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A chiral quasiparticle wave packet (QPWP) is defined as a conventional superposition of chiral
quasiparticle states corresponding to an interacting electron system in two dimensions (2D) in the
presence of Rashba spin-orbit coupling (RSOC). Its internal structure is investigated via studying
the charge and the current densities within the first order perturbation in the electron-electron
interaction. It is found that the QPWP contains a localized charge which is less than the bare
charge and remaining charge resides at the boundary. The amount of charge delocalized turns out
to be inversely proportional to the strength of RSOC when the later is weak, and therefore externally
tunable. For strong RSOC, the magnitudes of both the delocalized charge and the current strongly
depend on the direction of propagation of the wave packet. Both the charge and the current densities
consist of an anisotropic r−2 tail away from the center of the wave packet. Possible implications of
such delocalizations in real systems corresponding to 2D semiconductor hetero-structures are also
discussed within the context of particle injection experiments.

PACS numbers: 71.10.Hf, 71.27.+a, 71.70.Ej

I. INTRODUCTION

The interplay of the chirality and the electron-electron
(e-e) interaction is a very important issue from both fun-
damental and applied perspectives in many-body quan-
tum systems. Bare electron develops chirality when its
spin and momentum get locked because of the presence of
spin-orbit (SO) coupling1,2. Moreover, in an interacting
electron system the additional presence of SO coupling
brings one more energy scale, apart from the Fermi en-
ergy and the Coulomb energy which were already present.
The analysis of different phases in interacting electron
systems usually starts from a Fermi liquid theoretic point
of view. Within the paradigm of the well established
Landau Fermi liquid theory different phases are classi-
fied according to the Pomeranchuk instability criteria3,4.
In the presence of SO coupling the interplay of all the
above mentioned energy scales lead to the formation of
new phases of matter and therefore obviously have been
investigated extensively5–10. In this regard a theory of
a chiral Fermi liquid (CFL) has been put forward re-
cently by focusing on the Rashba SO coupling11. Like
in the conventional Landau Fermi liquid, the concept of
quasi-particle is the central pillar in this CFL theory, but
these quasi-particles are chiral in the sense that they are
distinct in terms of chirality index ‘s’ instead of spin in-
dex ‘σ’. Furthermore, these quasi-particles are valid only
near the Fermi surfaces of the corresponding Rashba sub-
bands11.

The Landau Fermi liquid theory is formulated in
terms of the distribution function of quasi-particles
n(k, r), and this can be obtained from the well estab-
lished microscopic calculations3,12. It has been shown
that the interpretation of this distribution function as
a semi-classical quasi-particle wave packet (QPWP) of
mean momentum k, mean position r, and charge e, is
not possible owing to the delocalization of charge and

current in the QPWP13. In a spin-1/2 Landau quasi-
particle wave packet (Landau-QPWP) with spin σ =↑,
the particle density consists of three parts, a spherically
symmetric part which integrates to a charge e′ 6= 1, a
higher harmonic part which is regular at origin and van-
ishes at infinity, and does not represent any net charge.
The last part is a correction because of interparticle inter-
action. This part is uniformly distributed at the surface
of the infinite volume and has a charge (1 − e′) < 1.
The charge density of a bare particle wave packet on the
other hand consists of a spatially uniform part coming
from the N electrons within the Fermi sphere, and a unit
charge with spin of magnitude 1/2 localized within the
spatial spread of the wave packet. Moreover, the Landau-
QPWP contains a localized spin σ′ > 1

2 , leading to the

spin-charge separation in the Lanau-QPWP14. The con-
cept of QPWP is important in the tunnelling experi-
ments in relation to reflection and transmission through
a barrier15,16. It has been found in experiment that when
two particles are injected from two different sources spa-
tially located in such a way that the electrons injected are
intially separated by a barrier, there exists a finite prob-
ability of finding both the electrons on the same side of
the barrier15. This phenomenon has been attributed as
due to the fundamental wavepacket nature of the electron
quasiparticles16.

In view of the importance of the spin-orbit coupling
in the real systems, in this article I consider the issue of
delocalization of charge and current in the chiral QPWP
corresponding to the Rashba spin-orbit (SO) coupled in-
teracting electron liquid11. This SO coupling is relevant
for a number of 2D electron heterostructures where ex-
periments are performed in a well controllable manner
and the strength of the SOC is tunable externally. There-
fore, in these systems the concept of chiral QPWP is ex-
pected to be fundamental too. Such a study further pro-
vides insights on the internal structure of a chiral QPWP.
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In this article, a chiral QPWP of specific chirality
‘s’ corresponding to the chiral Fermi liquid has been de-
fined as a conventional superposition of chiral quasipar-
ticle states. Such a definition is valid only near the re-
spective Fermi surfaces of the corresponding chiral sub-
bands. The results corresponding to the study of charge,
and current densities are obtained within the first order
perturbation theory of Rayleigh-Schrödinger (RS) type,
following Ref. [13]. Both weak and strong SOC have
been considered. The results show that charge and cur-
rent are expelled to the boundary because of the effect
of the e-e interaction, as found in the case of Landau-
QPWP however, the corresponding magnitudes depend
on the strength of the SO coupling and also on the direc-
tion of propagation of the wave packet.

The article is organized as follows. The calculational
details regarding the charge and current densities have
been presented in section (II). In section (III), I shall
calculate the amount of charge and current delocalized to
the boundary. The results shall be discussed in section
(IV).

