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Abstract

Intrinsic spin currents are encountered in noncentrosymmetric crys-

tals without any external electric fields; these currents are caused by

spin-orbit interaction. In this paper, various theoretical aspects of

this phenomenon in bulk ferromagnets are studied by using group

theory, perturbation expansion, and calculations for model and real

systems. The group-theoretical analysis of the spin-current tensor

shows that the absence of space-inversion symmetry is not a suffi-

cient condition for appearance of the intrinsic spin currents. The

perturbation expansion proves that in the regime of exchange split-

ting dominating over spin-orbit interaction, the spin polarization of

the intrinsic currents is nearly perpendicular to the direction of mag-

netization. First-principles calculations are carried out for NiMnSb

and CoMnFeSi ferromagnetic compounds, both featured by a tetrahe-

dral crystallographic point group. The dependence of the spin-current

tensor on the direction of magnetization is approximated by a simple

quadratic formula containing two constants; the relative error of this

approximation is found as small as a few percent for both compounds.
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1 Introduction

Spin currents generated in various materials and devices by external elec-
tric fields belong to the most important topics in spintronics [1, 2]. In this
context, the well-known phenomenon is the spin Hall effect in nonmagnetic
systems [3], where the spin currents transversal to the electric field are en-
countered. Moreover, spin-polarized longitudinal currents can be found in
certain nonmagnetic solids [4]. Similarly, spin polarization of electron cur-
rents in magnetically ordered systems attracts ongoing interest as well; this
involves both systems with traditional magnetic orders [5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10] and
the recently introduced altermagnets [11, 12, 13, 14, 15].

Besides the spin currents induced by applied electric fields, it was pre-
dicted two decades ago that systems lacking space-inversion symmetry (non-
centrosymmetric systems) can exhibit nonzero spin currents even without
an external perturbation [16]. These intrinsic spin currents arise due to
spin-orbit (SO) interaction; their consequences for properties of nonmagnetic
semiconductors [17] and for improved definitions of the spin-current operator
[18, 19] were discussed in the literature.

The intrinsic spin currents are also relevant for noncentrosymmetric fer-
romagnets, especially due to their close connection to the Dzyaloshinskii-
Moriya (DM) interaction [20, 21]. This interaction can lead to an instability
of the ferromagnetic order resulting in a formation of noncollinear magnetic
structures, such as magnetic skyrmions [22, 23]. Full details of the rela-
tion between the spin currents and the DM interaction remain yet to be
clarified; nevertheless, the rough equivalence of both quantities seems to
be confirmed by existing ab initio calculations using different approaches
[20, 21, 24, 25, 26].

The present paper addresses several topics in the theory of the intrin-
sic spin currents in bulk noncentrosymmetric ferromagnets. The focus is on
systems with the exchange splitting dominating over the strength of SO inter-
action. Different tools are used in the study: perturbation expansion, group
theory, and computations on model as well as ab initio levels. Two partic-
ular Heusler-like systems are chosen for first-principles calculations, namely,
NiMnSb with C1b structure [27] and CoMnFeSi with LiMgPdSn-type struc-
ture [28], both featured by the crystallographic point group 4̄3m. Special
attention is paid to the dependence of the spin currents on direction of mag-
netization. The main aim is to get insight into the properties of intrinsic
spin currents for a comparison with the known features of field-induced spin
currents [8, 9, 10] and of the DM interaction [21].
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2 Methods

We assume a bulk ferromagnet with perfect translational invariance, de-
scribed by an effective one-electron Hamiltonian

H = H̄ +Hex +HSO, (1)

where the first term H̄ denotes a spin-independent part containing both local
(site-diagonal) and nonlocal (hopping) contributions, the second term Hex

denotes a spin-dependent local exchange splitting part, and the third term
HSO denotes a spin-dependent local SO interaction. The exchange splitting
points along a fixed unit vector m = (mx, my, mz), which can be identified
with the direction of magnetization of the ferromagnet.

The spin current is a tensor of rank two, Qκλ (κ, λ ∈ {x, y, z}), where the
first subscript κ refers to the spin polarization while the second subscript λ
refers to the spatial direction of the current. Its value at zero temperature is
given by

Qκλ = Ω−1
∑
j

〈j|σκVλ|j〉, (2)

where Ω denotes the volume of a large finite crystal with periodic boundary
conditions and the symbol j labels all eigenstates with eigenvectors |j〉 (nor-
malized to unity in the crystal volume Ω, 〈j|j〉 = 1) and eigenvalues Ej of the
Hamiltonian H . The summation extends only over the occupied eigenstates
with energies Ej not exceeding the Fermi energy EF of the system. The sym-
bol σκ in Eq. (2) denotes the Pauli spin matrix and the symbol Vλ denotes
the velocity (current) operator, that is spin-independent, derived from the
hopping part of the term H̄.

