arXiv:1510.03080v2 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 31 May 2016

Spin Hall and spin Nernst effects in a two-dimensional electron gas with Rashba
spin-orbit interaction: temperature dependence

A. Dyrdal!, J. Barnag!?, and V. K. Dugaev®
Y Faculty of Physics, Adam Mickiewicz University, ul. Umultowska 85, 61-614 Poznar, Poland
2 Institute of Molecular Physics, Polish Academy of Sciences,
ul. M. Smoluchowskiego 17, 60-179 Poznan, Poland
3 Department of Physics and Medical Engineering, Rzeszéw University of Technology,
al. Powstaricow Warszawy 6, 35-959 Rzeszéow, Poland
(Dated: September 7, 2018)

Using the Matsubara Green function formalism we calculate the temperature dependence of spin
Hall and spin Nernst conductivities of a two-dimensional electron gas with Rashba spin-orbit interac-
tion in the linear response regime. In the case of spin Nernst effect we also include the contribution
from spin-resolved orbital magnetization, which assures correct behavior of the spin Nernst con-

ductivity in the zero-temperature limit.

Analytical formulas for the spin Hall and spin Nernst

conductivities are derived in some specific situations. Using the loffe-Regel localization criterion,
we have also estimated the range of parameters where the calculated results for the spin Hall and
spin Nernst conductivities are applicable. Analytical results show that the vertex correction totally
suppresses the spin Hall conductivity at arbitrary temperature. The spin Nernst conductivity, in
turn, vanishes at 7' = 0 when the orbital contribution is taken into account, but generally is nonzero

at finite temperatures.

PACS numbers: 75.70.Tj, 75.76.+j, 85.75.-d

I. INTRODUCTION

Spin Hall effect (SHE) was predicted theoretically in
1971 by Dyakonov and Perel.4:2 Two decades later, inter-
est in this effect was renewed after the paper by Hirsch,?
and now it attracts a lot of attention as a possible method
of spin current generation.# 8 The phenomenon was ob-
served experimentally only a decade ago,”# and since
then it is one of the most important issues in spintron-
ics, playing a major role in the process of generation and
detection of spin currents in a pure electrical manner 210
Spin current, in turn, plays a key role in the process
of electrically controlled magnetic switching as it gener-
ates a spin torque when being absorbed in a magnetic
system 113

It is also well known that the SHE is a consequence of
spin-orbit interaction. This interaction, in turn, may be
either of intrinsic or extrinsic origin. The extrinsic SHE
is associated with mechanisms of spin-dependent electron
scattering on impurities and other structural defects with
spin-orbit interaction (skew scattering and side jump),
whereas the intrinsic SHE is a consequence of a nontrivial
trajectory of charge carriers in the momentum space due
to the contribution of intrinsic spin-orbit interaction to

the corresponding band structure 2-10:14

The transverse spin currents and spin accumulation in
systems with spin-orbit interaction can be induced not
only by an external electric field, but also due to a tem-
perature gradient in the system. Thus, a difference in
temperatures of the two ends of a system with spin orbit
interaction gives rise to a spin current that flows perpen-
dicularly to the temperature gradient. This phenomenon
is known as the spin Nernst effect (SNE), but it is also
sometimes referred to as the thermally-induced spin Hall

effect. 1217 Physical origin of SNE is very similar to that
of SHE, and one can distinguish the intrinsic and ex-
trinsic contributions to SNE, similarly as in the case of
SHE. However, there are some differences between these
two phenomena, which are associated with different in-
fluence of the driving forces (electric field for SHE and
temperature gradient for SNE) on the electron distribu-
tion function in the momentum space. This difference
leads to some differences in the relevant theoretical for-
malisms and descriptions.

As the physical mechanisms of the SHE and SNE are
rather well understood, the influence of finite tempera-
ture on both these phenomena, especially on the SHE,
received less attention in the literature. The effect of
temperature on the spin current was considered, for in-
stance, by Bencheikh and Vignaled® who applied the
spin density matrix method to a spin current in two-
dimensional electron gas (2DEG) with Rashba and Dres-
selhaus spin-orbit interactions. Using a simple argument
it was also predicted that the spin Hall conductivity in
2DEG with Rashba interaction should vanish at arbi-
trary te]tnperauture.ﬁ’ﬂ In turn, since a temperature gra-
dient is the driving force for SNE, the temperature effects
are inherently included in the corresponding descriptions.
Though many of them are limited to the low tempera-
ture regime, the zero temperature limit, however, was
not studied thoroughly enough.

There are several different approaches to the spin
Nernst phenomenon. For example, Lyapilin?? used the
nonequilibrium statistical operator, taking into account
electron scattering processes in 2DEG with Rashba inter-
action. This theory, however, does not give clear informa-
tion on the role of individual microscopic mechanisms of
SNE. Similar problem was also studied by Ma.12 In turn,
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Akera and Suzuura??® used the Boltzmann equation for-

malism to analyze the SNE due to extrinsic mechanisms,
like skew scattering and side jump. The spin Nernst ef-
fect due to skew-scattering was also considered by ab ini-
tio numerical methods based on various approximations
with respect to the electronic structure and transport
properties — see for example Refs ﬂﬂ@] The room
temperature SNE was considered recently by Tolle et
al2® They have taken into account dynamical spin-orbit
coupling (spin-orbit coupling with the vibrating lattice
and impurities) and found a contribution due to the so-
called dynamical side-jump mechanism. In turn, Borge et
al?? used Matsubara Green functions to derive some re-
sults on thermoelectrics and spin thermoelectrics in two-
dimensional disordered electron gas. One should also
mention, that the spin Nernst effect in the mesoscopic
regime was studied using the Landauer-Biittiker formal-
ism for the four-terminal cross-bar geometry in systems
based on the 2DEG with Rashba spin-orbit coupling (see
e.g. HE] and references therein) and HgTe quantum
wells.20

