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A persistent spin helix (PSH) is a robust helical spin-dgnsattern arising in disordered 2D electron gases
with Rashbax and Dresselhaug spin-orbit (SO) tuned couplings, i.er, = +3. Here we investigate the
emergence of a Persistent Skyrmion Lattice (PSL) resufiiogn the coherent superposition of PSHs along
orthogonal directions — crossed PSHs — in wells with two p@di subbands = 1,2. Our calculation shows
that the Rashba, and Dresselhayg, couplings can be simultaneously tuned to equal strengthegposite
signs, e.g.q1 = 1 anda, = —f,. In this regime and away from band anticrossings, our nterdcting electron
gas sustains a topologically non-trivial skyrmion-latigpin-density excitation, which inherits the robustness
against time-reversal conserving perturbations fromritkeulying crossed PSHs. We find that the spin relaxation
rate due to the interband SO coupling is comparable to théteo€ubic Dresselhaus term as a mechanism for
the PSL decay. Near the anticrossing, the strong interbaiheted spin mixing leads to unusual spin textures
along the energy contours beyond those of the Rahsba-[Ihreaséands. 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)féects have at- ~(C)erbr o h S
tracted renewed interest due to: (i) the discovery of togielo 3 Q:; 2 o
cal insulators|__[|1|34], in which the SO interaction inexthita f é
locks spin and momentum in their gapless helical edge (or <
surface) states and (ii) the possibility of detecting Maja :;

modes in superconduting SO-coupled nanowlres [5].

Unconventional spin textures in electron systems are usu- (e)
ally due to the electron-electroninteraction, e.g., skgmain
the fractional quantum Hall regimé [6, 7], magnetic and mul-
tiferroic systemsl]S], and spin-density waves in metals [9]
Non-interacting electrons can sustain unusual spin testur
only in the presence of the SO interaction. A remarkable
example is the persistent spin helix (PSI—_|_)_| [@, 11], a spin-
density wave excitation robust against any time-reversa ¢
serving interaction, occurring in 2D electron gases when th ‘3’:"2’:":’ DT T s v s e
Rashba and Dresselhaus SO interactions are tuned eqggal (
+6). This symmetry point uniquely defines a direction along
which a spin component is conserved [10]. Koradekl. first
observed a PSH via transient spin grating spectros@y [12]
Walseret al. imaged PSHs using time-resolved Kerr rotation
microscopylL_llB]. See Reﬂll4] for further experimental wor

Here we study the emergence of PSH excitations along orrigure 1. (Color online) (a) Energy dispersion for a reai§iaAs
thogonal directions — crossed PSHs — in double-well strucdolumedwe” Wifth two SUb(b?nsds]} (b) S_chematif p:rOf”SC%fOt;??pO
; H H al and wave functions. (c) Self-consistent calculate Ings
tures Wlth tW-o occupied Subban@[ﬁl 16] and_SO Cc-)ummg\g/s. Vy: intraband (interband) Rashha () and Dresselhays, ().
of opposite signs (Rashba) Fig. 1. Our energy dispersiaas fe Th 9 o A
. . b . e dot-dashed vertical line (orange) indicates the ctbBSH sym-
tulre two Dlrac. cones at = (.).Flg.l_’fl(a) and a_mtlcrossmgs metry pointa; = 1 andas = —B,. (d) Energy contours; the ar-
with strong spin mixing [significant in InSb, Fifil 2(a) ] and rows pointing along the orthogonal axes (pink) and x. (green)
highly anisotropic four-branch Fermi contours. Intenegly,  define the subband SO fiel@© and BS©, respectively. (€) Persis-
away from the anticrossings we find a non-trivial skyrmionictent Skyrmion Lattice (PSL) pattern in the 2DEG. The sizefsf t
spin texture, which we refer to as Persistent Skyrmion tatti circles and arrows denote,) and (sx,), respectively. Blue (dark
(PSL) Fig[(e), arising from the coherent superpositioaref gray) circles stand for spins up and red (light gray) for sglown.
thogonal PSHs. The PSL here is topologically identical & th

‘spin crystal’ in Ref. [17].

