ogeneous e ective elds E . , since
the Pauli m atrices do not commute. W e now assume
the potential V (r) constrains the orbialm otion within
a narrow quasilD ring connected to several w ires, see
Fig.[d. W ithin each w ire and the ring, electrons can scat—
ter and undergo arbitrary orbitalm otion govemed by the
potentialV (r), but we disregard the net spin precession
determm ined by E. for the transverse m otion w ithin the
quasilD channels, and focus on the phase accum ulated
during the propagation along the ring. T his requires the
characteristic SO precession length to be much longer
than the w ire w iddths, which is easily realized experin en—
tally. The key observation, according to Eq. [@), is that
the SO -induced phase is purely geom etric and indepen-
dent of how fast the electrons propagate.

In order to form ally separate the geom etric contribu-—
tion to the propagator [d), we rst need to m ake a con—
vention for labeling quasilD paths connecting an arbi-
trary point w° in the system (either in the ring or the
connected w ires) to another point w. In the follow ing,
we suppress the transverse degrees of freedom along the
connectors and the loop. The paths along the ring are
classi ed according to the num ber of clockw ise w indings,
n. Wede ne then = 0 path to be the shortest clock—
w ise path between the points w® and w. A nite posi
tive (negative) n corresoonds to n additional clockw ise
(counterclockw ise) w Indings around the loop. T he short—
est clockw ise path from w° to w is shown in Fig.[d. In
addition, we choose an arbirary point in the loop kg.,
the contact between a wire and the ring, as in Fig.[d],
denoted by w = 0, to be the reference point. Let us de—
note the contour-ordered spin-rotation operator entering
Eq. [@) Brthenth path from w°tow by exp i€, @ ;w?)],
where ¢, w;w® isa2 2 Hem itian m atrix detem ined
by E. alongthepath. The eigenstates ofthe Ham itto-
nian [I) can now be Hund from the eigenvalie problem

Z

A 0
i aw® €T K, wiwhnrw) = cw)

n

(10)
att= 0, where K, w;w’t) is the propagator for spin—
Jess electron motion. The spin-orbit Interaction con-
trbbutes only to the path-dependent SU (2) geom etric
prefactor. The eigenvalue problem [I0) can be diago-
nalized in spin space, after we m ake several de nitions:
Let &y = &, (0;07), where 0" is a point slightly clock—
wiseo set from O, sothat CAO corresoondsto one fullcycle

3

with respect tow = 0. e? is diagonalized by a unitary
transform ation:

Y608 = diagfe 2 * g; 1)

wih a unique in the range 0 < 1. W e next in—
troduce a ctitious vector potential A (r) = A (r)
corresponding to the m agnetic ux (in unis of o),
respectively, through the loop, see F ig.[dl, but in an oth—
erw ise arbirary gauge. F nally,

Z

0 2 "
Wiw)= — dg A

0 wo

1z)

is a line integral along the n = 0 path from w® to w
around the Ioop, sothat Ww;w+ 0")= 2 and (w;w
0" )= 0 rpointsw inside the ring. W e are now ready
to m ake the transform ation:
mw)= &0 W00 diagfe I #0906 ) : @13)
N ote that this is a an ooth transfom ation when the SO
Interaction and the m agnetic eld are am ooth. Straight—
orward m anjpulations show that substituting Eq. [I3)
into Eq. [I0) diagonalizes the eigenvalue problem fortwo
soin species:
diagfH g"’= ; 14)

where H is the Ham iltonian w ith the potentialV (r),
vector potential A, (r) due to the extemal m agnetic

eld, but wih the SO coupling replaced by the addi-
tional spin-dependent ctitious vector potential A ().
T he eigenvalues and eigenstates of our original H am itto-
nian [I) can thus be expressed in tem s of the solution
ofthe sin pler problem , Eq. [I4), describing spinless elec—
tron experiencing a m agnetic ux, which was discussed
extensively In various contexts. T he spin texture corre—
soonding to the SO coupling is then added by a purely
geom etric unitary transfom ation [[3). SO interactions
linear in m om entum thus do not add any com plexiy to
the electronic structures of generalm ultiterm inal quasi-
1D rings. W e thus ram ark that m any of the resuls dis-
cussed in R ef.l10 can be readily obtained after soking the
problem of m agnetotransport for spinless electrons and
then m aking the transfom ation [[3) (valid forarbirarily
strong SO coupling) in order to get detailed inform ation
about spin aswell as charge transport.

W e can now retum to justify the use of the ctitious
m agnetic eld (4) ©or inhom ogeneous SO coupling in the
discussion leading to Egs. [@) and [@). In the weak SO
Ilim i, to linearorder in ,

15)

where ¢ is given by Eq. [B). Usig the Hausdor for-
mula,

16)



—_— ]

FIG. 2: A diam ond-shaped fourtem inal loop. Volage is
applied to tem inal 1, current is drawn out at 2 and Hall
volage and spin accum ulation are m easured at 3 and 4.