There is still lack of a consistent theory that takes into
account all microscopic mechanisms and describes the
spin Hall and spin Nernst effects at high temperatures.
This problem, however, is of significant importance if
one takes into account experimental side and also pos-
sible applications, e.g. for magnetic switching in spin-
tronics devices. The importance of finite-temperatures
in the theoretical interpretation of SHE has been em-
phasized recently by Gorini at al2! Moreover, the zero-
temperature limit of the spin Nernst conductivity has not
been studied in detail, though it is known that orbital
contribution to the anomalous Nernst effect has to be in-
cluded to have accurate zero temperature behavior.32:33
Therefore, in this paper we consider the temperature de-
pendence of SHE and SNE. We restrict consideration to
a two-dimensional electron gas with spin-orbit interac-
tion of Rashba type. Such a system is a model system
for many semiconductor devices. Using the Matsubara
Green function formalism and the auxiliary vector poten-
tial in the case of temperature gradient,?* we find some
general equations that describe the spin Hall and spin
Nernst conductivities. In the latter case we also pre-
dict a contribution to the spin Nernst conductivity due
to spin-resolved orbital magnetization. Based on these
equations, we have derived analytical formulas for the
SHE and SNE conductivities in the bare bubble approxi-
mation. Taking into account electron scattering on impu-
rities, we show that the total cancelation of the intrinsic
contribution to the spin Hall conductivity by the cor-
responding contribution due to vertex correction takes
place not only at zero temperature, but also at higher
temperatures, in agreement with earlier predictions.12 21
In the case of spin Nernst effect we show that the total
spin Nernst conductivity vanishes at T' = 0 when a spin-
resolved orbital magnetization is taken into account, but
generally is finite at nonzero temperatures.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II we in-

troduce the model of a two-dimensional Rashba electron
gas and derive some general formulas for the spin Hall
and spin Nernst conductivities. In Sections III and IV
we present results on the spin Hall and spin Nernst con-
ductivities, respectively. The vertex corrections are also
calculated there. In the case of spin Nernst effect we also
included a contribution from spin-resolved orbital mag-
netization. Summary and final conclusions are given in
Section V.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

Two-dimensional electron gas with parabolic disper-
sion relation is the simplest model used to describe
electronic states in semiconductor heterostructures and
quantum wells. Rashba spin-orbit interaction in such
systems appears due to the lack of structural inversion
symmetry. Hamiltonian describing 2DEG with Rashba
spin-orbit coupling, written in the plane-wave basis, takes
the form

. h%k?

H= %ao—l—a(ky 0z — ky 0y), (1)
where o, for n = {x,y, 2} are the Pauli matrices, while
09 is the unit matrix — all defined in the spin space. The
parameter « in the above equation describes strength of
the Rashba interaction, while k, and k, are the in-plane
wavevector components. Eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian
(1) have the form, B4 = e & ak, with g, = h?k%/2m
and k? = k2 + k:fj

Below we derive some general expressions for the dy-
namical spin Hall and spin Nernst conductivities in terms
of the appropriate Green functions. These expressions
will be used in the subsequent sections to calculate the
static conductivities.

A. Spin Hall effect

Spin Hall effect is a phenomenon in which external
electric field drives a spin current that flows perpendic-
ularly to the driving field. In the model description we
assume a time-dependent external electromagnetic field
of frequency w/h (here w is energy) described by the
vector potential A(t) = A(w)exp(—iwt/h). The corre-
sponding electric field is then related to A wia the for-
mula A(w) = (f/iw)E(w). The perturbation part of the
Hamiltonian due to interaction of the system with the
external field, HY, takes the form

HE() = —e¥- A(t) = - A(t), (2)

where e is the electron charge (e < 0), v is the electron
velocity operator, v = (1/h)0H /0k, while j = ev is
the operator of electric current density. The x and y
components of the velocity operator have the following



explicit form:

R hk «
Dy = - cos(¢)og — e (3)
. hk . o
by = in(g)oy + Lo, 0

where ¢ is the angle between the wavevector k and the
axis x, i.e. ky = kcos(¢) and k, = ksin(¢), while the
last terms represent the components of the anomalous
velocity.

Without loss of generality, we assume in this paper
that the external electric field is oriented along the y-
axis and calculate the spin current flowing along the z
axis. The corresponding operator of spin current density
is defined as an anticommutator of the velocity operator
and the z-th component of spin operator (5, = %az),

j;z :_[ﬁwugz]+:_mkmaz' (5)

The expectation value of the spin current induced by an
external electric field can be found in the Matsubara-
Green functions formalism from the following formula:

1 . )
i iwm) = Yo { 35 Ghe(ien + iwm) f(iwm)Gk(z‘sn)} ,
k,n

(6)
where f = 1/kpT, with T and kp denoting the tem-
perature and Boltzmann constant, respectively. The
graphical diagram corresponding to Eq.(6) is presented
in Fig.la. The perturbation term takes now the form
HE (iwn) = —ebyAy(iwy,), with the amplitude of the
vector potential Ay (iw,,) determined by the amplitude
Ey(iwnm) of electric field through the relation A, (iw,,) =
% In the above equation, &, = (2n + 1)itkgT
and w,, = 2mikpT are the Matsubara energies, while
Gx(ie,) is the Matsubara Green function (in the 2 x 2
matrix form). Taking into account the explicit form of

HZE (iwm), one can rewrite Eq.(@) in the form

1 eEy(iwm)h

e m) = = 5 o)
X Z Tr {552 Gxien, + iwm)ﬁka(isn)} . (7)
k,n

The sum over Matsubara energies can be calculated by
the method of contour integration 23

3 Z]Sa G (ien, + iwpm )0, G (iey,)

:‘/ S F(2)5i Gz + iwn),Gu(2), ()

where C is the appropriate contour of integration (for
details see Ref.[35]). As a result, one can write the
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FIG. 1. Loop diagram for (a) spin Hall and (b) spin Nernst
conductivity in terms of the Matsubara Green functions.

frequency-dependent spin Hall conductivity in the form

ooy (W) =

0y[Gic(e) = Gie (e)]

T Z {
¥ / Z fle+ W IGR(E +w) - Gl + )]0, GR)|
)

where G(¢) and G () are the impurity-averaged re-
tarded and advanced Green functions corresponding to
the Hamiltonian (1), respectively, while f () is the Fermi-
Dirac distribution function.

