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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 ofelectron transport through m esoscopic rings with spin-orbit (SO ) in-

teraction.In the well-known path-integralapproach,the scattering statesfora quasi-1D ring with

quasi-1D leadscan be expressed in term sofspinlesselectronssubjectto a �ctitiousm agnetic ux.

W eshow thatspin-dependentquantum -interferencee�ectsin sm allringsare strongestforspatially

inhom ogeneous SO interactions,in which case spin currentscan be controlled by a sm allexternal

m agnetic �eld.M esoscopic spin Halle�ectsin four-term inalringscan also be understood in term s

ofthe �ctitiousm agnetic ux.

PACS num bers:72.25.D c,85.75.-d,03.65.V f

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

The Aharonov-Bohm (AB) e�ect in quasi-one-

dim ensional (1D) rings1 and, m ore generally, the

adiabatic2 and nonadiabatic3 Berry holonom ies m ani-

fest nontrivial quantum topology. Recently, this has

attracted m uch attention in m esoscopic transport, ex-

otic particle statistics,and topologicalquantum com pu-

tation. The interest in spintronics, which aim s to in-

ject,m anipulate,and detectelectron spins in electronic

devices,has also led m any authors to revisit geom etric

aspects of transport in sem iconductors with spin-orbit

(SO ) coupling,4,5,6 m ainly focusing on variants of the

Aharonov-Casher(AC)e�ect.7 The AC e�ectin planar

structures with Rashba SO coupling was recently ob-

served in singlerings8 and ring arrays.9

Existing studies of AC related e�ects in m esoscopic

ringsfocuson spatially hom ogeneousSO coupling.8,10,11

However,wewillshow thatquantum -interferencee�ects

in m esoscopic rings are stronger for spatially varying

SO interactions in system s sm aller than the SO pre-

cession length (typically 1 �m or longer in InAs-based

heterostructures).12,13 An inhom ogeneousSO interaction

can be experim entally realized by electrostatic gates in

sem iconductor nanostructures, as sketched in Fig. 1.

Electrostaticgatespartiallycoveringaplanarringinduce

an inhom ogeneous m acroscopic electric �eld perpendic-

ularto the ring,inuencing the electron m otion via the

spin-orbitinteraction. Such an inhom ogeneousSO cou-

pling givesrise to a �ctitiousm agnetic �eld with SU (2)

sym m etry.In theweak SO lim it,thecorresponding�cti-

tiousux dom inatesthe geom etric AC phase. Spin and

charge ow in m esoscopic ringscan therefore be m anip-

ulated by a com bination ofspatially varying SO interac-

tions,which induces�ctitiousm agnetic �elds,and weak

externalm agnetic�elds.

Q uantum -interference e�ects due to SO interactions

linearin m om entum in quasi-1D structuresarem ostcon-

veniently studied with path integrals,see e.g.,Ref.14.

Thisform ulation givesaclearphysicalpictureofgeom et-

ric aspectsofspin transportin m esoscopic rings,allow-

FIG .1: A m ultiterm inalquasi-1D ring in the xy plane. A

spatially inhom ogeneousSO interaction isinduced by thetop

gate. Ĉ 0 de�nesSO -induced spin rotation in a fullclockwise

loop around thering with respectto a chosen reference point

0. The dotted line shows a particle trajectory between two

leadswith a winding num bern = � 1.

ing one to com plem entand generalizerecentdiscussions

on AC phases in m ultiterm inalrings.8,10,11 The path-

integralapproach recasts spin transport with arbitrary

scalardisorderand sm ooth SO coupling in term sofcon-

ventionalAB physicsforspinlessparticlesand purely ge-

om etric SU (2)phase factors,and isvalid,e.g.,forboth

di�usive and ballistic transport. Not being lim ited to

two-term inalcon�gurations,wewillalsoseethatthespin

Halle�ectin four-term inalrings,such asthatshown in

Fig.2,can bem apped ontotheusualspinlessHalle�ect.

II. M O D EL

W econsidera ring in thexy planeasshown in Fig.1.