II. CHARGE AND CURRENT OF A CHIRAL
QUASI-PARTICLE WAVE PACKET: GENERAL

FORMULA

In this article, I consider the Hamiltonian correspond-
ing to the 2D CFL which is described by,

H = H0 +Hint =
∑

k,σ,σ′

[c†k,σδσσ′
k2

2m
ck,σ′

+ c†k,σα(τσσ′ × k)zck,σ′ ] +Hint, (1)

where α is the strength of Rashba SO coupling (RSOC),
Hint is the conventional e-e interaction, k2 = k2x + k2y,
with ~ = e(charge of electron) = 1, and m being the
effective mass11. The non-interacting part, H0 is non-
diagonal in the spin basis and is diagonalized using the
following unitary matrix,

U =
1√
2

(
1 1

−ieiθk ieiθk

)
, (2)

where θk = tan−1
ky
kx

is the azimuth of k. The diagonal-
ized non-interacting Hamiltonian reads as,

H0 =
∑
k,s

c†k,sξk,sck,s (3)

where ξk,s = k2

2m + sαk and s = ±1 denotes the chirality
or the winding direction of the spins around the Fermi
surface. The normalized plane wave states corresponding
to the these chiral electrons are given by,

|k, s〉 =
1√
2

(
1

−iseiθk

)
eik·r, (4)

where the 2D volume of the system Ω has been taken to
be unity and standard periodic boundary conditions are
assumed. The Fermi momenta and the Fermi velocities
of individual sub bands are given by, k±F = m(v0 ∓ α)

and v0 =
√
α2 + 2µ/m respectively where µ is the chem-

ical potential11. The strength of the RSOC is considered
to be small thereby ensuring the Fermi velocities of two
sub-bands to be same. However, in the case of strong
RSOC the Fermi velocities corresponding to the indi-
vidual sub-bands no longer remains degenerate and are
self-consistently determined by the renormalized Fermi
momenta11. The ground state of the non-interacting sys-
tem is the filled Fermi circle since the chiral electron also
satisfy the Pauli statistics. Therefore, the ground state
is constructed by filling up all the single chiral particle
states till the respective Fermi momentum, viz.,

|F 〉 =
∏

k′<k+F

∏
k′′<k−F

c†k′,+c
†
k′′,−|0〉, (5)

|0〉 being the vacuum. If there are N chiral electrons N/2
electrons with chirality ‘+’ shall be within the Fermi 2-
sphere (i.e., circle) of radius k+F and rest N/2 electrons
with chirality ‘−’ shall be within the Fermi 2-sphere of
radius k−F . Then one can find a one particle state by
adding a bare electron of specified chirality above the

respective Fermi sea, viz., |k, s〉 = c†k,s|F 〉, for all k > ksF .
Hint further can expressed in the chiral basis by ex-

panding the field operator ψ̂ corresponding to the two

body interaction as ψ̂(r) =
∑

k,s ck,s|k, s〉, and the form

is given by17,

Hint =
1

2

∑
k1,k2,p,s1,s2,s3,s4

V k1,k2,p
s1,s2,s3,s4(p)

c†k1−q,s1c
†
k2+q,s2

ck2,s2ck1,s1 , (6)

where

V k1,k2,p
s1,s2,s3,s4(p) = V (p)

1

4
[1 + s1s4e

i(θk1
−θk1−p)

+ s2s3e
i(θk2

−θk2+p)

+ s1s2s3s4e
i(θk1

−θk1−p+θk2
−θk2+p)] (7)

In this article, I consider V (p) = 2π√
|p|2+δ2

as the Fourier

transform of the Coulomb (2D-projected) interaction
in two dimensions (2D), where for the purpose it is
sufficient to consider δ to be a term regularizing the
Coulomb interaction so that V (p) does not diverge as
p → 018–20. By switching on the interaction (repre-
sented by the above Hamiltonian (6)) adiabatically the
one particle state |k, s〉 can be evolved into a chiral
quasiparticle state |ψk,s〉.

I define a chiral QPWP with an average momentum

k0 (propagating in the direction k̂0) and chirality ‘s’, as
a superposition of the chiral quasiparticle states,

|Ψk0,s〉 =
∑

k>kF
s

Ak|ψk,s〉, (8)
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where for simplicity the envelop function Ak is consid-

ered to be a Gaussian, Ak = Ce−a
2(k−k0)

2/2. Such a
definition is similar in spirit to the definition of Lan-
dau QPWP corresponding to an SU(2) symmetric Lan-
dau Fermi liquid13. The basic requirements for the en-
velop function remain same as that have been taken in
Ref. [13], i.e., it is a smooth function, sufficiently sharply
peaked near k0 with spread a−1 = ∆k << k0 − ksf and
vanishes for k < ksF . This means that for all practical
purposes, k0 ≈ ksf for the chiral QPWP of specific chi-
rality ‘s’. However, on top of these the spread ∆k << α.
This restriction is fundamentally different from the re-
striction (in the sense of disallow) on the inter-sub-band
transition corresponding to CFL description11. Further-
more, considering a similar definition of bare chiral parti-
cle wave packet one can find

∑
k |Ak|2 = 1 by normalizing

the wave packet. In this way one may think of the factor
|Ak|2 ' (2π)2δ(k − k0) in the limit ∆k → 0 however,
this is not of absolute necessity. In this article, I want
to calculate the total charge and current in the chiral
QPWP, by supposing s = +1, to be specific. Therefore,
in the following the charge and current density operators
are expressed in the chiral representation.