It is convenient to write the retarded Green’s function
in the form

Ssz (E + LLJ)

G = Gi(©) oo + GIE) o2 + Gy, (10)
where
GEE) = 5(GRO+GRE), (1)
GE() = 5 sn(@)(G(e) - GR(e), (1)
Glie) = ! cos p(GH(e) — GE(e)), (11c)
and
R 1
GE(e) = (12)

e+u—Ey+il

Here, T" is the imaginary part of the self energy, related
to the corresponding relaxation time 7, I' = h/27. Note
that Gff,. ,(¢) as well as G (¢) depend on k, which is not
indicated explicitly. Similar form also holds for the ad-
vanced Green function. Equation (9) together with the
formulas (10)-(12) will be used in section III to calculate
the spin Hall conductivity first in the bare bubble approz-
imation and then with the vertex correction included.



B. Spin Nernst effect

Spin Nernst effect differs from the spin Hall one by
a driving force, which now is a temperature gradient
instead of electric field (gradient of electrostatic poten-
tial). Therefore, SNE is also frequently referred to as the
thermally-induced spin Hall effect (or thermo-spin Hall
effect). The formalism used in the case of electric field as
a driving force can be also employed in the case of spin
current induced by a temperature gradient. Based on the
concept of gravitational potential 2627 one can define an
auxiliary time-dependent vector field of frequency w/h,
A(t) = A(w)exp(—iwt/h) which is associated with the
heat current density operator jh,

L

Ch_
I 73

[fl _ “"A’L’ (13)

so the perturbation term has the form similar to that
given by Eq. (2), ie. HYT(t) = —j* - A(t).3438:39
Here, i denotes the chemical potential. This vector field
is related to the temperature gradient wvia the formula

Alw) = & (-52).

When the temperature gradient is along the axis y,
then the perturbation Hy 7' (¢) can be written in the form

HYT(t) = —jy Ay (t). (14)
The spin current created by the temperature gradient can

be then calculated by the Matsubara formalism from the
formula similar to Eq.(dl),

o (i) = %

x> T {gm Gulien + mm)ﬁXT(z’wm)Gk(ign)} (15)
k,n

where now HYT (iw,,) = —ngy(iwm) and A, (iwp,) =

h (— VyT:(Fiw’") . After summation over the Matsub-

i (tw, )
ara energies and defining the spin Nernst conductivity by
the relation a3z (w) = j3*(w)/(=V,T(w)), one finds the
following expression for gz (w):

Sz

awy (w) =

RIS | [ A GEE +@IGEE) - Gl

k
de ~ A A
+ [ Soret @ GEC +0) - Gl + wilibade)|.
(16)
It is convenient to write the operator of heat current
density in the above equation, jg , in the form

]‘7}; = j;oUO + jg,zow + j;;,yayu (17)

where
" A , a?
Jho = k(ex — p)sin(6) + Sksin(6), (1)
fho = Mew -+ Thsin’(e), (18h)
Joy= 2 sin(g)cos(e).  (180)

Like in the case of SHE, Eq.(16) together with the formu-
las (17) and (18) will be used in Section IV to calculate
the spin Nernst conductivity.

III. SPIN HALL CONDUCTIVITY

In this section we use the general formulas derived
above to calculate the spin Hall conductivity. At the
beginning we calculate this conductivity in the approxi-
mation corresponding to the bare bubble diagram. In such
a diagram the two Green functions are averaged over the
impurity positions and electron scattering is taken into
account via the self-energy. Then we include vertex cor-
rection and show that the spin Hall conductivity vanishes
at arbitrary temperature.

A. Bare bubble approximation

First, we rewrite Eq. (9) for the spin Hall conductivity
in the form

B[ odkk [ [ d
ot — _%/_(%)2 [ IO +w.e)

+ [ S remes-w]. a9
where Ti(e + w,¢) and T3(c,e — w) are defined by the
following formulas:

Ti(e +w,e)

— [aor {i-alie +winlale - GiE} L o)
Tole.e —w)

= [0t {ii6EE - GlENnGEE - )} 1)

Note, T1(e+w,e) and Tz(g,e —w) depend on k, which for
notation clarity is not indicated explicitly. Taking now
into account explicit forms of the spin current density
and electron velocity operators, as well as making use of
Egs. (10)-(12) and integrating over the angle ¢, one can
write 71 and 75 as

Ti(e +w,e)
= ia%w [GE (e + w)G2(e) — GF (e + w)GE(e)
—GH(e +w)GA(e) + G (e + w)GR(e)] ,(22)



Ta(e,e —w)
= ia%w [Gé (£)G4(e — w) — GH(e)GA (e — w)
~GE ()G (e — w) + GB(e)GA (e — w)] .(23)

Then, upon integrating over € and taking the limit w — 0
(see Appendix A for details) we find