it is clear that corrections to the approxin ation [15) are
quadraticin , corresponding to non-com m uting soin ro—
tations along the loop contour, and can be disregarded
for system s an aller than the spin-precession length 1.
The spin transport problem thus reduces to the AB ef-
fect for two spin species along the quantization axis de—
temm ined by "¢, w ith opposite ctitious uxes. Since this
quantum -interference e ect is linear in the SO strength,
this regin e can becom e usefiill In practice when a weak
SO ooupling ism odulated by extemalelectrostatic gates.
W e should note here that in the spirit of the approxi-
m ation, ie. for the spin-transport properties linear in
the SO strength, the additional spin transform ation de—
tem ined by €, ;0) in Eq. [[3), which rotates spins at
position r by an angle linear in the SO coupling, can be
disregarded, as well as am biguiies In de ning soin cur-
rents and son conductances in the kadsw ith a nie SO
coupling

Iv. FOUR-TERM INAL LONGITUDINAL AND
HALL SPIN CURRENTS

A fter the generaldiscussion of Sec.[IT, Jet us now con—
sider a speci c exam pl that illistrates how the theory
can be applied In practice to i) enhance spin-dependent
e ectsand ii) controlthe size and direction ofthe lnduced
soin currents and accum ulations. W e w ill analyze spin—
dependent transport through a four-term inalconducting
loop w ith spin-orbit interactions, using the theory ofAB
e ect fr coherent m ultiterm inal conductors.?

Consider a diam ond-shaped loop, contacted by four
leads, as sketched in Fig.[2. Low -bias spinless transport
between the lkads, In the presence of a m agnetic ux
threading the loop, is fully detem ned by two fiinctions
g( )andt( ) (that dependson m icroscopic details), sup—

posihg for sim plicity the structure is m irror symm etric
w ith respect to the axis connecting leads 1 and 3 aswell
as leads 2 and 4. t( ) ()] is the ux-dependent con—
ductance relating the current in lead 2 (3) induced by
voltage in lead 1, whik three other leads are grounded.
By symm etry, the conductance for lead 4 equals t( )r
which is in generaldi erent from t( ). The coe cient
g()= g( ), on the other hand, is sym m etric in m ag—
netic eld. For the \transverse" conductance t( ), we
de ne symm etric and antisym m etric com ponents:

1
t()=§fC() t Iz a7

Letusapply a sm allvotagebiasV to lead 1, grounding
Jead 2, and calculate the current I In lead 2 and volages
V3 and V, induced In leads 3 and 4, respectively, assum ing
leads 3 and 4 are disconnected from any extemalcircuiry
sothat I3 = I = 0.We nd

t ()

=% 0

Vi 18)

whereV, = (V;+V3)=2andV =

s K)=2istheHall
volage. T he induced current I equals

t ()2

T =
) t ()

g()+t () Vo 19)

It therefore llows I( ) = I( ), as it should in e ec—
tively tw o-term inalconductor, according to tin ereversal
symm etry. The voltagedi erence V. ( )= V ( ), on
the other hand, is antisym m etric In m agnetic eld. This
is an interference-induced Hall e ect, In the absence of
m agnetic eld within the w ires.
Let usnow retum to the spin-orbit physics. C onsider
rst a ring conductor w ith a uniform R ashba spin-orbit
constant : X = z ~.Thee ective m agnetic ux is
quadratic in i thiscase, "¢ / KK, It

£ — 0%z 7 (20)

where 1, is the spin-orbit precession length [§). W e are
assum Ing here and henceforth weak spin-orbi coupling
on the scale set by the ring size: L lo. The ux
goveming the AC e ect on the two-tem inalconductance
is thereore 4 = L=1)° o. At the same tine, a
soin Hall e ect develops, which is quadratic in the SO
strength:

VS4=V4(S) V4 ( s):2v (s)
t j
_ ( S)V s@ tj ! OV ; (21)
T (s) t

where Vgy = Vs3 are the z-axis spin accum ulations in-—
duced In kads 3 and 4, respectively.

N ext, suppose a top gate induces Rashba interaction
only in a halfspace. Let L°be the length ofthe gate edge



overlhpping the ring and n is the n-plane nom alto the
edge, pointing toward the region with a nie Rashba

coupling , seeFig.[2. Usihg Eq. [B), we get
" LY * n) @2)
£= 0= o

C om pare this resul to Eq. [20). There are two im por-
tant di erences: F irstly, the spin-orb i inhom ogeneity en—
hances the m agniude of the ux, m aking it linear in
rather than quadratic. Secondly, the spins are induced
along the n direction determ ined by the edge ordentation,
rather than the 2DEG nom al (z axis) as in Eq. [20).
Both AC and spin Halle ects discussed for the uniform

are sin ilar in the present case, once we identify the
new e ective ux magniude = @L%21,) o and the
new spin quantization axisn.

Finally, we note that the imnportance of the cti-
tious m agnetic eld {4) and the relation to the conven-
tionalH alle ect forthe sam iclassicalboundary soin Hall
physicswasdiscussed in Reflll§, in a related but di erent

context.

V. SUMMARY

In conclusion, we have shown that a spatially inho—
m ogeneous SO interaction enhances the spin-interference
e ects In rings am aller than the spin-precession length.
T ransport can be understood in tem s ofthe AB physics
with ctitious spin-dependent m agnetic uxes. Spin in—
“ection in two-tem nalrings and spin Halle ect In four-
term inal rings are enhanced and controlled by the edge
ofthe SO interaction inhom ogeneity.
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