More specifically, our self-consistent Hartree calculatio the strengths of the Rashbg and Dresselhays, couplings
for realistic GaAs double wells shows the feasibility ofinmn ~ within each subband = 1, 2, such that; = 81 anda, = -
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[see dot-dashed vertical line in F[g. 1(c)]. At this symrgetr
point, our 2DEG has two preferential orthogonal axesX,),

Fig.[d(d), along which two distinct spin components are con-

served, one for each subband. Hence crossed PSHs emer
which leads to a robust persistent skyrmion lattice pattéfe
derive analytical expressions for the PSL in Fig. 1(e) quant
mechanically including disordeﬂllO] and frontiiisive equa-
tions for the coupled spin and charge densi8, 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 Hamiltoniah [20]

H = How + % (orypx— oy + % [px(pf, - p2) o+ c.p.] ,

1)
where oy, are the spin Pauli matricesyy, the electron
momentum components along thxe || [100], y || [010],

z || [001] directions,m* the dfective electron mass, and
How = (P& + P3)/2m" + pZ/2m" + Vsc(2). HereVs: denotes
the “self consistent” potential felt by the confined elensolt
comprises the structural par§, the electronic Hartree poten-
tial Ve, the doping potentia¥y and an external gaté;. The
codficienty (assumed constant) is the bulk Dresselhaus p
rameter|[211] and)(2) = nwd, Vi + Trd2(Ve + Vg + Va) defines
the strength of the Rashba coupling|[22]. The parametgrs
andny contain bulk quantities of the well layer.

We now derive an féective 2D Hamiltonian by project-
ing H in Eq. () onto thewo lowest spin-degenerate plane-
wave eigensolutions dfiow: (rk,v,o) = €7, (2lo2), v =
1,2,..., 0, =", |, with energies, x = &, + #°k?/2m*, wherek
is the in-plane electron wave vector as)ds thevth confined
well level in the absence of SO. Choosirg— x; || [110],

y — X || [110], we find the 4« 4 Hamiltonian
h2k?
— +té&y

T (2)

7‘{2( )11®11—8TZ®]1+7‘{RD,

inwhiche, = (g2 + £1) /2,7 (] = X4, X, 2) the Pauli matrices
in the subband subspace, and

_Ous
2
+ 1y, ® 0 - BIK)]

Hrp [1®0 - BS9K) - 1,@0 - BSOK)

®3)

with g* the dfective g-factorug the Bohr magnetorB$© =

(B5°+B$9)/2, andr; the Pauli matrices in the spin subspace.
We can write the intrabanB® ©(k) effective magnetic field

in terms of the 1st and 3rd harmonics (sivs ofd and 3) [Iﬁ]

" Ous
- [(@, + By) cosd — B3, cos ] )“(,},

([(@, - B,)sind - s, sin ] %,

(4)

with tand = (ky, /k« ) and theintraband SO couplingsy,
vIn(2lv) (Rashba) an@, = B1, — B3, (Dresselhaus)3s, =
y(v|K2|vy andps, = yk?/4 (cubic Dresselhaus). At the Fermi
energyBs, =~ ynn,/2, where we useég, \V2nn, as the
Fermi wave vector for theth subbandKg; ~ kg, here), with
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Figure 2. (Color online) (a) Energy dispersioBg,, ., (scaled by
a factor of 10) along thdy, = Ky direction for an InSb double
well. The black solid lines correspond to the uncouplee (C = 0)
Rashba-Dresselhaus subbaktjs and cross ak. [B8]. Forp, T #0

8hese bands anticross (dashed lines). Away fkgrthe coupled and

uncoupled cases coincide. The label sets (1, 2, 3, 4) and 5.8
denote Fermi points alorlg, = k. atE; andEg, respectively. Pan-
els (b) and (c) show the expectation values of the spin operad,
andoy, respectively, as functions &f. The solid and dashed lines
correspond to the respective energy branches in (a).

areal electron density,. Note thass, renormalizes the linear
Dresselhaus couplingy , and leads to the PSH conditiap =
+8, (nota, = £B1,). The interband SO field

5= *2—k [(7-T)sinbk, — (g +T)cosdk_]  (5)
g'us

contains only the 1st harmonic. Heye= (v|n(2)|v') andl’ =
y(v[K2)v") denote the Rashba and Dresselhimtisrband SO
couplingsl[24], respectively.