The charge density operator n̂(q) is expressed in the
chiral representation as,

n̂(q) =
∑

k′,s,s′

c†k′−q,sck′,s′
1

2
[1 + ss′e−i(θk′−q−θk′ )], (9)

where the charge e = 1, as I have already mentioned. The
charge-current or simply current density operator ĵ(q) is
obtained in two steps, viz., first current density operator
is obtained in the Pauli basis, which is given by,

ĵ(q) = ĵkin(q) + ĵSO(q)

=
∑

k′,σ,σ′

1

m
(k′ − q

2
)δσ,σ′c

†
k′−q,σck′,σ′

+
∑

k′,σ,σ′

α(τxσ,σ′ ŷ − τ
y
σ,σ′ x̂)c†k′−q,σck′,σ′ , (10)

where k′ in the sum is unrestricted. Because of the pres-
ence of spin-orbit coupling the above equation for the
current density operator consists of two parts, viz., a ki-

netic part, ĵkin(q) and a spin-orbit (SO) part, ĵSO(q).

It can be easily seen that the spir-orbit part of the cur-
rent density is composed of components of in-plane spin-
density operators, thereby signifying a spin-charge cou-
pled transport21. Then in the second step, one expresses
the current in the chiral basis, and the kinetic part and
the spin-orbit part corresponding to the current density
take the form,

ĵkin(q)

=
∑

k′,s,s′

1

m
(k′ − q

2
)
1

2
[1 + ss′e−i(θk′−q−θk′ )]c†k′−q,sck′,s′ ,

and

ĵSO(q)

=
∑

k′,s,s′

α

2
[s′eiθk′ (x̂− iŷ) + se−iθk′−q(x̂+ iŷ)]c†k′−q,sck′,s′

=
∑

k′,s,s′

α

2
Λs,s′(k

′,q)c†k′−q,sck′,s′ (11)

The expectation values, 〈Ψk0,+|n̂(q)|Ψk0,+〉 and

〈Ψk0,+ |̂j(q)|Ψk0,+〉 are calculated to first order in Hint

using the non-degenerate RS perturbation theory applied
to |ψk,+〉. The presence of Rashba SO coupling does not
impose any extra difficulty, and although the states |k,+〉
are in continuum the divergences originating from this
are assumed to integrable13. Within 1st order perturba-
tion in Hint, the chiral QPWP is given by,

|Ψk0,+〉 =
∑

k>kF
+

Ak|ψk,+〉

=
∑

k>kF
+

Ak(|k,+〉+ |k,+〉1), (12)

where |k,+〉1 = P
ξk,+−H0

Hint|k,+〉, and H0|k,+〉 =

ξk,+|k,+〉. The operator P = (I − |k,+〉〈k,+|) is the
projection operator which rules out the scattering of the
state |k,+〉 by Hint to itself, and thereby get rid of the
divergences originating from 1

ξk,+−H0

22. The expectation

value of n̂(q) in the state given by (12) can be calculated
to be,

n(q) = N + 1, for q = 0,

= Q(q)−
∑
k,k′,s

Q(k, q)
n0(k′ − q, s)− n0(k′, s)

1
m (k′ − k) · q− α(k·q

k+F
− sk′·qksF

)
[V (q)− (

1

2
+
s

2
cos(θk′ − θk))V (k′ − k)], for q 6= 0,

(13)

where Q(q) =
∑

kQ(k, q) =
∑

kA
∗
k−qAk, and Q(q =

0) = 1. In obtaining the above expression any occur-

rence of ( q

k+F
)2 has been neglected by assuming q << k+F .

Furthermore, it is also assumed that for small values
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of |q|, θk ≈ θk−q. With this assumption, the term
1
2 [1+ss′e−i(θk′−q−θk′ )] appearing in (9) and (11) becomes

1
2 [1 +ss′], which vanishes when s′ = −s thereby allowing
only s′ = s. Therefore, in the limit |q| → 0 the above
expression takes the form,

lim
|q|→0

n(q) = 1−
∑
k,k′,s

|Ak|2[V (0)− 1

2
(1 + s cos(θk′ − θk))V (k′ − k)]

k̂′ · q̂ δ(k′ − ksF )
1
m (k′ − k) · q̂− α(k·q̂

k+F
− sk′·q̂ksF

)
(14)

where k̂′ and q̂ are unit vectors. Here n0(k, s) = 1,
for k > ksF and n0(k, s) = 0, for k < ksF , i.e., n0(k, s)
denotes the expectation values in the non-interacting
ground state. In deriving the above result in the small
|q| = q limit the following simplifications have been per-

formed,

n0(k′ − q, s)− n0(k′, s)

= −(ξk′−q,s − ξk′,s)

(
∂ξk′,s
∂k′

)−1
δ(k′ − ksF )

=
(1/m+ sα/k′)k′ · q

(1/m+ sα/k′)k′
δ(k′ − ksF )

= k̂′ · qδ(k′ − ksF ), (15)

where terms of O(q2) has been neglected since |k| = k ≈
ksF and q << ksF . It is worthwhile to note that for α = 0
the chiral basis coincides with the spin basis and the ex-
pressions corresponding to (14) coincides with the equa-
tions obtained in Ref. [14]. It is easy to see from (14)
that, n(q = 0) = 〈Ψk0,+|n̂(0)|Ψk0,+〉 = N + 1, while in
the limit |q| → 0 it turns out that n(q) 6= 1. This signals
to a discontinuity in n(q) at q = 0, thereby indicating
a delocalization of charge . This delocalization shall fur-
ther be explored in detail in section III, and the amount
of charge delocalized will be estimated. Similarly expres-

sion for jkin(q) = 〈Ψk0,+ |̂jkin(q)|Ψk0,+〉 can be easily
obtained using the first equation of (11), and (14). It
can be shown that in the limit of very small |q|,

lim
|q|→0

jkin(q) =
k0

m
−
∑
k,k′,s

|Ak|2
k′

m

[
V (0)− 1

2
(1 + s cos(θk′ − θk))V (k′ − k)