Besides the complete tensor Qκλ, we have also studied its projection on
the unit vector m. This leads to a projection vector with components Pλ

defined by
Pλ =

∑
κ

mκQκλ, (3)

which bears information about mutual orientation of the spin polarization of
the intrinsic current and the magnetization direction.

The previous expression for the spin current, Eq. (2), can be reformulated
as a complex integral

Qκλ =
1

2πiΩ

∫
C
Tr{σκVλG(ǫ)}dǫ, (4)

where the trace (Tr) refers to the Hilbert space of the whole finite crystal,
ǫ denotes a complex energy variable, the symbol G(ǫ) = (ǫ − H)−1 is the
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resolvent of the Hamiltonian H , and the integration path C starts and ends
at the Fermi energy EF and it contains the occupied part of the spectrum of
the Hamiltonian H in its interior. The latter expression is used in an analysis
of perturbation expansion, see Section 3.1.

The vanishing of the intrinsic spin currents for centrosymmetric systems
reflects the fact that the spin-current operator σκVλ changes its sign under
space inversion. However, detailed information about the shape of the spin-
current tensor Qκλ for arbitrary nonmagnetic and magnetic crystals demands
the use of group theory. This was worked out to many details for various
tensor quantities in the past [6, 29, 30, 31]; in this study we applied an
approach based on projection superoperators [15].

The first-principles evaluation of the spin-current tensor was carried out
using the fully relativistic tight-binding linear muffin-tin orbital (TB-LMTO)
method [32, 33]. This requires a modification of Eq. (4) into the form

Qκλ =
1

2πiΩ

∫
C
Tr{σκvλg(ǫ)}dǫ, (5)

where vλ and g(ǫ) denote respectively the effective velocity operator and the
auxiliary resolvent of the TB-LMTO technique. It can be proved that Eq. (5)
is invariant with respect to the screening transformations of the TB-LMTO
method. Numerical implementation and computational details used were
similar to those described in the previous studies of the anomalous [32] and
spin [33] Hall conductivities.

3 Results and discussion

3.1 Polarization of spin currents

Let us start with an analysis of perturbation expansion of the spin-current
tensor corresponding to inclusion of the term HSO into the Hamiltonian H =
H0+HSO with the reference nonrelativistic Hamiltonian H0 = H̄+Hex. The
resolvent G(ǫ) and the reference resolvent G0(ǫ) = (ǫ−H0)

−1 are related by

G(ǫ) = G0(ǫ) +G0(ǫ)H
SOG0(ǫ) + . . . . (6)

Substitution of this relation into Eq. (4) and using the properties of nonrel-
ativistic systems results in the well-known linear scaling of the spin-current
tensor components Qκλ with the strength of SO interaction, as has also been
found in recent calculations for realistic systems [21].

However, the scaling of the projection vector Pλ, Eq. (3), is featured
by an exponent higher than unity. This can be seen from the expansion
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Pλ = P
(0)
λ + P

(1)
λ + . . ., where the individual terms correspond to those in

Eq. (6). We get not only P
(0)
λ = 0 (needed for a linear scaling), but also

P
(1)
λ = 0 (leading to a quadratic scaling). The latter follows from Eqs. (3),

(4), and (6), which yield

P
(1)
λ =

1

2πiΩ

∫
C
F (ǫ)dǫ, F (ǫ) = Tr{(m · σ)VλG0(ǫ)H

SOG0(ǫ)}, (7)

where we abbreviated σ = (σx, σy, σz) and m · σ =
∑

κmκσκ. Subsequently,
one obtains

F (ǫ) = Tr{G0(ǫ)VλG0(ǫ)H
SO(m · σ)} = 0. (8)

In the first step, we used the cyclic invariance of the trace together with
the fact that the operator m · σ commutes with the reference Hamiltonian
H0 and with its resolvent G0(ǫ). In the second step, we used the facts that
the operator HSO(m · σ) is site-diagonal and that the on-site blocks of the
operator G0(ǫ)VλG0(ǫ) vanish, see Eq. (23) in Ref. [32]. This proves Eq. (8)

and, consequently, the vanishing of P
(1)
λ .

This conclusion is supported by calculations for a tight-binding model of
a one-dimensional chain along the x axis, described in detail in Appendix A.
In this model, the values of index λ are confined to λ = x and the remain-
ing components of the spin-current tensor and of the projection vector are
displayed in Fig. 1 as functions of the strength of SO interaction. One can
see clearly the linear scaling of the tensor components Qxx, Qyx, and Qzx, in
contrast to the quadratic scaling of the only component Px of the projection
vector.