2
o3y = o [ arly(BL) - $(B)]
eh? FEL) + (B
T 16mm T+ oz Y

where f/(¢) = 0f(g)/0e. The above equation is our final
result for the temperature dependent spin Hall conduc-
tivity in the bare bubble approximation, which will be
used in numerical calculations. Some analytical results
can be obtained in the zero-temperature limit, as shown
below. To do this let us rewrite Eq. (24) in the form

2 h2
U;; - lﬁirmoz ! lgﬂ'mIQ’ (25)
where
1= [ dip(Es) - £(E-)) (26)
"(E "(E_
T, = / ek (1 :)(;“k%)z ). (27)

In the zero temperature limit both Z; and Z5 can be
evaluated analytically. In the case of yu = pg > 0 (here o
is the chemical potential at T = 0, i.e. the Fermi energy)
one finds

2mao
I, =— o (28)
and
T = — e
v/ 2mpoh? + m2a?2
k k_
- (29)

“NT T (kT2 T T (k2]

where ki = F5F + % 2mpuoh? + m2a? are the Fermi
wavevectors corresponding to the two electronic sub-
bands Fy. Then, upon substituting Eqs (28) and (29)
into Eq. (28) we arrive at

s e eh?
o= — —
Y 8T 16m\/2mpuoh? + m2a?

k ke
” [1 n (ozl:Jr/F)Q T (ak/F)?] -(30)

This formula may be also rewritten in the equivalent,
form which is more convenient for interpretation,

e e

Sz —

1 1
%2y = 37 T Ton L kT2 T (ak/F)Q}
e n* 1 1
16w n [1 + (aky /T2 1+ (ak/I‘)Q](gl)

where n = Z%+/m2a? + 2mpuoh? and n* = "Z;O;z are
the electron concentrations corresponding to the Fermi
energy o and to pug = 0, respectively. In the limit of
small concentration of impurities (infinitely long relax-
ation time, or equivalently I' — 0), the above equation
gives the well known universal intrinsic value of the spin
Hall conductivity, i.e. o3z = afﬁz’o = g=. On the other
side, when the relaxation time is finite (i.e. we are be-
yond the ballistic limit), and if we assume rather weak
Ot2m

spin-orbit interaction, then for Sz < g one may as-

sume ki ~ k_ &~ ko = /2mpuo/h to recover the result

derived by Dimitrova,?

o = % <1 - m) . (32)

Let us consider validity of the above results. Detailed
calculations of the zero-temperature self energy (see Ap-
pendix B) show that T is finite and constant for o > 0
(see also Ref. 40),

m
I =mn;V? =T, 33
YT 2mh? 0 (33)
where n; is the impurity concentration and V is the
strength of the point-like scattering potential of impu-
rities. For po < 0, in turn, I" depends on energy and
takes the form
m n* n*

e Lo (34)

Thus, I' — oo when g approaches the bottom of the
lower band (n — 0). Accordingly, the role of disorder

ma2

I'=mn;V?

effectively increases when the limit po = pmin = —5pr
is approached, and the localization loffe-Regel criterion
is obeyed for a certain po above fimin. Thus we need to
find the limit for chemical potential, ujoc, below which
the states become localized and the conductivity is sup-
pressed to zero.

The Ioffe-Regel localization criterion can be written as

Mloc — Hmin = 1—‘l(,uloc)- (35)
When n;V?/a? < 1, then poe < 0 and
mao® n;V?
e ™~ ——— |1 — .
poc = =0 (1- 20 ) (36)

For this particular value of the chemical potential one
finds n*/n(pnoc) = a/v/n; V2, so

«

I'=T"y ok (37)
In turn, when n;V?/a? > 1, then e > 0, and
Mloc = I‘O + Hmin; (38)

while I' = I'y. Since the Rashba parameter « is usu-
ally small, then pjoe > 0. Therefore, further considera-
tions are limited to pg > 0, which is a physically relevant
regime.
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Spin Hall conductivity in the bare
bubble approximation as a function of uo/Fo, where po is the

Fermi energy at T = 0, while Ey = 55-. Different curves

correspond to indicated values of temperature. For simplicity
we put m = 1, h = 1, kg = 1, and assumed a = 1 and
I' = 0.5E), so the localization threshold is pjoc = 0.

Consider now some numerical results for the spin
Hall conductivity in the bare bubble approximation. In
Fig.2 we show the spin Hall conductivity as a func-
tion of pg/FEp for different temperatures, where Ey, =
ma?/h?.  We consider the situation when the parti-
cle number is constant, so the chemical potential at a
nonzero temperature is adapted following the formula
w = kgT In[exp[uo/(kpT)] — 1].28 For simplicity we used
the units with m = 1, A = 1, and kg = 1. Apart from
this we assumed a« = 1 and I' = 0.5E,. This corresponds
to the localization threshold p,. = 0. As follows from
this figure, the spin Hall conductivity increases with in-
creasing 119/ Ep, and for large values of po/FEp it tends
to a constant and universal value e/8m. The rate of this
increase is larger for smaller 7' and smaller for higher
temperatures.

B. Vertex correction

Now we consider the role of impurities taking into ac-
count correction to the spin Hall conductivity due to
renormalization of the spin current vertex. It is well
known that vertex corrections can have a significant influ-
ence on the spin current induced via the spin Hall effect.
In the case of two-dimensional electron gas with Rashba
spin-orbit interaction such a vertex correction can totally
suppress the spin Hall conductivity at T = 0124143 Tt
has been predicted that this correction can suppress the
conductivity also at arbitrary T.2221 Here we consider
this correction at finite temperatures within the Matsub-
ara formalism.

