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A persistent spin helix (PSH) is a robust helical spin-density pattern arising in disordered 2D electron gases
with Rashbaα and Dresselhausβ spin-orbit (SO) tuned couplings, i.e.,α = ±β. Here we investigate the
emergence of a Persistent Skyrmion Lattice (PSL) resultingfrom the coherent superposition of PSHs along
orthogonal directions – crossed PSHs – in wells with two occupied subbandsν = 1, 2. Our calculation shows
that the Rashbaαν and Dresselhausβν couplings can be simultaneously tuned to equal strengths but opposite
signs, e.g.,α1 = β1 andα2 = −β2. In this regime and away from band anticrossings, our non-interacting electron
gas sustains a topologically non-trivial skyrmion-lattice spin-density excitation, which inherits the robustness
against time-reversal conserving perturbations from its underlying crossed PSHs. We find that the spin relaxation
rate due to the interband SO coupling is comparable to that ofthe cubic Dresselhaus term as a mechanism for
the PSL decay. Near the anticrossing, the strong interband-induced spin mixing leads to unusual spin textures
along the energy contours beyond those of the Rahsba-Dresselhaus bands. We consider realistic GaAs and InSb
wells for possible experiments.

PACS numbers: 71.70.Ej, 75.70.Tj, 72.25.Rb

Introduction. — Recently spin-orbit (SO) effects have at-
tracted renewed interest due to: (i) the discovery of topologi-
cal insulators [1–4], in which the SO interaction inextricably
locks spin and momentum in their gapless helical edge (or
surface) states and (ii) the possibility of detecting Majorana
modes in superconduting SO-coupled nanowires [5].

Unconventional spin textures in electron systems are usu-
ally due to the electron-electron interaction, e.g., skyrmions in
the fractional quantum Hall regime [6, 7], magnetic and mul-
tiferroic systems [8], and spin-density waves in metals [9].
Non-interacting electrons can sustain unusual spin textures
only in the presence of the SO interaction. A remarkable
example is the persistent spin helix (PSH) [10, 11], a spin-
density wave excitation robust against any time-reversal con-
serving interaction, occurring in 2D electron gases when the
Rashba and Dresselhaus SO interactions are tuned equal (α =

±β). This symmetry point uniquely defines a direction along
which a spin component is conserved [10]. Koraleket al. first
observed a PSH via transient spin grating spectroscopy [12];
Walseret al. imaged PSHs using time-resolved Kerr rotation
microscopy [13]. See Ref. [14] for further experimental work.

Here we study the emergence of PSH excitations along or-
thogonal directions — crossed PSHs — in double-well struc-
tures with two occupied subbands [15, 16] and SO couplings
of opposite signs (Rashba) Fig. 1. Our energy dispersions fea-
ture two Dirac cones atk = 0 Fig. 1(a) and anticrossings
with strong spin mixing [significant in InSb, Fig. 2(a) ] and
highly anisotropic four-branch Fermi contours. Interestingly,
away from the anticrossings we find a non-trivial skyrmionic
spin texture, which we refer to as Persistent Skyrmion Lattice
(PSL) Fig. 1(e), arising from the coherent superposition ofor-
thogonal PSHs. The PSL here is topologically identical to the
‘spin crystal’ in Ref. [17].

More specifically, our self-consistent Hartree calculation
for realistic GaAs double wells shows the feasibility of tuning
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Figure 1. (Color online) (a) Energy dispersion for a realistic GaAs
double well with two subbands. (b) Schematic profile of the poten-
tial and wave functions. (c) Self-consistent calculated SOcouplings
vs. Vg: intraband (interband) Rashbaαν (η) and Dresselhausβν (Γ).
The dot-dashed vertical line (orange) indicates the crossed PSH sym-
metry pointα1 = β1 andα2 = −β2. (d) Energy contours; the ar-
rows pointing along the orthogonal axesx− (pink) and x+ (green)
define the subband SO fieldsBS O

1 andBS O
2 , respectively. (e) Persis-

tent Skyrmion Lattice (PSL) pattern in the 2DEG. The size of the
circles and arrows denote〈sz〉 and 〈sx,y〉, respectively. Blue (dark
gray) circles stand for spins up and red (light gray) for spins down.

the strengths of the Rashbaαν and Dresselhausβν couplings
within each subbandν = 1, 2, such thatα1 = β1 andα2 = −β2
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[see dot-dashed vertical line in Fig. 1(c)]. At this symmetry
point, our 2DEG has two preferential orthogonal axes ( ˆx−,x̂+),
Fig. 1(d), along which two distinct spin components are con-
served, one for each subband. Hence crossed PSHs emerge,
which leads to a robust persistent skyrmion lattice pattern. We
derive analytical expressions for the PSL in Fig. 1(e) quantum
mechanically including disorder [10] and from diffusive equa-
tions for the coupled spin and charge densities [11, 18, 19].