Theelectronicstatesaredeterm ined by theHam iltonian

Ĥ =
1

2m
[� i~r + (e=c)̂A (r)]2 � eV (r); (1)

wherem isthee�ectivem ass,� eelectron charge,and the

scalarpotentialV (r)includesapplied,gate,and disorder
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�elds. Hatsdenote 2� 2 m atrix structure in spin space

for spin-1=2 particles. In the following,we willassum e

a vacuum likeSO coupling (although theargum entshold

forany SO interaction linearin m om entum ,such asthe

Dresselhaus SO coupling,15) which can be described by

the e�ective vectorpotential

Â (r)= A m (r)+ �(r)E e�(r)� �̂ ; (2)

where A m isthe vectorpotentialrelated to the applied

m agnetic �eld, B m = r � Am (disregarding Zeem an

splitting), �̂ is a vector of Paulim atrices, and � is a

phenom enologicalm aterial-dependentSO param eter(in

vacuum ,� = � ~=4m c,but it is m any ordersofm agni-

tude largerin narrow-gap sem iconductorssuch asG aAs

and,especially,InAs). E e� can consistofboth the ap-

plied electric �eld and the m acroscopic band-structure

contribution due to the crystal�elds. Note thatthe �2

term in theHam iltonian (1)can beabsorbed by a redef-

inition ofV (r),since (E � �̂)2 = 2E 2. Electrom agnetic

U (1)gaugeinvarianceforthem agneticcom ponentofthe

e�ectivevectorpotentialÂ givesrisetotheAB e�ectand

the SU (2)gaugesym m etry forthespin-dependentcom -

ponent causes the AC e�ect.16 It is usefulto de�ne an

e�ective 2� 2 m agnetic�eld,

B̂ = r � Â = B m + B̂ f ; (3)

which includes the �ctitious SO contribution B̂ f. Note

thatthe�ctitious2� 2 m agnetic�eld B̂ f vanishesfora

spatially hom ogeneousSO interaction.

Forthe Rashba SO coupling,17 E e� isalong the z di-

rection,and,after including the m agnitude ofE e� into

the coe�cient �,the �ctitious �eld and the associated

ux through the ring aregiven by

B̂ f = (̂� � r �)z; (4)

�̂f =

Z

A

d
2
r(z�B̂ f): (5)

Diagonalization ofthisux in spin spacedeterm inesthe

spin quantization axiswith corresponding�ctitiousm ag-

neticuxesofequalm agnitudebutoppositesignforspins

up and down.Forexam ple,if� isinduced by a top gate

atx > x0,with �(x > x0)= �0 underthe gateand van-

ishing outside ofthe gate,then �̂f = �0L�̂x,where L is

thelength ofthetop gateedgeatx = x0 overlappingthe

loop area,seeFig.1.W em ay now na��vely concludethat

the spin-up (down) transport is governed by the trans-

portcoe�cientsg(� m � �0),with thespin-quantization

axis along the x axis. This willbe indeed justi�ed be-

low.g(�)can denoteany transportcoe�cientsin two-or

m ultiterm inalcon�gurations,e.g.,the current response

in onecontactto voltagesapplied attwo othercontacts,

asa function ofthem agneticux � through the ring,in

theabsenceoftheSO coupling.�m isthephysicalm ag-

netic �eld contribution to the ux,while  = �0L=�0 is

the �ctitious contribution due to the SO interaction,in

unitsofthe m agnetic ux quantum �0 = hc=e.K eeping

only linearin SO coupling term s,thetotalconductance

perspin equals4

gc =
1

2
[g(�m + �0)+ g(�m � �0)]� g(�m ); (6)

while the spin conductanceis

gs =
1

2
[g(�m + �0)� g(�m � �0)]� �0@�g(�m ): (7)

According to Eqs. (6) and (7), the m agnetic ux �m
through thering can beused to m odulateboth spin and

charge transport and the spin response is proportional

to the SO coupling. Even such a sim ple setup,an elec-

trostatic gate partially covering the ring and inducing

inhom ogeneousSO coupling,can thusexhibitnontrivial

spintronicapplications.

Notethatthe�ctitiousm agnetic�eld (4)and thecor-

responding ux (5)are relevantonly when we are inter-

ested in the linearin SO coupling e�ects. In particular,

a hom ogeneousSO coupling � inducesno �ctitious�eld

(4). Nevertheless,the noncom m utative 2 � 2 SO vec-

tor potential Â (r) does not allow a rem ovalofthe SO

�eld by a gauge transform ation altogether. The vanish-

ing �eld (4) for hom ogeneous SO interactions suggests

that the SO e�ects are m anifested in transportproper-

ties at higher orders in the SO strength,as detailed in

the following. In particular, even in the absence of a

�ctitious �eld B̂ f, there is in generala �nite e�ective

ux ,which in the leading orderisquadraticin theSO

strength. Consequently,for a weak SO strength,inho-

m ogeneousSO interactionsarem oree�ective than their

hom ogeneous counterpart in generating spin-dependent

transport e�ects. The relevant sm allparam eter here is

the�ctitiousm agneticux ,in unitsof�0.In theabove

exam ple, = L=2lso,where

lso =
�0

2�
=
�~2

�m
(8)