] k̂′ · q̂ δ(k′ − ksF )
1
m (k′ − k) · q̂− α(k·q̂

k+F
− sk′·q̂ksF

)
. (16)

The expectation value of the spin-orbit part of the cur- rent density in the chiral-QPWP state is given by,

lim
|q|→0

ĵSO(q) = αk̂0 −
∑
k,k′,s

|Ak|2sαk̂′
k̂′ · q̂ δ(k′ − ksF )

1
m (k′ − k) · q− α(k·q

k+F
− sk′·qksF

)

[
V (q)− 1

2
(1 + s cos(θk′ − θk))V (k′ − k)

]
(17)

while the total current in the system is conserved, i.e.,

j(q = 0) = k0

m + αk̂0. In the above equation the unit

vectors are given by, k̂ = k
ksF

, and k̂0 = k0

k+F
. From (16)

and (17) it is easy to see that limq→0 j(q) 6= k0

m + αk̂0

thereby signaling in a discontinuity in the current density
too at q = 0. Furthermore, it can be shown that (see
Appendix A) the following continuity equation,

∂n(q, t)

∂t
+ iq ·

[
jkin(q, t) + jSO(q, t)

]
= 0 (18)
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is satisfied to first order in the inter-particle interaction
for every q. This implies that at each point r in the real
space the charge-current conservation is satisfied to first
order in the interaction.

III. DELOCALIZATION OF CHARGE AND
CURRENT

For |q| 6= 0, following Ref. [13], the following quantity
can be defined,

∆n(q) = n(q)−Q(q)

=
∑
k

Q(k,q)f(k,q), (19)

where the quantity f(k,q) is given by,

f(k,q) = −
∑
k′,s

n0(k′ − q, s)− n0(k′, s)
1
m (k′ − k) · q− α(k·q

k+F
− sk′·qksF

)
[V (q)− 1

2
(1 + s cos(θk′ − θk))V (k′ − k)]. (20)

Owing to the sharpness of the envelop function Ak the
above function can be approximated in the small |q|
limit as, f(k0,q) = f(θq,k0), where θq,k0 is the angle
between the vector q and k0. I consider these indi-

viduals to be of the form, k0 ≈ k+F (cosθk0 , sinθk0) and
q = q(cosθq, sinθq). Therefore, in the limit |q| → 0 the
above equation takes the form,

f(θq,k0) = f+(θq,k0) + f−(θq,k0), where,

fs(θq,k0) = −
∑
k′

[V (0)− 1

2
[1− s cos(θk′ − θk0)]V (k′ − k0)

] k̂′ · q̂ δ(k′ − ksF )
1
m (k′ − k0) · q̂− α(k0·q̂

k+F
− sk′·q̂ksF

)

 (21)

and ∆n(q) = Q(q)[f+(θq,k0) + f−(θq,k0)]. In this anal-
ysis, for simplicity and ease of estimation of the amount

of charge/current delocalized, I take Q(q) = e−q
2a2/4,

i.e., a spherically symmetric Gaussian function. However,
the qualitative results do not depend on this particular
choice. Using symmetry arguments one can write in two
dimensions (2D),

fs(θq,k0) =

∞∑
l=0

fsl cos(lθq) (22)

where s denotes the chirality index. Therefore, the first
order correction to the charge density in the real space is
given by,

∆n(r) =
∑
q

∞∑
l=0

Q(q)fl cos(lθq)eiq·r

(23)

where fl = (f+l + f−l ). In calculating the sum over q’s,
the standard replacement

∑
q →

1
(2π)2

∫
d2q shall be used

where the 2D volume Ω has been taken to be unity as

mentioned earlier. Following Ref. [13], I divide the real
space charge density corrections in a symmetric part cor-
responding to l = 0 and higher harmonic parts l 6= 0.
Evaluating the Fourier transform it can be shown that,

∆n0(r)|loc =
f0

2πa2
e−

r2

a2

(24)

which represents a localized distribution of the charge
density, being finite at the origin and integrable. For the
charge density, the Fourier transform corresponding to
the higher harmonic terms can be evaluated and it can be
shown (See Appendix B) that the dominant behaviour at
very large distance from the center of the spatial QPWP
(say r →∞) is given by,

∆nl 6=0(r) ≈ il

4π
cos(lθ)fl

l

ar2
. (25)

In the limit r → 0, the charge density correction vanishes
at least as rl (See Appendix B). Because of the typical
behavior of the higher harmonic terms they do not rep-
resent any physical distribution of charge13.
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From (19), (22) and (23) it is easy to see that,

∆n0(r) =
f0

2πa2
e−

r2

a2 − f0, (26)

and since ∆n0(q) = 0 for q = 0 it follows
∫

∆n0(r)d2r =
0 where the first term in the above equation represents
a localized charge. Therefore, the charge −f0 = −(f+0 +
f−0 ) must reside at the boundary. In Appendix C, the
value of f0 is estimated and it is found that f0 < 0. Fur-
thermore, it is inversely proportional to the degenerate
Fermi velocity and therefore the magnitude of the SOC.
This represents an excess charge residing at the bound-
ary. On the other hand in the case of strong SOC this

depends very strongly on the direction of propagation k̂0

of the wave packet. Here, the quantity fs0 , correspond-
ing to the delocalized charge results from the interaction
when the added bare particle of chirality ‘+’ is dressed
by N