The equation describing the renormalized vertex cor-

FIG. 3. Graphical equation for the renormalized spin current
vertex.

responding to the spin current takes the form

R N d?k 5
JSZ=J;+/ G Ok Gle W), (39)

where the spin current operator j;z is given by Eq. (5),
and the vertex correction (second term on the right-hand
side) has to be taken at the Fermi level, e = 0, and in the
limit w — 0. The above equation is presented graphically
in Fig.3. Note, the vertex correction term in Eq. (39)
with two retarded or two advanced Green’s functions is
equal to zero in the limit of w — 0.

We look for a solution of Eq.(B9) in the following form:

jjz = aog + boy + coy + dkyo, (40)

where a, b, ¢ and d are coefficients that need to be deter-
mined. Detail calculations (see Appendix C) show that
the renormalized spin current vertex can be written in
the form#4

Jir =G+ 80 (41)
where the correction 5}':; is

~.S2

with the coeflicient b given by

h* T
b=——. 43
2ma (43)
We recall, that I is constant for 19 > 0, see Eq. (33).
The total spin Hall conductivity o3; ' is a sum of the
contribution o3 from the bare bubble diagram and the
contribution do;7 due to vertex correction,

s, tot __ _s S
ony =0y 00y (44)

The bare bubble contribution, o3z, was calculated and
analyzed in Sec.IITA, see Eq. (24). In turn, the contribu-
tion do3z to the spin Hall conductivity due to the vertex

correction is determined by the formula

s, eh d2k dE S5z R ~ A
5Uzy = ETI‘/W |: %f(a)is‘]z Gk (€+W)'Uka (E)

dE ~.82 .
- [ S rsI GGl - w)| . (415)
Upon integrating over ¢, (for details see Appendix C)

and taking into account the explicit form of the param-
eter b [see Eq.(43)], this formula leads to the following



expression for the vertex correction to the spin Hall con-
ductivity:

. eh? [ dkk_,, ,
oy == [ Gl (B + £(B-)
R [ dkk (B + f'(B)
4m 47

1+ (2k)°

o / K (B — F(ED)). (46)

C4m2a | Am

In the zero-temperature limit and for ug > 0, Eq.(46)
gives

5o e n eh?
ok = ——
Y 81 16my/m2a2 + 2mpuoh?
ke ko

] . (47)

_l’_
T+ (2k)? 14 (%K)

Taking into account Eq.(30), one immediately concludes
that 032" = 0 at T = 01241742

Consider now the case of an arbitrary temperature.
Taking into account Eq.(24) and Eq.(46), one finds the
total spin Hall conductivity in the form

73y = g [ (B - s(E)
o [kl ) + (B2
e 4
oo | RS E) - B (49)

This rather long formula can be presented as an integral
over k of a full derivative,

oyt = - / ak R [(E,) — 7B}, (49)

16mma

which gives zero after integration over k from 0 to oo,

U;;tot. = 0. (50)
Thus, the total spin Hall conductivity (including the ver-
tex correction) vanishes at any temperature, in agree-
ment with earlier predictions. 2 21

IV. SPIN NERNST CONDUCTIVITY

In this section we consider the spin Nernst conduc-
tivity using the general formulas derived in section 2B.
Accordingly, we calculate this conductivity first in the
bare bubble approximation, and then derive the vertex
correction. To get physically correct results, we also cal-
culate the correction due to orbital spin-resolved mag-
netization. The total spin Nernst conductivity vanishes
then at 7" = 0, but is finite at nonzero T.

A. Bare bubble approximation

Equation (16) for the spin Nernst conductivity can be
written in the form

2 [ e [ S r@Te v

w

Sz _
CMIZ—

+ [ remee-w)]. 6D

where 77 and 73 are given by Eqgs (22) and (23). Follow-
ing the procedure used in the case of spin Hall conduc-
tivity (see also Appendix A), we find

s R o1
Y = TormaT /dk(Ek = wlf(Ey) — f(E-)]
2o F(BL) + F(B-)
— [ dkk(er, —

+167rmT/ S SN YYIDE
The above expression is a general formula for the spin
Nernst conductivity in the bare bubble approximation,
which is valid for arbitrary temperature. Now, we con-
sider in more details the low-temperature regime, where
some analytical results can be obtained. To do this, let

us rewrite Eq.([52) in the following form:

. (52)

R 1 R 1
L AL . 53
Yy = T Trma T T Term T (53)

where

T = [ dhe - wlf (B - SED) 64)

(B + f1(E)
1+ (ak/T)Z

7, - / dk(er, — 1) (55)

In the low-temperature regime one can replace Z3 and
T4 by the corresponding zero-temperature values, which
can be found analytically. From Egs.(54) and (55) and
for po > 0 one finds

4m2a?
13 = T3 (56)
and
Ti=— 1
v/m2a? + 2mypgh?
h2k?2 h2k2
k + k_ - —
+( 2m /’LO) ( 2m /1’0) (57)

1+ (aky/T) 1+ (ak_/T)

Thus, the spin Nernst conductivity takes then the form

s 1 ma? 1 h?
Qs — — _ =
Y T 127h? T 167/ m2a? + 2muoh2
n2k2 R k2
ki (G —mo) | k- (Zm — ko)

,(58)

1+ (aky/T) 1+ (ak_/T)?



or equivalently

1 ma?

Yy = T 127h2
_ ma? i 1
Arh2 T [1 + (aky /T)2][1 + (ak_/T)2]"

In the limit of I' — 0, the spin Nernst conductivity is
given only by the first term in the above equations. This
result is consistent with that obtained by Ma.12 For sys-
tems with a small o and for large values of the chemical
potential we get

(59)

s, 1 ma? 3
1+ 2k2a?/T?