Model Hamiltonian.— We consider electrons confined in
a quantum well with the SO interactions of the Rashba and
Dresselhaus types. We start with the 3D Hamiltonian [20]

H = HQW +
η

~

(

σypx − σxpy

)

+
γ

~

[

px

(

p2
y − p2

z

)

σx + c.p.
]

,

(1)
whereσx,y,z are the spin Pauli matrices,px,y,z the electron
momentum components along thex ‖ [100], y ‖ [010],
z ‖ [001] directions,m∗ the effective electron mass, and
HQW = (p2

x + p2
y)/2m∗ + p2

z/2m∗ + Vsc(z). HereVsc denotes
the “self consistent” potential felt by the confined electrons. It
comprises the structural partVw, the electronic Hartree poten-
tial Ve, the doping potentialVd and an external gateVg. The
coefficientγ (assumed constant) is the bulk Dresselhaus pa-
rameter [21] andη(z) = ηw∂zVw + ηH∂z(Ve+ Vg + Vd) defines
the strength of the Rashba coupling [22]. The parametersηw

andηH contain bulk quantities of the well layer.
We now derive an effective 2D Hamiltonian by project-

ing H in Eq. (1) onto thetwo lowest spin-degenerate plane-
wave eigensolutions ofHQW: 〈r|k, ν, σ〉 = eik·rϕν(z)|σz〉, ν =
1, 2, . . ., σz =↑, ↓, with energiesεν,k = εν + ~2k2/2m∗, wherek
is the in-plane electron wave vector andεν is theνth confined
well level in the absence of SO. Choosingx → x+ ‖ [110],
y→ x− ‖ [11̄0], we find the 4× 4 Hamiltonian

H =
(

~
2k2

2m∗
+ ε+

)

1 ⊗ 1 − ε−τz ⊗ 1 +HRD, (2)

in whichε± = (ε2 ± ε1) /2,τ j ( j = x+, x−, z) the Pauli matrices
in the subband subspace, and

HRD =
g∗µB

2
[ 1 ⊗ σ · BS O

+ (k) − τz ⊗ σ · BS O
− (k)

+ τx+ ⊗ σ · BS O
12 (k)

]

, (3)

with g∗ the effective g-factor,µB the Bohr magneton,BS O
± =

(BS O
2 ±BS O

1 )/2, andσ j the Pauli matrices in the spin subspace.
We can write the intrabandBS O

ν (k) effective magnetic field
in terms of the 1st and 3rd harmonics (sin/cos ofθ and 3θ) [23]

BS O
ν =

2k
g∗µB

{

[

(αν − βν) sinθ − β3,ν sin 3θ
]

x̂+

− [

(αν + βν) cosθ − β3,ν cos 3θ
]

x̂−
}

, (4)

with tanθ = (kx+/kx−) and theintrabandSO couplingsαν =
〈ν|η(z)|ν〉 (Rashba) andβν = β1,ν − β3,ν (Dresselhaus);β1,ν =

γ〈ν|k2
z |ν〉 andβ3,ν = γk2/4 (cubic Dresselhaus). At the Fermi

energyβ3,ν ≃ γπnν/2, where we usedkF,ν ≃
√

2πnν as the
Fermi wave vector for theνth subband (kF,1 ≃ kF,2 here), with
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Figure 2. (Color online) (a) Energy dispersionsEk,λ1,λ2 (scaled by
a factor of 10) along thekx+ = kx− direction for an InSb double
well. The black solid lines correspond to the uncoupled (η = Γ = 0)
Rashba-Dresselhaus subbandsE±