2 particles present within each Fermi sphere/circle of

raduii k+F and k−F .
Similarly one can define for the components of the

current density, ∆j(q) = Q(q)g(θq,k0), and use symme-
try arguments to write,

g(θq,k0) = k̂0

∞∑
l=0

(gl) cos(lθq)

(27)

where gl = (g+l + g−l ). Using the above equations, the
spherically symmetric part of the current density can be
easily shown to be,

∆j0(r) =
1

2πa2
e−

r2

a2 g0k̂0 − g0k̂0 (28)

where a Fourier transform of ∆ji(q) similar to (23) has
been considered. Repeating the arguments correspond-
ing to the ∆n0(r), it is easy to see that there is a cur-

rent −g0k̂0 residing at the boundary. In Appendix C, I
have shown that g0 > 0 and therefore delocalized current
moves in the direction opposite to the propagation of the
wave packet. In the case of weak RSOC its magnitude
remains same irrespective of the direction of propaga-
tion of the wave packet. On the other hand, when the
RSOC is strong the magnitude of the delocalized current
strongly depend on the direction of propagation of the
wave packet as shown in Appendix C.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, a very natural definition of a chiral-
QPWP of average momentum k0 using the conventional
superposition of chiral quasiparticle states has been con-
sidered to analyze the microscopic structure of such
QPWP. The validity of the definition is limited near the
respective chiral Fermi surfaces. This is very similar in
spirit to the Landau QPWP13. It is found that the in-
teraction between the chiral electrons indeed expel some

charge and current to the boundary of the system. The
internal structure of the chiral-QPWP has the following
properties. The charge/particle density consists of three
parts; a spherically symmetric part indicating a localized
charge corresponding to the QPWP. This part when in-
tegrated gives the value e

′
of the charge less than the

bare charge of chiral quasiparticle. The second part is
a higher harmonic part which vanishes at the origin and
behaves as r−2 far away from the origin. It has been
already mentioned that this part does not represent any
net charge available in the system. Finally, the remain-
ing part represents the effect of interaction and signifies
a charge 1−e′ which resides at the boundary. Therefore,
total charge in the system is 1. However, the amount of
charge expelled to the bounary depends on the strength
of the SO coupling and turns out to be inversely pro-
portional to the SOC strength α when the SOC is weak.
At this point it is worthwhile to point out that the ef-
fect of electron-electron interaction corresponding to the
QPWP is the delocalization of charge, which turns out to
be quite general be it a Landau QPWP or chiral QPWP.
Higher order contributions corresponding to the pertur-
bation is not expected to alter the qualitative results
corresponding to the SO strength dependent delocaliza-
tion of charge. Similar decomposition of current den-
sity has been found and the spatial behaviour of remains
same. Fractions of current are expelled to the boundary
although the bare chiral particle wave packet is local-
ized. Interestingly enough, both the charge and current
corresponding to the chiral QPWP contains effects from
both the Rashba sub-bands. Although, I have started
from a quasiparticle of specific chirality the magnitude
of delocalization turns out to be a sum total of the effect
of e-e interaction both within sub-band and inter sub-
band. This additive nature of the contributions (within
the first order perturbation in interaction) from both the
sub-bands further seems to indicate that the delocaliza-
tion of charge and current in a two component Fermi
liquid should be similar. Therefore the internal structure
of the QPWP corresponding to the two-component Fermi
liquid is expected to be same24

Furthermore, when the strength of RSOC becomes
strong, i.e., mα2/2 >> µ, the Fermi velocities corre-
sponding to two sub-bands no longer remain degenerate.
Within first order perturbation the difference between

the Fermi velocities is given by v+ − v− = 1
π ln(

k+F
k−F

),

where the Fermi momenta are now renormalized one11.
However, this does not alter the qualitative nature of the
internal structute of chiral QPWP, and the delocalization
effect as well. Instead, this makes the magnitudes of both
the delocalized charge and the current to depend strongly
on the direction of propagation of the wave packet. On
the other hand, a similar analysis of the spin-density and
the spin current of the chiral QPWP would be more inter-
esting, and important too from the experimental point of
view. This shall be taken up in future. Since spin is not a
conserved quantity in the presence of spin-orbit coupling
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the conventional method of continuity equation fails in
determining the form of the spin current25. The non-
uniqueness of the definition of equilibrium spin-current
in the presence of spin-orbit coupling makes the analysis
more challenging25–27.

With linear Dresselhaus coupling (DSOC) instead
of RSOC the results remain same even quantitatively28.
This is because, in case of DSOC the phase θk corre-
sponding to the chiral bare particle states differs by π/2
from the case of RSOC and phases cancel out in expecta-
tion values of every density operators mentioned above.
However, if both DSOC and RSOC are present the sit-

uations should be a topic of further investigations which
could be a natural extension too.

Lastly, experiments similar to that reported in Ref.
[15] (and theoretically analysed in Ref. [16]) may be per-
formed on systems where a chiral Fermi liquid can be re-
alized to see if and how the outcome (the reported Pauli
dip) depends on the strength of the SOC.
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Appendix A: Continuity equation

The time evolution of the operators are considered in the interaction representation and the time dependent charge
density operator is given by,

n̂(q, t) = eiH0tn̂(q)e−iH0t, (A1)

where n̂(q) is given by (9). A similar expression corresponding to ĵkin(q, t) and ĵSO(q, t) shall also be considered in
the interaction representation in order to derive the continuity equation. The time dependent chiral-QPWP state is
given by,

|Ψk0,+(t)〉 =

(
1− i

∫ t

0

dt′eiH0t
′
Hinte−iH0t

′
)
|Ψk0,+〉, (A2)

where only the first order contribution from the interaction has been taken into account. In order to arrive at the
continuity equation I first derive n(q, t) = 〈Ψk0,+(t)|n̂(q, t)|Ψk0,+(t)〉, for q 6= 0, within the first order perturbation
theory. Using (8), (A1) and (A2), the expression for the time dependent charge density can be calculated to be,

n(q, t) = 〈Ψk0,+(t)|n̂(q, t)|Ψk0,+(t)〉

=
∑
k

Q(k,q)ei(εk−q,+−εk,+)t

1−
∑
k′,s

n0(k′ − q, s)− n0(k′, s)
1
m (k′ − k) · q− α(k·q

k+F
− sk′·qksF

)