Self consistent SO couplings for a GaAs double wellie-
consider two 210 A wells of depti, = 261 meV and sep-
arated by a 30 A barrier of heighf, = V,, Fig.[d(b). The
electron density = 4.8 x 10'* cm2 (spanning two subbands
with n; = 2.48 andn, = 2.32x 10! cm™) is due to modula-
tion doping layers symmetrically placed 345 A away from the
center of the double well. We solve both Schrédinger and
Poisson’s equations to obtain the self-consistent eigenfu
tions ¢,(2), which we then use to calculate the relevant SO
couplings. In Fig[lL(c), we show the intraband (interband)
Rashbar, () and Dresselhays, (I') couplings as functions
of V. We observe that; ande; are very sensitive to the gate
voltage and, more importantly, have opposite signs. On the
other handp; andg; (81 ~ B2) are practically independent of
Vy [@]. At the symmetry pointyy = 10 meV (dot-dashed
vertical line), we findey = B = —a» = B = 1.45 meV A
(black dots)y;; = —0.8 meV A andl’ = -0.08 meV A.



Robust eigensolutions at the symmetry point. Fhe 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, Fiy. 1, whigge

8a2kZt/n?. The solution to[{7) is

$H(q.1) = A (@) @ + A_(g)e @ ®)
where A.(q) are amplitudes set by the initial conditions

lies in the 2nd subband but far below band crossings. In thi§s}(d,0) anddis;(a, )l-o], and w.(q) = D + T + Ca, .

case and including an arbitrary non-magnetic poteiia),
due to, e.g., disorder_[LO} atay = B andaz = —; be-
comesH = H + V(r). HereH neglects the 3rd harmonic and
interband SO terms. .
Interestingly, for an arbitrary non-magnetr), H ad-
mits eigensolutions of the form, (r) = ¢(r)e/2| 1, )
andy;* (r) = ¢(r)e'@%/2| |, ) for subband 1 and similarly
Yy (r) = @)@/ 1) andyz* () = ¢()e /2 1)
for subband 2. Her®, = 4m'ae,/h? (v = 1,2) and| 1y,),
| lx.) are the eigenvectors of the operatgy, i.e., states with
spin components parallel or antiparallel to the axes The
“envelope function’s(r) sastifies~12V2/2m" + V(r)) o(r) =
(s -8, + 2a§m*/h2) ¢(r) [28]. The eigensolutions o, ir-
respective of the disorder potential, possess (i) spiesthiat
are robust against scattering (the spin and orbital pagttaar
torized) and (ii) well defined SO-induced spin-rotation pésa
that only depend on the distance ‘traveled’ along the releva
direction (. or ). This is so becauséq{, 1 ® oy.] = 0.
Persistent Skyrmion Lattice: Quantum approach et

us consider the linear combinations of quantum states +

Ya(r) = @(r) (€972 1,0) + € 2) | )) / V2 anduy(r) =
o(r) (einXf/2| Ty, )+ €712 | >) / V2 representing station-
ary spin up states at= 0 within each subband. The spin den-
sity profiles(r) arising from the superpositiofn|y) = ¥(r) =
w1(r) + yo(r) at a given energy is

() = (X)) = Wil 8 S0 X+ o K+ T D)
s(r) = %1|<p(r)|2{ — sin(Qux,)%: + SiN(Qx )% +

[ cos@ux,) + cosQzx.)12}. 6)
Interestingly,s(r) forms a ‘persistent skyrmion IatticeE[_h?],
Fig. 1(e) [26], arising from two orthogonal PSHs, aloxg ~

(1st subband) ang_"(2nd subband), respectively. Note that

our PSL inherits the robustness from its constituent piersis
spin helices. In strict analogy to Relﬂl?], we can define

s/|9 and show that the PSL is characterized by a skyrmion

number over the PSL unitcell ara ;- [; A-(dxAixdyh)dxdy.
Semiclassical approach. —Following Refs. ﬂ?],

we solve a set of diusive transport equations, valid in the

limit ayker << 1, B ket << 1 [28+30], with the mo-

mentum scattering time, for the coupled dynamics of spin

Sk x_z(X+, X, 1) and charge’(x,, x_, t) densities in subbands
v = 1,2. At the symmetry poinr; = B1 anda, = —f2, the
Fourier component of! obeys
0755(Ox..» Ox_» 1) + 2D + T)drS) (0., Gh» 1) +
[(DG” + T)? - Cax 1S (a. O 1) = O, 7
whereq? = o2 + 2, D = v27/2 the difusion constant,
Ve = fikg/m" the Fermi velocityC = 4askZr/m™ andT =