This result means that in the regime of exchange splitting dominating
over SO interaction, the spin polarization of the intrinsic spin currents is
practically perpendicular to the magnetization direction. This feature con-
trasts the properties of field-induced spin currents in collinear nonrelativistic
magnets, where the spin polarization of the current is always strictly parallel
to the direction of magnetic moments, both in ferromagnets and altermagnets
[10, 15]. In ferromagnets with nonzero SO interaction, the spin polarization
of the transversal currents (spin Hall effect) also contains a nonnegligible
component parallel to the magnetization direction [8, 9].

3.2 Group-theoretical analysis

For crystals without spontaneous magnetic order, the shape of the spin-
current tensor Qκλ is dictated by the crystallographic point group. This
tensor vanishes for all centrosymmetric point groups; for all noncentrosym-
metric point groups, the numbers of independent components of the tensor
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Figure 1: Spin currents in the one-dimensional model as functions of the
strength of SO interaction: components of the spin-current tensor Qκx (open
symbols) and of the projection vector Px (full diamonds, magnified by a
factor of ten).

are listed in Table 1. One can see that symmetry reduction of the system
leads in general to an increase of the number of independent components, as
expected. However, one also finds that three particular groups (6̄, 6̄m2, 4̄3m)
yield vanishing spin-current tensors, despite the absence of space inversion.
Note that these three groups form a special class from the viewpoint of chiral
structures and related physical properties [34].

For magnetically ordered crystals, one has to use the magnetic point
groups. Among the total number of 122 magnetic point groups, only 21
groups are noncentrosymmetric and compatible with ferromagnetic order.
For all these groups, the numbers of independent components of the spin-
current tensor are listed in Table 2. One can see that most of these groups
support the existence of nonzero spin currents; the only exceptions are two
hexagonal groups (6̄, 6̄m′2′). Note that both groups also lead to vanishing
SO torques generated by external electric fields [35].

One can thus observe that both in nonmagnetic and ferromagnetic crys-
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Table 1: Numbers of independent components of the spin-current tensor for
all noncentrosymmetric crystallographic point groups of nonmagnetic solids.

point group no. of components
1 9
2 5
m 4
222, 3, 4, 6 3
2mm, 32, 422, 4̄, 622 2
3m, 4mm, 4̄2m, 6mm, 23, 432 1
6̄, 6̄m2, 4̄3m 0

Table 2: Numbers of independent components of the spin-current tensor for
all noncentrosymmetric magnetic point groups compatible with ferromag-
netism.

magnetic point group no. of components
1 9
2, 2′ 5
m, m′ 4
3, 4, 6, 2′2′2 3
4̄, m′m′2, m′m2′, 32′, 42′2′, 62′2′ 2
3m′, 4m′m′, 4̄2′m′, 6m′m′ 1
6̄, 6̄m′2′ 0
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Table 3: Independent components Qκλ of the spin-current tensor in NiMnSb
and CoMnFeSi alloys for magnetization parallel to three high-symmetry di-
rections. The values obtained from the least-squares fit are displayed in
parenthesis.

magnetization indices Qκλ (meV/nm2) Qκλ (meV/nm2)
direction κλ NiMnSb CoMnFeSi
(001) yy −0.546(−0.537) 1.202(1.210)
(111) xy −0.179(−0.185) 0.409(0.404)
(101) zz −0.261(−0.268) 0.615(0.605)
(101) zx −0.280(−0.277) 0.600(0.606)

tals, missing space-inversion symmetry does not represent a sufficient condi-
tion for the presence of nonzero intrinsic spin currents.

3.3 Spin currents in NiMnSb and CoMnFeSi alloys

The real systems selected for ab initio study are NiMnSb with C1b structure
[27] and CoMnFeSi with LiMgPdSn-type structure [28], both belonging to
the crystallographic space group F 4̄3m (No. 216). Their structures (related
closely to the standard Heusler structure) are derived from an fcc Bravais
lattice with four sublattices, labelled A, B, C, and D, which are shifted
mutually along the (111) direction of the cubic lattice. The basis vectors
of these sublattices are: A(0, 0, 0), B(0.25, 0.25, 0.25), C(0.5, 0.5, 0.5), and
D(0.75, 0.75, 0.75), all in units of the fcc lattice parameter. The sublat-
tice occupation in both compounds is: Ni(A)Mn(B)Sb(D) (with C sublat-
tice empty) and Co(A)Mn(B)Fe(C)Si(D). Their total magnetic moment is
around 4 µB per formula unit [27, 28], indicating that both systems are in a
regime of strong exchange splitting.