ν,k and cross atkc [35]. Forη, Γ , 0
these bands anticross (dashed lines). Away fromkc, the coupled and
uncoupled cases coincide. The label sets (1, 2, 3, 4) and (5, 6, 7, 8)
denote Fermi points alongkx+ = kx− at E′F andEF , respectively. Pan-
els (b) and (c) show the expectation values of the spin operatorsσx

andσy, respectively, as functions ofkx. The solid and dashed lines
correspond to the respective energy branches in (a).

areal electron densitynν. Note thatβ3,ν renormalizes the linear
Dresselhaus couplingβ1,ν and leads to the PSH conditionαν =
±βν (notαν = ±β1,ν). The interband SO field

BS O
12 =

2k
g∗µB

[

(η − Γ) sinθx̂+ − (η + Γ) cosθx̂−
]

(5)

contains only the 1st harmonic. Hereη = 〈ν|η(z)|ν′〉 andΓ =
γ〈ν|k2

z|ν′〉 denote the Rashba and DresselhausinterbandSO
couplings [24], respectively.

Self consistent SO couplings for a GaAs double well.—We
consider two 210 Å wells of depthVw = 261 meV and sep-
arated by a 30 Å barrier of heightVb = Vw Fig. 1(b). The
electron densityn = 4.8× 1011 cm−2 (spanning two subbands
with n1 = 2.48 andn2 = 2.32× 1011 cm−2) is due to modula-
tion doping layers symmetrically placed 345 Å away from the
center of the double well. We solve both Schrödinger and
Poisson’s equations to obtain the self-consistent eigenfunc-
tions ϕν(z), which we then use to calculate the relevant SO
couplings. In Fig. 1(c), we show the intraband (interband)
Rashbaαν (η) and Dresselhausβν (Γ) couplings as functions
of Vg. We observe thatα1 andα2 are very sensitive to the gate
voltage and, more importantly, have opposite signs. On the
other hand,β1 andβ2 (β1 ≈ β2) are practically independent of
Vg [15]. At the symmetry point,Vg = 10 meV (dot-dashed
vertical line), we findα1 = β1 = −α2 = β2 = 1.45 meV Å
(black dots),η = −0.8 meV Å andΓ = −0.08 meV Å.
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Robust eigensolutions at the symmetry point. —The 3rd
harmonic cubic Dresselhaus (spin relaxation) and the inter-
band SO couplings (anticrossing, spin mixing, spin relax-
ation) can be negligible, e.g., in GaAs wells, Fig. 1, whereEF

lies in the 2nd subband but far below band crossings. In this
case and including an arbitrary non-magnetic potentialV(r),
due to, e.g., disorder [10],H at α1 = β1 andα2 = −β2 be-
comesH̃ = H +V(r). HereH neglects the 3rd harmonic and
interband SO terms.

Interestingly, for an arbitrary non-magneticV(r), H̃ ad-
mits eigensolutions of the formψ↑x−

1 (r) = ϕ(r)eiQ1x+/2| ↑x−〉
andψ↓x−

1 (r) = ϕ(r)e−iQ1x+/2| ↓x−〉 for subband 1 and similarly

ψ
↑x+
2 (r) = ϕ(r)eiQ2x−/2| ↑x+〉 andψ↓x+

2 (r) = ϕ(r)e−iQ2x−/2| ↓x+〉
for subband 2. HereQν = 4m∗αν/~2 (ν = 1, 2) and | ↑x±〉,
| ↓x±〉 are the eigenvectors of the operatorσx± , i.e., states with
spin components parallel or antiparallel to the axesx±. The
“envelope function”ϕ(r) sastifies

(

−~2∇2/2m∗ + V(r)
)

ϕ(r) =
(

ε − εν + 2α2
νm
∗/~2

)

ϕ(r) [25]. The eigensolutions ofH̃ , ir-
respective of the disorder potential, possess (i) spin states that
are robust against scattering (the spin and orbital parts are fac-
torized) and (ii) well defined SO-induced spin-rotation phases
that only depend on the distance ‘traveled’ along the relevant
direction (x̂+ or x̂−). This is so because [̃H ,1 ⊗ σx± ] = 0.