_ 1 60
Yoy T T 12702 (60)

B. Vertex correction

Similarly to the spin Hall conductivity, the renormal-
ized spin Nernst conductivity oz ™" is a sum of the con-
tribution g from the bare bubble diagram and the con-
tribution dagz due to the vertex correction,

S ren

azy

(61)

— s s
= agy +0ags.

The bare bubble contribution, a3, was calculated above,
see Eq. (52). In turn, the vertex correction daj7; can be

calculated from the formula

. h1 &k
bazy = JTTf/ (27)2

- [ S resis aleicie - o) o)

[ o e+ el

Following the procedure used in the case of spin Hall
conductivity (see also Appendix C), and taking into ac-
count the explicit form of the renormalization parame-
ters, one finds

oty = —2 1 / B ks — )l (B2) + ()
LAY (SR O ha D
/Mk(’“ W )

dm T

S / TR e — I (By) — [ (B-)

(63)

In the low-temperature regime, one can use the zero-
temperature limit for the distribution function in the
above equation, and for py > 0 one finds

1 h?

Sz

dasz = —
Y T 16m/m2a2 + 2mpuoh?

212
U

21,2
k+( 27]:;’7, _MO) k_(% _/’LO) (64)
L (fhe)” 1 (fho)

Taking into account Eq.(58), the renormalized spin
Nernst conductivity can be written in the form

1 ma?
S, ren _ . .s5,0
5T TigmR e (65)
For higher temperatures, the renormalized spin Nernst
conductivity, including the vertex correction, is given by
the following expression:

5 = s | e~ W) - F(E-)
o [kt - I B + ()
‘m:ﬁ% / dik?(ex — p)If'(Es) = f'(E-)]
o @R + (B

S [t e - e o)

This formula can be rewritten in the following form:
s, ren

= A [ e+ )

vy T 167m

b1 [ (ke e - 18}
1 h?

T 8tma

dk[E, f(Ey) — E_ f(E_)]. (67)

The first two terms in this expression give zero after in-
tegration over k from 0 to co. The final formula is then
given only by the last term in Eq.(67):

1 R

S ren __

T T 8tma

[ e s - B_f(E). ()

From the above derived formulas follows that the
renormalized spin Nernst conductivity (as well as that in
the bare bubble approximation) is divergent in the limit
of T — 0, which is nonphysical. Similar problem was
also encountered in the case of Nernst effect,32:33 where
it was shown that to get physical behavior one needs to
include also a contribution due to orbital magnetization.
Below, we predict a contribution to the spin Nernst con-
ductivity due to a spin-resolved orbital magnetization,
that restores physical behavior.

C. Contribution due to orbital spin-resolved
magnetization

In the case of 2DEG with Rashba spin-orbit interac-
tion there is no usual orbital magnetization, which is sup-
pressed by time-reversal symmetry. Instead of this, we
predict a spin-resolved orbital magnetization, Mo, (M
describes magnitude of the spin-resolved magnetization,
referred to in the following as spin-resolved magnetiza-
tion), which contributes to the spin current in thermal
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Temperature dependence of the total
spin Nernst conductivity, a33*", normalized to oef;zy'o. The
spin Nernst conductivity in the bare bubble approximation
with the vertex correction, a7, and the orbital contribu-
tion Acagj — both normalized to ai;’o are also presented there.

Other parameters as indicated and/or in Fig.2.

nonequilibrium, and thus also to the spin Nernst effect.47
Taking into account the spin-resolved orbital magnetiza-
tion, one should add a term M (T)(h/e)(VT/T) to the
spin current density, where M (T') describes the spin-
resolved orbital magnetization at temperature 7. The
spin resolved orbital magnetization and its temperature
dependence is calculated in a separate paper.£” Thus, the
total spin Nernst conductivity, a3;**, can be written as

s.,tot __ S, ,ren s
" =gy 4+ Aagy

(69)

where a2 ™" is the contribution derived in the bubble
approximation plus vertex correction, while

S. 1

is the contribution from spin-resolved orbital magnetiza-
tion.

In the limit of zero temperature and for pg > 0, the
spin-resolved orbital magnetization is

ema2

(71)

Thus, the corresponding contribution to the spin Nernst
conductivity is

ma? 1
Aotz = - % 72
You T TR T (72)
which cancels the first term in Eq.(69). Accordingly,
agz*° tends to zero for T — 0,
sz (T = 0) = 0. (73)

For a finite T', the spin resolved magnetization is given
by the formula

+ [ anarie (j—,j - 1) (B - f1(EL)
+2 / dkak[Ey f"(Ey) + E— f”(E)]] (74)

From the above formula and from Eq.(70) follows, that
the total spin Nernst conductivity a3 '°" is generally
nonzero at finite 7', but it vanishes when 7" — 0.

In Fig.4 we show the temperature dependence of the
total spin Nernst conductivity, normalized to aigjo. We
also show there the spin Nernst conductivity in the bare
bubble approximation with the vertex correction, ag: ™",
and the orbital contribution Aajz — both normalized to
asz Y. Tt is evident from this figure that af;*°" vanishes
in the limit of T" = 0, and is generally nonzero for finite
temperatures. The spin Nernst conductivity, however,
decreases with increasing temperature and tends to zero

for sufficiently high values of T'.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have calculated the temperature de-
pendence of the spin Hall and spin Nernst conductivities
of a two-dimensional electron gas with Rashba spin-orbit
interaction. To do this we have employed the approach
based on the Matsubara Green functions. The formalism
used in the case of electric field as a driving force was sub-
sequently adapted to the situation of spin current driven
by a temperature gradient. To achieve this, we have used
the concept of an auxiliary vector potential.