is the spin-precession length expressed in term s ofthe

Rashba SO param eter � = e~�=cm . Taking � =

10� 11 eV m (which is atthe upper lim it oftypicalval-

uesforInAs-based heterostructures9)and m = 0:05m e,

in term s of the free-electron m ass m e, we get lso �

1=2 �m . W e thus conclude that linear in SO coupling

e�ectswilldom inatein subm icron system siftheSO pro-

�le is strongly inhom ogeneous on the scale ofthe spin-

precession length.

III. PA T H -IN T EG R A L A P P R O A C H

For a m ore system atic study of topological proper-

tiesforarbitrary SO strength,we expressthe evolution

operator in term s of path integrals. To this end, we

are interested in the 2� 2 propagatorK̂ (r;r0;t)forthe

Schr�odinger equation i~@t’̂ = Ĥ ’̂,where ’̂(r;t) is the
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spinorcolum n:14

K̂ (r;r0;t)= Tce
� 2� i

� 0

R

c
dr�(E eff� �̂ )

Z

D [r(t)]e
i

~

S
: (9)

Here, D [r(t)] schem atically denotes all trajectories in

space-tim e connecting points r and r0 in tim e t,S[r(t)]

isthe corresponding classicalaction forspinlessm otion,

and Tc isthe contourordering operatorthatm ovesop-

erators in the expanded exponentialwhich are further

along the contour to the left. The contour ordering is

necessary for inhom ogeneous e�ective �elds E e�, since

the Paulim atrices do not com m ute. W e now assum e

the potentialV (r) constrainsthe orbitalm otion within

a narrow quasi-1D ring connected to severalwires,see

Fig.1.W ithin each wireand thering,electronscan scat-

terand undergoarbitraryorbitalm otion governed by the

potentialV (r),butwe disregard the netspin precession

determ ined by E e� forthe transversem otion within the

quasi-1D channels,and focuson the phase accum ulated

during thepropagation along thering.Thisrequiresthe

characteristic SO precession length to be m uch longer

than thewirewidths,which iseasily realized experim en-

tally. The key observation,according to Eq.(9),isthat

the SO -induced phase is purely geom etric and indepen-

dentofhow fastthe electronspropagate.

In orderto form ally separate the geom etric contribu-

tion to the propagator(9),we �rstneed to m ake a con-

vention for labeling quasi-1D paths connecting an arbi-

trary point w 0 in the system (either in the ring or the

connected wires) to another point w. In the following,

we suppressthe transversedegreesoffreedom along the

connectors and the loop. The paths along the ring are

classi�ed according to thenum berofclockwisewindings,

n. W e de�ne the n = 0 path to be the shortest clock-

wise path between the points w 0 and w. A �nite posi-

tive (negative) n corresponds to n additionalclockwise

(counterclockwise)windingsaround theloop.Theshort-

est clockwise path from w 0 to w is shown in Fig.1. In

addition,we choose an arbitrary pointin the loop [e.g.,

the contact between a wire and the ring,as in Fig.1],

denoted by w = 0,to be the reference point. Letusde-

notethecontour-ordered spin-rotation operatorentering

Eq.(9)forthenth path from w 0tow by exp[iĈn(w;w
0)],

where Ĉn(w;w
0)isa 2� 2 Herm itian m atrix determ ined

by E e� alongthepath.Theeigenstates� oftheHam ilto-

nian (1)can now be found from the eigenvalueproblem

i~

Z

dw
0
X

n

e
iĈ n (w ;w

0
)
@tK n(w;w

0;t)’̂(w 0)= �’̂(w)

(10)

att= 0,where K n(w;w
0;t)is the propagatorfor spin-

less electron m otion. The spin-orbit interaction con-

tributes only to the path-dependent SU (2) geom etric

prefactor. The eigenvalue problem (10) can be diago-

nalized in spin space,afterwe m ake severalde�nitions:

Let Ĉ0 = Ĉ0(0;0
+ ),where 0+ is a point slightly clock-

wiseo�setfrom 0,sothat Ĉ0 correspondstoonefullcycle

with respectto w = 0.eiĈ 0 isdiagonalized by a unitary

transform ation:

Û
y
e
iĈ 0 Û = diagfe� 2�ig; (11)

with a unique  in the range 0 �  < 1. W e next in-

troduce a �ctitious vector potentialA (r) = � A� (r)

corresponding to the m agnetic ux �  (in units of�0),

respectively,through the loop,see Fig.1,butin an oth-

erwisearbitrary gauge.Finally,

�(w;w0)=
2�

�0

Z w

w 0

dq � A (12)

is a line integralalong the n = 0 path from w 0 to w

around theloop,so that�(w;w + 0+ )= 2� and �(w;w �

0+ )= 0 forpointsw inside the ring. W e are now ready

to m akethe transform ation:

’̂(w)= e
iĈ 0(w ;0)Û diagfe� i�(w ;0)g’̂0(w): (13)

Note thatthisisa sm ooth transform ation when the SO

interaction and the m agnetic�eld aresm ooth.Straight-

forward m anipulations show that substituting Eq.(13)

into Eq.(10)diagonalizestheeigenvalueproblem fortwo

spin species:

diagfH � g’̂
0= �’̂

0
; (14)

where H �  isthe Ham iltonian with the potentialV (r),

vector potential A m (r) due to the external m agnetic

�eld, but with the SO coupling replaced by the addi-

tionalspin-dependent�ctitiousvectorpotentialA � (r).

Theeigenvaluesand eigenstatesofouroriginalHam ilto-

nian (1) can thus be expressed in term s ofthe solution

ofthesim plerproblem ,Eq.(14),describingspinlesselec-

tron experiencing a m agnetic ux,which was discussed

extensively in variouscontexts. The spin texture corre-

sponding to the SO coupling is then added by a purely

geom etric unitary transform ation (13). SO interactions

linearin m om entum thusdo notadd any com plexity to

the electronic structuresofgeneralm ultiterm inalquasi-

1D rings. W e thusrem ark thatm any ofthe resultsdis-

cussed in Ref.10can bereadilyobtained aftersolvingthe

problem ofm agnetotransportfor spinless electrons and

then m akingthetransform ation(13)(valid forarbitrarily

strong SO coupling)in orderto getdetailed inform ation

aboutspin aswellaschargetransport.

W e can now return to justify the use ofthe �ctitious

m agnetic�eld (4)forinhom ogeneousSO coupling in the

discussion leading to Eqs.(6) and (7). In the weak SO

lim it,to linearorderin �,

e
iĈ 0 � e

� 2�i
�̂
f

� 0 ; (15)

where �̂f is given by Eq.(5). Using the Hausdor� for-

m ula,

e
Â
e
B̂ = e

Â + B̂ +
1

2
[Â ;B̂ ]+ :::

; (16)



4

FIG .2: A diam ond-shaped four-term inal loop. Voltage is

applied to term inal 1, current is drawn out at 2 and Hall

voltage and spin accum ulation are m easured at3 and 4.

itisclearthatcorrectionsto theapproxim ation (15)are

quadraticin �,correspondingto non-com m utingspin ro-

tations along the loop contour,and can be disregarded

for system s sm aller than the spin-precession length lso.

The spin transportproblem thus reduces to the AB ef-

fectfortwo spin speciesalong the quantization axisde-

term ined by �̂f,with opposite�ctitiousuxes.Sincethis

quantum -interference e�ectislinearin the SO strength,

this regim e can becom e usefulin practice when a weak

SO couplingism odulated by externalelectrostaticgates.

W e should note here that in the spirit ofthe approxi-

m ation,i.e.,for the spin-transport properties linear in

the SO strength,the additionalspin transform ation de-

term ined by Ĉ0(r;0)in Eq.(13),which rotatesspinsat

position r by an anglelinearin the SO coupling,can be

disregarded,aswellasam biguitiesin de�ning spin cur-

rentsand spin conductancesin theleadswith a �niteSO

coupling �.

IV . FO U R -T ER M IN A L LO N G IT U D IN A L A N D

H A LL SP IN C U R R EN T S

Afterthegeneraldiscussion ofSec.III,letusnow con-

sider a speci�c exam ple that illustrates how the theory

can be applied in practice to i)enhance spin-dependent

e�ectsand ii)controlthesizeand direction oftheinduced

spin currentsand accum ulations. W e willanalyze spin-

dependenttransportthrough a four-term inalconducting

loop with spin-orbitinteractions,using thetheory ofAB

e�ectforcoherentm ultiterm inalconductors.19

Consider a diam ond-shaped loop, contacted by four

leads,assketched in Fig.2.Low-biasspinlesstransport

between the leads, in the presence of a m agnetic ux

threading the loop,isfully determ ined by two functions

g(�)and t(�)(thatdependson m icroscopicdetails),sup-

posing for sim plicity the structure is m irror sym m etric

with respectto theaxisconnecting leads1 and 3 aswell

asleads 2 and 4. t(�) [g(�)]is the ux-dependent con-

ductance relating the current in lead 2 (3) induced by

voltage in lead 1,while three otherleadsare grounded.