Persistent Skyrmion Lattice: Quantum approach —Let
us consider the linear combinations of quantum states
ψ1(r) = ϕ(r)

(

eiQ1x+/2| ↑x−〉 + e−iQ1x+/2| ↓x−〉
)

/
√

2 andψ2(r) =

ϕ(r)
(

eiQ2x−/2| ↑x+〉 + e−iQ2x−/2| ↓x+〉
)

/
√

2 representing station-
ary spin up states atr = 0 within each subband. The spin den-
sity profiles(r) arising from the superposition〈r|ψ〉 = ψ(r) =
ψ1(r) + ψ2(r) at a given energy is

s(r) = s(x+, x−) = 〈ψ|1 ⊗
1
2

(σx+ x̂+ + σx− x̂− + σzẑ)|ψ〉

s(r) =
1
4
|ϕ(r)|2

{

− sin(Q1x+)x̂+ + sin(Q2x−)x̂− +

[

cos(Q1x+) + cos(Q2x−)
]

ẑ
}

. (6)

Interestingly,s(r) forms a ‘persistent skyrmion lattice’ [17],
Fig. 1(e) [26], arising from two orthogonal PSHs, along ˆx+
(1st subband) and ˆx− (2nd subband), respectively. Note that
our PSL inherits the robustness from its constituent persistent
spin helices. In strict analogy to Ref. [17], we can definen̂ =
s/|s| and show that the PSL is characterized by a skyrmion
number over the PSL unit cell areaS: 1

4π

∫

S
n̂·(∂xn̂×∂yn̂)dxdy.

Semiclassical approach. —Following Refs. [11, 18, 27],
we solve a set of diffusive transport equations, valid in the
limit ανkFτ << 1, βνkFτ << 1 [28–30], with τ the mo-
mentum scattering time, for the coupled dynamics of spin
sνx+ ,x−,z(x+, x−, t) and chargenν(x+, x−, t) densities in subbands
ν = 1, 2. At the symmetry pointα1 = β1 andα2 = −β2, the
Fourier component ofs1

z obeys

∂2
t s1

z(qx+ , qx− , t) + 2(Dq2 + T)∂ts
1
z(qx+ , qx− , t) +

[(Dq2 + T)2 −Cqx+ ]s
1
z(qx+ , qx− , t) = 0, (7)

whereq2 = q2
x+ + q2

x− , D = v2
Fτ/2 the diffusion constant,

vF = ~kF/m∗ the Fermi velocity,C = 4α1k2
Fτ/m

∗ andT =

8α2
1k2

Fτ/~
2. The solution to (7) is

s1
z(q, t) = A+(q)e−ω+(q)t + A−(q)e−ω−(q)t (8)

where A±(q) are amplitudes set by the initial conditions
[s1

z(q, 0) and∂ts1
z(q, t)|t=0], andω±(q) = Dq2 + T ± Cqx+ .

Equations similar to (7), with distinct initial conditions, hold
for s1

x+ , while s1
x− obeys∂2

t s1
x− (q) = Dq2s1

x− (q). At the symme-
try point the charge density is also fully decoupled:∂2

t n1(q) =
Dq2n1(q). For the 2nd subbands2

z(qx+ , qx− , t) = s1
z(qx− , qx+ , t)

and s2
x− (qx+ , qx− , t) = −s1

x+ (qx− , qx+ , t). Hence given an arbi-
trary initial spin densitys(q, t = 0) [or equivalentlys(r, t =
0)], we can determinesj(q, t) = s1

j (q, t)+ s2
j (q, t), j = x+, x−, z

and the spin-density profilesj(r, t) =
∫

sj(q, t) exp (iq.r)dq.
Next we show how a PSL emerges in this description.

Transient “crossed” spin gratings: induced PSL —Let
us first consider a variant of the transient spin grating exper-
iment of Koraleket al. [12], i.e., a setup with crossed lasers
a andb giving rise to two orthogonal spin gratings with a ini-
tial spin density given bysz(r, 0) = cos (qa

x+x+) + cos (qb
x−x−)

andsx+ (r, 0) = sx−(r, 0) = 0. In this case,A+(q) = A−(q) =
[δ(q + qa

x+ x̂+)+δ(q − qa
x+ x̂+)+δ(q + qb

x− x̂−)+δ(q − qb
x− x̂−)]/4.