[
V (q)− 1

2
(1 + s cos(θk′ − θk))V (k′ − k)

]
− i
∑
k,k′

A∗k−qAk 〈k− q,+|eiH0tn̂(q)e−iH0t

(∫ t

0

dt′eiH0t
′
Hinte−iH0t

′
)
|k,+〉

+ i
∑
k,k′

A∗k−qAk 〈k− q,+|
(∫ t

0

dt′eiH0t
′
Hinte−iH0t

′
)
eiH0tn̂(q)e−iH0t|k,+〉. (A3)

In the last two terms corresponding to the above equation, only the self energy part corresponding to the FIG. 1
survive and all the other scattering events corresponding to FIG. 2 get canceled out. Carrying out the time integration
it can be found that,

n(q, t)

=
∑
k

Q(k,q)ei(ξk−q,+−ξk,+)t

(
1− it

[
Σ(k)− Σ(k− q)

]
−
∑
k′,s

n0(k′ − q, s)− n0(k′, s)
1
m (k′ − k) · q− α(k·q

k+F
− sk′·qksF

)

[
V (q)− 1

2
(1 + s cos(θk′ − θk))V (k′ − k)

])
, (A4)
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where Σ(k) =
∑

k′,s[V (0) − 1
2{1 + s cos(θk′ − θk)V (k′ − k)}]n0(k′, s) is the first order self energy (corresponding to

FIG. 1). Similarly, it is easy to compute the kinetic part of the time dependent current density which is given by,

jkin(q, t) = 〈Ψk0,+(t)|̂jkin(q, t)|Ψk0,+(t)〉

=
∑
k

Q(k,q)ei(ξk−q,+−ξk,+)t

(
1

m
(k− q/2)− it 1

m
(k− q/2)

[
Σ(k)− Σ(k− q)

]
−
∑
k′,s

1

m
(k′ − q/2)

n0(k′ − q, s)− n0(k′, s)
1
m (k′ − k) · q− α(k·q

k+F
− sk′·qksF

)

[
V (q)− 1

2
(1 + s cos(θk′ − θk))V (k′ − k)

])
. (A5)

Furthermore, by expressing (11) in the interaction representation one can obtain the corresponding time dependent
spin-orbit part of the current density operator, and using (A2) it can be easily shown that,

jSO(q, t) = 〈Ψk0,+(t)|̂jSO(q, t)|Ψk0,+(t)〉

=
∑
k

Q(k,q)ei(ξk−q,+−ξk,+)t

(
αk̂− itαk̂

[
Σ(k)− Σ(k− q)

]
−
∑
k′,s

sαk̂′
n0(k′ − q, s)− n0(k′, s)

1
m (k′ − k) · q− α(k·q

k+F
− sk′·qksF

)

[
V (q)− 1

2
(1 + s cos(θk′ − θk))V (k′ − k)

])
. (A6)

FIG. 1. self energy diagrams

Furthermore, it can be easily shown that, Σ(k) − Σ(k− q) =
∑

k′,s[n0(k′ − q, s) − n0(k′, s)] 12 [1 + s cos(θk′ −
θk)]V (k′ − k), when we neglect the difference between θk and θk−q for small values of |q|. This is going to be used in
the continuity equation below. For q 6= 0 one can show that the continuity equation is indeed satisfied in the following
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FIG. 2. other scattering processes

way,

∂n(q, t)

∂t
+ iq · [jkin(q, t) + jSO(q, t)] =

i
∑
k

Q(k,q)ei(ξk−q,+−ξk,+)

[
−
( 1

m
(k− q

2
) · q + αk̂ · q

){
1− it[Σ(k)− Σ(k− q)]

−
∑
k′,s

n0(k′ − q, s)− n0(k′, s)
1
m (k′ − k) · q− α(k·q

k+F
− sk′·qksF

)
[V (q)− 1

2
(1 + s cos(θk′ − θk))V (k′ − k)]

}
− [Σ(k)− Σ(k− q)]

]

+ i
∑
k

Q(k,q)ei(ξk−q,+−ξk,+)

[( 1

m
(k− q

2
) · q + αk̂ · q

){
1− it[Σ(k)− Σ(k− q)]

}
−
∑
k′,s

( 1

m
(k′ − q

2
) · q + sαk̂′ · q

) n0(k′ − q, s)− n0(k′, s)
1
m (k′ − k) · q− α(k·q

k+F
− sk′·qksF

)
[V (q)− 1

2
(1 + s cos(θk′ − θk))V (k′ − k)]

]

= i
∑
k

Q(k,q)ei(ξk−q,+−ξk,+)

[∑
k′,s

(−1)
[ 1

m
(k′ − k) · q− α(k̂ · q− sk̂′ · q)

] n0(k′ − q, s)− n0(k′, s)
1
m (k′ − k) · q− α(k·q

k+F
− sk′·qksF

)

[
V (q)

− 1

2
(1 + s cos(θk′ − θk))V (k′ − k)

]
−
[
Σ(k)− Σ(k− q)

]]

= i
∑
k

Q(k,q)ei(ξk−q,+−ξk,+)

[∑
k′,s

(−1)[n0(k′ − q, s)− n0(k′, s)]
[
V (q)− 1

2
(1 + s cos(θk′ − θk))V (k′ − k)

]

−
[
Σ(k)− Σ(k− q)

]]
= 0, (A7)
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since
∑

k′,s

[
n0(k′ − q, s) − n0(k′, s)

]
V (q) = 0. On the other hand, for q = 0 the continuity equation is trivially

satisfied. Therefore, to the first order in the interaction the continuity equation is satisfied at each point r.