By sym m etry,the conductance for lead 4 equalst(� �),

which is in generaldi�erent from t(�). The coe�cient

g(�)= g(� �),on the otherhand,issym m etric in m ag-

netic �eld. For the \transverse" conductance t(�), we

de�ne sym m etricand antisym m etriccom ponents:

t� (�)=
1

2
[t(�)� t(� �)]: (17)

Letusapplyasm allvoltagebiasV tolead1,grounding

lead 2,and calculatethecurrentI in lead 2 and voltages

V3 and V4 induced in leads3and 4,respectively,assum ing

leads3and 4aredisconnected from anyexternalcircuitry

so thatI3 = I4 = 0.W e �nd

V� (�)=
t� (�)

2t+ (�)
V ; (18)

whereV+ = (V4+ V3)=2 and V� = (V4� V3)=2istheHall

voltage.The induced currentI equals

I(�)=

�

g(�)+ t+ (�)�
t� (�)

2

t+ (�)

�

V : (19)

It therefore followsI(�) = I(� �),as it should in e�ec-

tively two-term inalconductor,accordingtotim e-reversal

sym m etry.Thevoltagedi�erenceV� (�)= � V� (� �),on

theotherhand,isantisym m etricin m agnetic�eld.This

is an interference-induced Halle�ect,in the absence of

m agnetic�eld within the wires.

Letusnow return to the spin-orbitphysics.Consider

�rsta ring conductorwith a uniform Rashba spin-orbit

constant�: Â = �z� �̂. The e�ective m agnetic ux is

quadraticin � in thiscase,�̂f / [Â x;Â y]:

�̂f � � �

�

L

lso

� 2

�0�̂z ; (20)

where lso isthe spin-orbitprecession length (8).W e are

assum ing here and henceforth weak spin-orbit coupling

on the scale set by the ring size: L � lso. The ux

governingtheAC e�ecton thetwo-term inalconductance

is therefore �s = � �(L=lso)
2�0. At the sam e tim e, a

spin Halle�ect develops,which is quadratic in the SO

strength:

Vs4 = V4(�s)� V4(� �s)= 2V� (�s)

=
t� (�s)

t+ (�s)
V �

�s@�tj�! 0

t
V ; (21)

where Vs4 = � Vs3 are the z-axisspin accum ulationsin-

duced in leads3 and 4,respectively.

Next,suppose a top gate induces Rashba interaction

only in ahalf-space.LetL0bethelength ofthegateedge
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overlapping the ring and n isthein-planenorm alto the

edge, pointing toward the region with a �nite Rashba

coupling �,seeFig.2.Using Eq.(5),weget

�̂f=�0 =
L0

2lso
(̂� � n): (22)

Com pare this result to Eq.(20). There are two im por-

tantdi�erences:Firstly,thespin-orbitinhom ogeneityen-

hancesthe m agnitude ofthe ux,m aking it linearin �

rather than quadratic. Secondly,the spins are induced

alongthen direction determ ined by theedgeorientation,

rather than the 2DEG norm al(z axis) as in Eq.(20).

Both AC and spin Halle�ectsdiscussed forthe uniform

� are sim ilar in the present case,once we identify the

new e�ective ux m agnitude �s = (L0=2lso)�0 and the

new spin quantization axisn.

Finally, we note that the im portance of the �cti-

tious m agnetic �eld (4) and the relation to the conven-

tionalHalle�ectforthesem iclassicalboundary spin Hall

physicswasdiscussed in Ref.18,in arelated butdi�erent

context.

V . SU M M A R Y

In conclusion, we have shown that a spatially inho-

m ogeneousSO interaction enhancesthespin-interference

e�ects in rings sm aller than the spin-precession length.

Transportcan beunderstood in term softheAB physics

with �ctitious spin-dependentm agnetic uxes. Spin in-

jection in two-term inalringsand spin Halle�ectin four-

term inalringsare enhanced and controlled by the edge

ofthe SO interaction inhom ogeneity.
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