By Fourier transformingsj(q, t) we find

sz (r, t) =
1
4

(

e−ω+(qa
x+ ,0)t + e−ω−(qa

x+ ,0)t + 2e−ω+(0,q
a
x+)t

)

cos (qa
x+x+)

+
1
4

(

e−ω+(qb
x− ,0)t + e−ω−(q

b
x− ,0)t + 2e−ω+(0,q

b
x− ,)t

)

cos (qb
x−x−),(9)

sx+ (r, t)=
1
4

(

e−ω+(qa
x+ ,0)t − e−ω−(qa

x+ ,0)t
)

sin (qa
x+x+), (10)

sx− (r, t)=
1
4

(

−e−ω+(qb
x− ,0)t + e−ω−(qb

x− ,0)t
)

sin (qb
x−x−). (11)

Equations (9)–(11) show that the spin density excitation cre-
ated initially with arbitrary wave vectorsqa = qa

x+ x̂+ and
qb = qb

x− x̂− will fully decay to zero ast → ∞. While
sz (r, t) decays with six distinct time constants,sx+ (r, t) and
sx− (r, t) decay with two time constants each. Interestingly,
for qa = Q1 = Q1x̂+, Q1 = 4m∗α1/~

2 andα1 = β1, and
qb = Q2 = Q2x̂−, Q2 = 4m∗α2/~

2 andα2 = −β2, we have
ω−(Q1, 0) = ω−(Q2, 0) = 0 and hence

sz (r, t→ ∞) =
1
4

[cos (Q1x+) + cos (Q2x−)] , (12)

sx+ (r, t→ ∞) = −1
4

sin (Q1x+), (13)

sx− (r, t→ ∞) =
1
4

sin (Q2x−). (14)

Equations (12)–(14) describe a PSL (crossed PSHs) within the
diffusive approach [cf. Eq. (6)].

Emerging PSL from a uniform spin polarization. —A
PSL pattern can also evolve from a uniform spin density, e.g.,
sz(r, 0) = 1 andsx±(r, 0) = 0, as shown by Walseret al. [13]
via time-resolved Kerr rotation microscopy. In this case the
initial spin density contains all Fourier components

sz (r, t) =
∫

[

A+(q)e−ω+(q)t + A−(q)e−ω−(q)t
]

cos(q.r)dq(15)

sx± (r, t) =
∫

[

±B+(q)e−ω+(q)t ∓ B−(q)e−ω−(r)t
]

sin(q.r)dq(16)
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with A±(q) andB±(q) set by the initial conditions. Equations
(15) and (16) show that all Fourier components ofs(r, t) de-
cay with time (cf. Eqs. (9)–(11), except those with the two
“magic” q’s: q1 = Q1x̂+ andq2 = Q2x̂−. Hence fort → ∞ a
PSL pattern emerges and could, in principle, be imaged with
exactly the same experimental setup as in Ref. [13].

Band anticrossing& spin texture.— To see explicitly how
the interband couplingsη andΓ lead to unusual spin textures
near the anticrossing [Fig. 2(a)], let us first write the Hamilto-
nian (2) in the decoupled (η = Γ = 0) basis{|k, ν,±〉} [31]

H =































E+1,k 0 d− d+
0 E−1,k −d+ −d−
d∗− −d∗+ E+2,k 0
d∗+ −d∗− 0 E−2,k































, (17)

whereE±
ν,k = εν,k ± ∆εs are the usualνth Rashba-Dresselhaus

bands [10],∆εs = k
√

α2
ν + β

2
ν + 2ανβν cos 2θ, and

d± = i
k
2

[

η
(

e−i(φ1+θ) ± ei(φ2+θ)
)

− γ
(

e−i(φ1−θ) ± ei(φ2−θ)
)]

, (18)

with e±iφν = [(αν − βν) sinθ ± i(αν + βν) cosθ]k/∆εs and
e±iθ = cosθ ± i sinθ. The Hamiltonian in (17) shows that
d± (proportional toη andΓ) coupleE±

ν,k with distinct ‘spin’
and orbital quantum numbers, thus leading to new dispersions
Ek,λ1,λ2 (λ1, λ2 = ±1) that display anticrossings, Fig. 2(a), and
spin mixing, Figs. 2(b) and 2(c) [32]. We can find the eigen-
solutions of Eq. (17). These are too cumbersome to be shown
here; a simple analytical case is presented in [33].