Equations similar td{|7), with distinct initial conditionsold
for s. , while s; obeysdZs; () = Dg?s;. (q). Atthe symme-
try point the charge density is also fully decouplégh'(q) =
Dg?nl(q). For the 2nd subbangf(qy,, g« ,t) = SH(dx , Ox,, t)
and s (Olx,,Ox . t) = —Sk (Gx..Ox..t). Hence given an arbi-
trary initial spin densitys(q,t = 0) [or equivalentlys(r,t =
0)], we can determins;(a, 1) = §{(a.t) + (9, 1), j = X., X, Z
and the spin-density profils;(r,t) = fsj(q,t) exp (q.r)dq.
Next we show how a PSL emerges in this description.
Transient “crossed” spin gratings: induced PSL —tet
us first consider a variant of the transient spin grating expe
iment of Koraleket al. [@], i.e., a setup with crossed lasers
a andb giving rise to two orthogonal spin gratings with a ini-
tial spin density given bys,(r,0) = cos @} x.) + cos o x)
andsy, (r,0) = s, (r,0) = 0. In this caseA.(q) = A_(q) =
[6(q + 62, %) +5(q — o, %) +6(q + o %) +6(q - o X)]/4.
By Fourier transforming;(q, t) we find

1 a a a
S (r, t) — Z (e*er(qxpO)t + efa),(qH,O)t + Ze*“#(osqw)t) cos g; X+)
1- (e*“”(q?g 0t + e’mf(qg—»o)t + Ze’“#(osqg—’)t) cos QE, Kog)

1 —w. a —w. a .
S, (r.1) = 7 (7 O — e (&) sin g x.). (10)

1 .
s (r,1) = 2 (—e’““(qg— 0 e’“*(qgf’o)t) sin @2 x.). (11)

Equations[(P)£(111) show that the spin density excitatiaa cr
ated initially with arbitrary wave vectorg® = ¢2, X, and

a® = g® % will fully decay to zero ast — co. While

s, (r,t) decays with six distinct time constants, (r,t) and

s (r,t) decay with two time constants each. Interestingly,
for g = Q1 = Qi%,, Q1 = 4m'ey/h? anday = B1, and

q° = Q2 = Q:%, Qy = 4m'ay/h? anda, = —B, we have
w-(Q1,0) = w_(Q2,0) = 0 and hence

St ) = 3 [c0s @ux) +cos Q)] (12)

S, (r,t — o) = —% sin (Q1x4), (13)

S (r,t — o) = %sin Q2x). (14)

Equations[(IR)E(14) describe a PSL (crossed PSHs) witkin th
diffusive approach [cf. Eq.X6)].

Emerging PSL from a uniform spin polarization. —A
PSL pattern can also evolve from a uniform spin density, e.g.
S,(r,0) = 1 andsy,, (r,0) = 0, as shown by Walsest al. [IE]

via time-resolved Kerr rotation microscopy. In this case th
initial spin density contains all Fourier components

5.0 = [ [A e+ A (@)e @] cosr)dd1s)

5.0 = [ [£B.(@e @ % B-(G)e > ¥ sin@r)cts)
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with A.(g) andB.(q) set by the initial conditions. Equations contours (solids lines) ial 3(d)}-3(b) have spin textures-con
(I8) and [[I1b) show that all Fourier components@ft) de-  sistent with the usual (uncoupled) Rashba-Dresselhawasho
cay with time (cf. Eqs.[[9)E(1), except those with the twoin [3(c)-£3(d). The dashed contourdin 3(d)-3(b), on the other
“magic” q's: g1 = Qi1X; andg; = Q-%X_. Hence fort - c0oa  hand, show very distinctive spin textures below and aboge th
PSL pattern emerges and could, in principle, be imaged witltrossing as compared to the uncoupled case.

exactly the same experimental setup as in Ref. [13].