Both spin Hall and spin Nernst conductivities were cal-
culated in the approximation including the vertex cor-
rection. In the case of spin Nernst effect, we have also
predicted a contribution to the spin Nernst conductiv-
ity following from a spin-resolved orbital magnetization.
This term assures correct zero-temperature limit of the
spin Nernst conductivity. When the vertex correction is
included, the spin Hall conductivity vanishes exactly —
not only in the zero temperature limit, but also at fi-
nite temperatures, independently of the Rashba param-
eter, which is agreement with earlier predictions.1? 21 In
turn, the spin Nernst conductivity vanishes at T = 0,
but remains generally nonzero at finite 7. It is worth
noting, that our calculations concern constant (dc) spin
Hall and spin Nernst conductivities, but the effects un-
der consideration may be investigated also at nonzero
frequencies . 12:48:49
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Appendix A: Integration over &

Taking into account Eqs (22) and (23), one can write the integrals over ¢ that occur in Eqgs (19) and (51), in the
following form

;l—i_f(a)Tl (e+w,e)= iwa% [T e +w,e) — TP (e + w,e) — T (e + w,e) + TEE (e + w,e)] (A1)
de . hk A AA RA RA
%f(a)ﬁ(s,s—w):ma% [Z24(e,e —w) =T (e, e —w) — T4 (e,e —w) + T (e,6 — w)], (A2)

where IZY; and Iry_/ (for v = R, A and v/ = R, A) are integrals of products of retarded and/or advanced Green
functions, as defined below. These integrals can be found using the identity 1/(x £ iz’) = P1/xz F imd(z):

TR () = / % F)GR (e +w)GA)

__P/ f(e) 1 +7>/% f(e) 1
N 2rEy —E_4+w+2ile+w—E_+pu 2rEy —E_4+w+2ile+p—Ey

i f(E- —w) i f(EY)
+§E+—E,+w+mr+§E+—E,+w+%r (A3)
TRR(40) = ;l_; FE)GR (e +w)GR(e)
de f(e) 1 de f(e) 1
/5?E+—E_+ws+w+u—E_ /5;E+—E_+WE+M—E+
i fE-—w) i f(Ey)
+§E+—E_+W_§E+—E_+W (A4)
IR (+w) z/;—if(a)Gf(s—i-w)Gf(a)
de f(e) 1 _P/dg f(e) 1
2rE, —E_ —w-2ile+w+p—FE, 2By —E_ —w-—2ile+pu— E_
2E, —E_—w-—2i 2E, —FE_ —w-2il
I (1) = [ 5 €K +)02 ()
B de f(e) 1 de f(e) 1
- /%&—E, —wetw+p—EL /%&—E, —wetpu—E_

2B, —FE_ —w 2E,-E_—

de
24(-0) = [ £ 40062 063w
IO L p [l O 1
2nEy —E_4+we+p—FE_ 2nEy —F_4we+p—w—EL

i B i J(Btw)
_§E+—E_+w §E+—E_+w (A7)




() = [ SR —w)

11

TP (—w) = f ° FEGREG e - w)

:_P/ZWE+—E

T () = [ EFOCHRCAE ~w)
de f(e) 1

’P/ 1 ’P/ﬁ f(e) 1
N 27TE+—E,—ws+u By 2rE, —E_ —we+p—w—FE_
2E, -FE_—-w 2E;—-FE_—

() 1 +7’/§ f(e) 1
fw+2il'e+p—E_ 2nbEy —E_+w+2ille+p—w—E4

E_ ' E

2F, —E_ 4w+l 2FE; —FE_ 4w+ 2l

d i !
2By —E_  —w—=2ile+p—E4 2nEy —F_ —w—-2ile4+p—w—E_

2F, —F_—w—2 2B, —FE_ —w—2il

In turn, inserting Eqs (A1) and (A2) into Eqs (19) and (51) one can rewrite the formula for spin Hall conductivity

in the form

. _eh [ dk Rk
Ogy = —ima— / )2 2m8 (A11)
and the formula for the spin Nernst conductivity as
. 1 [ dk hk?
amy —mraw T / W%(Ek — /L)S, (A12)
where S is defined as follows:
S = IR (4w) — ZRE (4w) — IRA (4w) + ZRE(4w)
+Z44 (~w) — I (~w) — TR (~w) + TEA(~w). (A13)
Taking now into account Eqs (A3) to (A10) one finds
_ / / _ / / _
5[ B BB + FE | (B = BOED + FE)]_, FED-FED ]

(Ey — E_)2 — (w + 2il)?

(E+ — E_)2 + W2

(BEy —E_)2—w?

Inserting now Eq.(A14) into Eqs (A11) and (A12)], and taking the limit w — 0, one arrives at Eq.(24) and Eq.(52)
for the spin Hall and spin Nernst conductivities, respectively.

Appendix B: Self-energy

In this appendix we calculate the self-energy and re-
laxation time due to scattering on point-like impurities in
the Born approximation. The self-energy (at the Fermi
level) is given by the following equation:

ok = niVQ/ (;l 1){ GE (B1)

where n; is the impurity concentration, V is the scat-
tering potential od the impurity, and Gy is the Green

function taken at the Fermi level. Writing k, = kcos ¢

and k, = ksin¢, and integration over ¢ one finds the
formula
dkk
Ef:wniVQUQ/ )2 S(GT+GH), (B2)

from which one finds

dkk 1 .
»i = 7T7’LiV20'0/ 2n)? [’P (,u — E+> —imo(p— Ey)

+P (ﬂ_1E> —iWS(M—E—)} , (B3)
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where P indicates principal value of the corresponding Note, I' is here independent of the chemical potential.
integral. Since Bff = R(ZE) — iloy, we find from the In turn, for p < 0 one finds
above formula

dkk
dkk /WCS(H—EH—O (B7)
r—nv2t [ OB - B0+ 6l BB
and
For u > 0, the integrals in the above equation can be dkk m(k® +k2)
. 50— E-) = . (B8
easily calculated and are (27) /2muh2 ¥ m2a2

dkk m e Thus, I" is now given by the formula

R - ey = (15 (B5) *

(2m) 4m2h V2mph? + m2a? s m n
I'=mn;V —, (B9)