In what follows, we consider a realistic
530 Å InSb/Al0.4In0.6Sb double well of depthVw = 613.3
meV with a 360 Å Al0.12In0.88Sb central barrier of height
Vb = 172.3 meV. The total electron density is 6.0 × 1011

cm−2 and arises from doping layers symmetrically placed 600
Å away from the center of the well. InSb wells have much
larger SO strengths (cf. GaAs). For instance atVg = 11 meV,
we obtain:α1 = 98 meV Å,α2 = −90 meV Å,β1 = 50 meV
Å, β2 = 51 meV Å,Γ = −20 meV Å, andη = −35 meV Å,
which are used in Figs. 2 and 3 [34].

Figure 2(a) shows the dispersionsEk,−1,λ2 (first subband)
and Ek,+1,λ2 (second subband) for realistic InSb double well
along thekx+ = kx− direction. Note the anticrossing between
Ek,−1,+1 and Ek+1,−1 (dashed lines) aroundkc [32, 35]. Fig-
ures 2(b) and 2(c) show the expectation values of the spin op-
eratorsσx andσy, respectively. We can clearly see a strong
spin mixing in 〈σx〉 when the bands anticross. This follows
from the interplay between the Rashbaand Dresselhaus SO
interactions. When only one of them is present, no spin mix-
ing occurs, since in this case only same-spin branches couple.

Figure 3 shows the spin textures along constant-energy
contoursEk,λ1,λ2 = EF , E′F [short-dashed horizontal lines in
Fig. 2(a)] due to the intersband SO-induced spin mixing. Fig-
ures 3(a)–3(b) and 3(c)–3(d) correspond to the cases in the
presence and absence, respectively, of the interband SO cou-
plings η andΓ. The arrows along the contours indicate the
spin vector field〈σ〉 in thexy plane. The inner and outermost

contours (solids lines) in 3(a)–3(b) have spin textures con-
sistent with the usual (uncoupled) Rashba-Dresselhaus shown
in 3(c)–3(d). The dashed contours in 3(a)–3(b), on the other
hand, show very distinctive spin textures below and above the
crossing as compared to the uncoupled case.

kx

ky

kx

ky

ky

kx

5 6 7 8

kx

5 6 7 8

ky

Zero interband SO coupling

               (η,Γ=0)

η, Γ≠0)

Nonzero interband SO coupling 

                 (
(a) (b)

(c) (d)

kx1 2 3 4 kx1 2 3 4

Figure 3. (Color online) Constant-energy contours and spintextures
at E = EF (a) andE = E′F (b) in the presence of interband SO cou-
pling. (c) and (d) show the case in the absence ofη andΓ (usual
Rashba-Dresselhaus bands).The arrows represent〈σ〉 along the con-
tours below and above the anticrossing in Fig. 2(a).

Spin relaxation mechanisms.—In our (001)-grown GaAs
well, the possible detrimental factors leading to the decayof
the PSL are the D’yakonov-Perel (DP) spin relaxation mech-
anism, due to the cubic Dresselhaus term [11, 12, 36], and
an Elliott-Yafet (EY)-type mechanism, due to the interband
coupling [37]. The DP time for each subband is given by
τDP
ν = 4~2/(γ2k6

F,ντ) [38]. To evaluate the induced-interband
coupling EY relaxation time, we follow Ref. 37 and obtain
τEY
ν ∼ (∆E/ηkF,ν)2τIB, in which∆E is the energy difference

between subbands 1 and 2, andτIB the interband scattering
time [39]. For our GaAs well , withγ ∼ 11.0 eVÅ3 [21, 40],
kF,ν ∼ 0.01 Å−1, andτ, τIB ∼ 1 ps [41], we findτDP

ν ∼ 15
ns [42] andτEY

ν ∼ 10 ns. These estimates forτDP
ν andτEY

ν

suggest that our PSL can be experimentally detected [43].
Concluding remarks.— We have performed a self-

consistent calculation in double wells with two occupied sub-
bands to determine all SO couplings. We find a unique con-
figuration withα1 = β1 andα2 = −β2 (andβ1 ≈ β2), which
allows for a Persistent Skyrmion Lattice in the non-interacting
2D electron gas away from anti crossings. The interband cou-
pling η plays a role comparable to that of the cubic Dressel-
haus term in limiting the lifetime of the PSL. ForEF near
anticrossings , we find a strong spin mixing between different
band branches and no PSL. We conjecture that a PSL formed
on top of an electrically drifting Fermi sea [45] can possibly
lead to a ‘topological Hall effect’ [17] in ordinary GaAs wells.
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