Appendix B: Calculation of assymptotic behaviour of higher harmonic terms

From (23), it is easy to see that,

∆n0(r) =
f0
4π

∫
dq q J0(qr)e−q

2a2/4,

(B1)

which when evaluated lead to (24), where the Fourier-Bessel expansion, eiq·r = eiqr cos(θq−θ) =
∑∞
n=0 i

nJn(qr) cos(lθq−
lθ) has been used, and Jn(qr) is the Bessel function of first kind. Here the angle θ corresponds to r = r(cos θ, sin θ).
Similarly for l 6= 0,

∆nl(r) = il
fl
4π

cos(lθ)
r

a3
√
πe−r

2/2a2
[
I l−1

2

(
r2

2a2

)
− I l+1

2

(
r2

2a2

)]
, (B2)

where In(z) is the modified Bessel function of first kind23. In the limit z → 0, In(z) ≈ ( z2 )n[Γ(n+ 1)]−1 for all n > 0

which is satisfied for all l 6= 0 in the above equation23. Therefore, limr→0 ∆nl(r) ∼ il fl4π cos(lθ) ra2 2
√
πe−r

2/2a2 rl

(2a)l
,

i.e., the first order correction to the charge density is regular at the origin and vanishes as rl. On the other hand,
one can use the asymptotic expression (in the limit of very large z) for In(z)23, and from the above equation it can

be easily shown that the dominant behavior for r >> a is, ∆nl(r) ∼ ilfl
4π cos(lθ) l

ar2 thereby, exhibiting a r−2 tail.
Similarly, from (27) it is easy to show that for l 6= 0,

∆jl(r) = k̂0

(
il
gl
4π

cos(lθ)
r

a3
√
πe−r

2/2a2
[
I l−1

2

(
r2

2a2

)
− I l+1

2

(
r2

2a2

)])
, (B3)

Therefore, the components of the current density too have the same behavior, i.e., they go to zero as rl when r << a
and have a r−2 tail as r →∞.

Appendix C: Calculation of f0, f̄0, h0 for

Converting the sum corresponding to (21) into an integral it can be shown that

f+(θq,k0) = − 1

(2π)2

∫ 2π

0

dθk′

[V (0)− 1

2
[1 + cos(θk′ − θk0)]V (k′ − k0)

] k̂′ · q̂ k+F
( 1
m + α

k+F
)(k′ − k0) · q̂

 ,
f−(θq,k0) = − 1

(2π)2

∫ 2π

0

dθk′

[V (0)− 1

2
[1− cos(θk′ − θk0)]V (k′ − k0)

] k̂′ · q̂ k−F
1
m (k′ − k0) · q̂− α(k0·q̂

k+F
+ k′·q̂

k−F
)

 .(C1)

Next step is to consider the direction k̂′ to be fixed so that k′ · q̂ = cos θq and k0 · q̂ = cos θk0,q and determine fsl
using the following formula,

fsl =
1

π

∫ 2π

0

dθq cos(lθq)fs(θq,k0), with s = ±. (C2)

Case 1, for α << v0 i.e., very small strength of RSOC : Using (C1) and the above equation, and evaluating the θq
integration first one arrive at the following expressions for fs0 ,

f+0 = −
k+F

4π2v0

∫ 2π

0

dθk′

[
V (0)− 1

2
[1 + cos(θk′ − θk0)]V (k+F k̂′ − k+F k̂0)

]

f−0 = −
k−F

4π2v0

∫ 2π

0

dθk′

[
V (0)− 1

2
[1− cos(θk′ − θk0)]V (k−F k̂′ − k+F k̂0)

]
, (C3)
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where v0 is the degenerate Fermi velocity corresponding to both the sub-bands. This degeneracy is valid as long as the
strength of the RSOC is small compared to the Fermi energy. In the above equations both f+0 < 0, and f−0 < 0 as is
shown below for our chosen form of V (q). Let us now estimate the magnitude of the delocalized charge by evaluating
the above integrations for our chosen form of electron-electron interactions. Using the explicit form of the potential
V (q) the quantity fs0 can be written as,

fs0 = − k
s
F

v0δ
+

ksF
4πv0

∫ 2π

0

dθk′
(1 + s cos(θk′ − θk0))√

(ksF )2 + (k+F )2 − 2ksF k
+
F cos(θk′ − θk0) + δ2

. (C4)

Evaluating the above integral one can find the following expression for the magnitude of delocalization of charge
resulting from the interactions coming from both the Rashba sub-bands,

f+0 = −
k+F
v0δ

+
1

4πv0

[
4
√
b+ 2

(
K

(
2

b+ 2

)
− E

(
2

b+ 2

))]
(C5)

and

f−0 = −
k−F
v0δ

+
k−F

4πv0

√
(k−F )2 + (k+F )2

[
4
√
b′
(
E

(
− 2

b′

)
−K

(
− 2

b′

))]
(C6)

where b = δ2

2(k+F )2
, and b′ = δ2

(k−F )2+(k+F )2
and both b and b′ are of O(r2s), where rs is the dimensionless electron gas

parameter. Here K(z) and E(z) are the complete elliptic integrals of first and second kind respectively23. For InGaAs

2DEG, rs = 0.18 and f+0 ≈ − 4
v0

. In the limit of very small b using E(−z) ≈
√
z and K(−z) ≈ ln(4

√
z)√

z
, the equation

(C6) turns out to be23,

f−0 = −
k−F
v0δ

+
k−F

4πv0

√
(k−F )2 + (k+F )2

[
4
√
b

(√
2

b
−
ln(4

√
2/b)√

2/b

)]
(C7)

which in the limit of α << v0 takes the form f−0 = − 1
rsv0

+ 1
v0

[0.45 − 0.4r2s + ln(rs)] and for InGaAs 2DEG we get

f−0 ≈ −5.4v0
.