2wh? n

so the relaxation rate I' for p > 0 is where n and n* are electron concentrations defined in

m Sec.III below Eq.(31). Note, for 4 < 0, I depends on the
I =mn;V? 57 (B6)  chemical potential.
™

Appendix C: Calculation of the vertex correction

Consider the second term on the right-hand side of Eq.(39). Inserting Eq.(38) into this term and integrating over
the angle ¢, this term takes the form

/d(bG{f(a)ijGf(a +w) = g {(G(e) + GA(e)) (GF(e +w) + GE(e +w)) b
+z§ [(G(e) + GA(e)) (GH(e +w) = GE (e +w)) — (G2h(e) = GA(e)) (G (e +w) + GE (e +w)) | d} &

+g (GL(e) + GA(e) (G (e +w) + GE(e + w)) coy,

+5 [(G1e) — G4(e) (G(e +w) — G (e +w) + (GL(e) + GA(e) (GF (e +w) + G(e +w)) | aon.
(C1)
Let us introduce now the following notation:
. k
/dgbGﬁ(E)J;zgf(a +w)= g <F11 b+ ZEFM d) o + ng coy+ gFO aoy, (C2)

where:
Fp1 = F, = (G(e) + G4(e)) (GL(e +w) + GA(e +w))
= Gf(a)Gf(a +w)+ Gﬁ(s)GI_%(a +w)+ G4 (E)Gf(a +w)+GAe)GE(e+w), (C3)

Fpo = (G(e) + G2(e)) (GH(e +w) = GE(e +w)) — (GL(e) = G2(e)) (GR(e +w) + Gl (e +w))
=2 (G (e +w)GA(e) — GE(e + w)G4(e)), (C4)

Fy = (G(e) — GA(e)) (G (e + w) — GE(e + w)) + (G(e) + GA(2)) (G (e +w) + GE(e + w))
=2 (G (e +w)G(e) + G (e + w)G2(e)) - (C5)
Taking into account Eq.(40), the equation for the spin current vertex (39) takes the form
dkk {
(2m)?
h2

dkk
+cV§ / ——F 0y + —ky0,. (C6)

8T 2m

dkk
CLUo—FbUz—FCUy—deIUZ:aVOQ/_F000+VO2/

TF b+ itkF,, d] o
81

2 4
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;From this equality we find

12 MW Ak,
a=c=0, d=—, b= f dkk =2 ) (C7)
2m 1—V0 f F 1—1-1
with
7 = n;V? T4+ + T+ T+ ), (C8)
hQnZ—VQ
Iy = ——— (T24- = To-+), (C9)
where
dkk g A dkk 1 1
Ilii_/s—wGi(€+w)Gi(5) 81 etwtp—Ey +ile+p— By —il’ (C10)
dkk dkk 1 1
T = | —GF GA - C11
T 8 +HE+W)GER(E) 8re+tw+p—FEL+ile4+pu— E_ —il”’ (C11)
dkk dkk 1 1
T, . = | Z22GQR GA(e) = [ 22 C12
. /87r - (e +w)G(e) 8r e+w+p—FE_+ile4+pu— Ey —il”’ (C12)
dkk? dkk? 1 1
Toy_ = GE G4 :/ C13
2 / o CH(EFWIGZ(E) o7 etwtp—E, +iletp— E_—il’ (C13)
dkk? dkk? 1 1
Ty y = GE G4 :/ . C14
=t /27r ~(E+w)G(e) 2 e+w+p—E_+il'e+p—Ef —il ( )

Then, upon decomposing the expressions under integrals into simple fractions and putting ¢ = 0 and w = 0 we find

dkk dkk
Lﬁ_f</ st —Ba)+ [ (- Eg) (C15)
dkk 1 1 dkk 1 1 ) dk
L =P | Srsaka—m, 7 @ﬂf—ﬂ‘?(/%‘s(“ Ey)+ /5‘““‘]“)’ (C16)

dkk 1 dkk 1 1 T dk dk
- +—7’/87T Sk E+ -7 87@7#—12+%(/8_776(M_E_)+/8_775(M_E+))’

(C17)

dkk 1 1 dkk 1 dkk i [ dkk
Toy_ = — — - — — —o(pu—Fy)— — | —6(p—E_ C18
>t 2« 2 n—Ey 2« 2 p— E_ 2a 2T (i +) 2a/ 27 (i ) )

dkk 1 1 dkk 1 im [ dkk im [ dkk
T =—— —_— — — | —o0(p—E_)+— | —d(p—E4). (C19
T T, =B 20 ) 2w a—E: "2 ) 2m (i )+2a/27r (k= Ey). (C19)

Thus, we get

T = V2 [; / WX OBy — ) +5(B ) +7 / kL (5(By )+ (B — m)] . (c20)

h? dkk  ak?

sm | 2r azez g2 OF )+ (B = )] .

§(k — k), (C22)



so Eq.(C20) takes form

14

1 m 1 k k_
T =mnV?————— | Z(ky + k) +T + C23
P 8 vm2a? + 2mpuh L—‘( vk <a2ki+1"2 a2k2+1"2>] ' (C23)
while 7y is given by
h? mao k3 k3
Ty = —in; V2 + - ) C24
2 m 16m /m2042 ¥ Qmuﬁ 012]{3_2’_ _|_I‘2 OAka +F2:| ( )
Finally we get
T
=5 C25
2m « ( )

Similar calculations for p < 0 give the same form of the parameter b.
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