Band anticrossing spin texture.— To see explicitly how
the interband couplingg andT lead to unusual spin textures
near the anticrossing [Figl 2(a)], let us first write the Hiémni
nian [2) in the decoupled;(= T = 0) basis{|k, v, +)} [@]

Ej, 0 d d
0 S -d, —d_
- -di E;, 0 |’
d; -d2 0 Ej,

H = (17)

WhereEik = gk = Agg are the usual" Rashba-Dresselhaus
bands|[10]Aes = k+/a? + B2 + 20,8, cos @, and

d = i; [1(€76:%0) s+ l0+0) _ (16:-0) 1 -0 (18)

with e = [(a, — B,)sind = i(a, + B,) cosdlk/Ass and
e’ = cosf + ising. The Hamiltonian in[(7) shows that
d. (proportional ton andI’) coupleE;, with distinct ‘spin’
and orbital quantum numbers, thus leading to new dispessiorFigure 3. (Color online) Constant-energy contours and &pitures
Ex.1,.0, (A1, 42 = £1) that display anticrossings, Fid. 2(a), and atE = Er (a) andE = Ef (b) in the presence of interband SO cou-
spin mixing, Figs[2(b) and 2(c) [32]. We can find the eigen-pling. (c) and (d) show the case in the absence ahdT (usual
solutions of Eq.[{ZI7). These are too cumbersome to be showRashba-Dresselhaus bands).The arrows représgaiong the con-
here; a simple analytical case is presenteEh [33]. tours below and above the anticrossing in Eig. 2(a).

In what follows, we consider a realistic
530 A InSHAlg4lngeSb double well of depth,, = 6133 Spin relaxation mechanismsin our (001)-grown GaAs
meV with a 360 A Ab12lnggsSb central barrier of height well, the possible detrimental factors leading to the desfay
Vb = 1723 meV. The total electron density is06x 10t  the PSL are the D’yakonov-Perel (DP) spin relaxation mech-
cm2 and arises from doping layers symmetrically placed 60Gnism, due to the cubic Dresselhaus term [11,[12, 36], and
A away from the center of the well. InSb wells have muchan Elliott-Yafet (EY)-type mechanism, due to the interband
larger SO strengths (cf. GaAs). For instanc¥@t 11 meV,  coupling [37]. The DP time for each subband is given by
we obtain:a; = 98 meV A,ap = ~90 meV A,y = 50 meV 0P = 472/(y?k 1) [B€]. To evaluate the induced-interband
A B =51meVAT = -20meV A, andy = -35 meV A, coupling EY relaxation time, we follow Ref. 37 and obtain
which are used in FigE] 2 afiti[3[34]. Y ~ (AE/nke,)?Ti8, in which AE is the energy dference

Figure[2(a) shows the dispersioks_;,, (first subband) between subbands 1 and 2, ang the interband scattering
and Ey .1, (second subband) for realistic InSb double well time [39]. For our GaAs well , withy ~ 11.0 eVA2 [21,[40],
along thek,, = k, direction. Note the anticrossing between kg, ~ 0.01 A%, andr, 7jg ~ 1 ps [41], we findr®® ~ 15
Ex-1.41 and E,1_1 (dashed lines) arourk} [32,[35]. Fig- ns [42] andEY ~ 10 ns. These estimates fop” and 7Y
ured2(b) anf]2(c) show the expectation values of the spin opuggest that our PSL can be experimentally deteCtéd [43].
eratorsoy andoy, respectively. We can clearly see a strong Concluding remarks.—We have performed a self-
spin mixing in{ox) when the bands anticross. This follows consistent calculation in double wells with two occupied-su
from the interplay between the Rashéad Dresselhaus SO bands to determine all SO couplings. We find a unique con-
interactions. When only one of them is present, no spin mixfiguration witha; = g1 anda, = —£2 (andpy = B2), which
ing occurs, since in this case only same-spin brancheseouplallows for a Persistent Skyrmion Lattice in the non-intérag

Figure 3 shows the spin textures along constant-energ®D electron gas away from anti crossings. The interband cou-
contoursEx .,.1, = Er, Ef [short-dashed horizontal lines in pling n plays a role comparable to that of the cubic Dressel-
Fig.[2(a)] due to the intersband SO-induced spin mixing- Fig haus term in limiting the lifetime of the PSL. F& near
ures[B(a)E3(b) andl 3(¢}-3(d) correspond to the cases in thanticrossings , we find a strong spin mixing betweedfedent
presence and absence, respectively, of the interband SO cdoand branches and no PSL. We conjecture that a PSL formed
plingsn andT’. The arrows along the contours indicate theon top of an electrically drifting Fermi seE[45] can posgibl
spin vector field o) in the xy plane. The inner and outermost lead to a ‘topological Hall #ect’ m] in ordinary GaAs wells.
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