Following the steps similar to that corresponding to the charge density, and using (16) and (17) it can be easily
shown that,

∆j(q) = Q(q)
[
g+(θq,k0) + g−(θq,k0)

]
where

gs(θq,k0) = −
∑
k′

(k′

m
+ sαk̂′

)[
V (0)− 1

2
[1 + s cos(θk′ − θk0)]V (k′ − k0)

] k̂′ · q̂ δ(k′ − ksF )
1
m (k′ − k0) · q̂− α(k̂0 · q̂− sk̂′ · q̂)

(C8)

By fixing the k̂0, i.e., the direction of propagation of the wave packet as the reference axis, the term cos(θk′ − θk0)
can be replaced by cos(θk′) in the second one of the above equations. Then, converting the sum into integral over dk′

and doing the k′ integration the above equation turns out to be,

gs(θq,k0) =

∫ 2π

0

dθk′
ksF
4π

(cos θk′ x̂+ sin θk′ ŷ)
(1 + s cos θk′)√

(ksF )2 + (k+F )2 − 2ksF k
+
F cos θk′ + δ2

×

cos θq
(1− cos θk0) cos θq − sin θk0 sin θq

. (C9)

Then it is easy to determine the following,

gs0k̂0 =

∫ 2π

0

dθk′
ksF
4π

 cos θk′ x̂(1 + s cos θk′)√
(ksF )2 + (k+F )2 − 2ksF k

+
F cos θk′ + δ2

+
sin θk′ ŷ(1 + s cos θk′)√

(ksF )2 + (k+F )2 − 2ksF k
+
F cos θk′ + δ2

 (C10)
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where the second integration vanishes as the integrand is an odd function, and we get the following expressions for
g+0 and g−0 respectively,

g+0 =
1

2
√

2π

∫ π

0

dθk′

(
cos θk′ x̂(1 + cos θk′)√

1 + b− cos θk′

)
g−0 =

k−F

2π
√

(k−F )2 + (k+F )2

∫ π

0

dθk′

(
cos θk′ x̂(1− cos θk′)√

1 + b′ − cos θk′

)

≈ 1

2
√

2π

∫ π

0

dθk′

(
cos θk′ x̂(1− cos θk′)√

1 + b′ − cos θk′

)
(C11)

where it is assumed that α << v0. If we assume that b ≈ b′ then the value of g0 = g+0 + g−0 can be found to be,

g0 =
1√
2π

E( 2
b+2 )

(
(b+ 1)

[
K( 2

b+2 )
E( 2

b+2 )
− 1

]
− 1

)
√
b+ 2

 . (C12)

For any finite but small values of b the argument of the complete elliptic integral 0 << z(= 2
b+2 ) < 1 and in this

interval K(z) >> E(Z)23, thereby signifying g0 > 0. On the other hand when one considers b = 0, corresponding
to rs = 0, one get a divergent g0, however this limit corresponds to the Wigner crystallization where the notion of
quasiparticle breaks.

Case 2, for strong RSOC: In the case of strong SOC, when mα2/2 >> µ > 0, the Fermi velocities corresponding
to both the Rashba sub-bands no longer remain degenerate and the renormalized Fermi velocities follow, v±

v0
=

1 + 1
v0

ln(
k±F
δ ), where v0 ≈ α and δ ∼ kTF ; kTF being the Thomas Fermi wave vector11. Then from (C1) and (C2) it

can be shown that,

f+0 = −
k+F

4π2v+

∫ 2π

0

dθk′

[
V (0)− 1

2
[1 + cos(θk′ − θk0)]V (k+F k̂′ − k+F k̂0)

]

f−0 = −
k−F (v− − v+ cos θk0)

4π2((v+)2 + (v−)2 − 2v+v− cos θk0)

∫ 2π

0

dθk′

[
V (0)− 1

2
[1− cos(θk′ − θk0)]V (k−F k̂′ − k+F k̂0)

]
, (C13)

Rest of the calculations simply follow that corresponding to the equations (C4), (C5) and (C6), and one can again
show that both f+0 and f−0 < 0. A similar analysis can be performed for the current density too and one finds,

g+0 =
1

2
√

2π

∫ π

0

dθk′

(
cos θk′ x̂(1 + cos θk′)√

1 + b− cos θk′

)
g−0 =

k−F (v− − v+ cos θk0)

2π
√

(k−F )2 + (k+F )2 [(v+)2 + (v−)2 − 2v+v− cos θk0 ]

∫ π

0

dθk′

(
cos θk′ x̂(1− cos θk′)√

1 + b′ − cos θk′

)
. (C14)

It can now be easily shown by following the steps corresponding to the case 1, that g0 > 0. However, the magnitude

strongly depends on the direction of propagation k̂0, of the wave packet since the angle θk0 determines the magnitude
in this case.
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