The crystallographic point group of these systems (with ferromagnetic
order ignored) is 4̄3m, which belongs to the three special noncentrosymmet-
ric groups leading to vanishing spin currents, see Table 1. This means that
nonzero spin currents appearing in the ferromagnetic state have to be as-
cribed solely to the magnetic order. The calculated spin-current tensor for
the magnetization direction m along three high-symmetry directions of the
lattice is shown in Table 3. For m||(001), the magnetic point group is 4̄2′m′

and the only independent nonzero tensor component is Qxx = −Qyy. For
m||(111), the group is 3m′ and the only component is Qxy = Qyz = Qzx =
−Qyx = −Qzy = −Qxz. For m||(101), the group is m′m2′ leading to two
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slightly different components, namely, Qxx = −Qzz and Qxz = −Qzx.
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Figure 2: Calculated spin currents in NiMnSb for magnetization direction
varying along the path (111) – (001) – (101): components of the spin-current
tensor Qκλ (a) and of the projection vector Pλ (b). For the missing compo-
nents Qκλ, see text.

More complete information about the spin currents can be obtained by
inspecting the spin current tensor Qκλ and the projection vector Pλ for mag-
netization direction m varying along the path (111) – (001) – (101). In
terms of spherical angles θ and φ, it holds mx = sin θ cosφ, my = sin θ sinφ,
mz = cos θ, and the segment (111) – (001) is featured by φ = π/4, while the
segment (001) – (101) is featured by φ = 0.

The resulting dependences are displayed in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 for NiMnSb
and CoMnFeSi, respectively. The magnetic point group inside the segment
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Figure 3: The same as Fig. 2, but for CoMnFeSi.

(111) – (001) is m′ and the spin-current tensor has four independent nonzero
components (Qxx = −Qyy, Qxy = −Qyx, Qxz = −Qyz , Qzx = −Qzy). The
magnetic point group inside the segment (001) – (101) is 2′ leading to five
components (Qxx, Qyy, Qzz, Qxz, Qzx). All numerical results are consistent
with the tensor shapes obtained from the group theory (Section 3.2).

It can also be seen that magnitudes of all components of the projection
vector Pλ are substantially smaller than the range of the spin-current values
Qκλ. This agrees fully with conclusions of Section 3.1 about an approximate
orthogonality between the spin polarization of the intrinsic currents and the
direction of magnetization.
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3.4 Dependence on magnetization direction

Undoubtedly, deep understanding to the spin currents in ferromagnets calls
for an assessment of the dependence of the tensor Qκλ on the magnetiza-
tion direction m. Since the spin-current operator σκVλ does not change
sign due to time reversal, this dependence has to satisfy exactly the rule
Qκλ(−m) = Qκλ(m). An approximate form of this dependence can be de-
rived under several assumptions. We assume, e.g., that the Fermi energy of
the system and the magnitude of the exchange splitting in the Hamiltonian
H , Eq. (1), do not change with varying m. If we confine ourselves to the sim-
plest dependence compatible with the mentioned rule, we have to consider a
quadratic law

Q̃κλ(m) =
∑
µν

Tκλµνmµmν , (9)

where the Tκλµν are components of a tensor of rank four. This tensor is sym-
metric in the indices µ and ν (Tκλµν = Tκλνµ) and it has to be invariant with
respect to all elements of the crystallographic point group of the underlying
nonmagnetic system. This yields conditions

Tκλµν = |α|
∑

κ′λ′µ′ν′

ακκ′αλλ′αµµ′ανν′Tκ′λ′µ′ν′, (10)

where {αµν} are real orthogonal 3 × 3 matrices representing the elements α
of the point group and |α| denotes determinant of α. These conditions and
the symmetry property define the shape of the tensor Tκλµν . The numbers
of independent components of this tensor for all noncentrosymmetric point
groups are listed in Table 4.

One can find that in the case of the point group 4̄3m (full symmetry
group of a regular tetrahedron), there are only two independent components
of the tensor Tκλµν ; the corresponding dependence, Eq. (9), reduces to

Q̃xx = A(m2
y −m2

z),

Q̃yy = A(m2
z −m2

x),

Q̃zz = A(m2
x −m2

y),

Q̃xy = −Q̃yx = A′mxmy,

Q̃yz = −Q̃zy = A′mymz,

Q̃zx = −Q̃xz = A′mxmz, (11)

where A and A′ are two constants. Note that the constants A and A′ define
separately the diagonal and nondiagonal components of the tensor Q̃κλ.

In order to check the validity of the approximate dependence, Eq. (11),
calculations for a number of unit vectors m were carried out and the resulting
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Table 4: Numbers of independent components of the tensor Tκλµν for all
noncentrosymmetric crystallographic point groups.

point group no. of components
1 54
2 28
m 26
3 18
222 15
4, 4̄ 14
2mm 13
6 12
32 10
3m, 422 8
4̄2m, 622 7
4mm, 6̄ 6
6mm, 23 5
6̄m2, 432 3
4̄3m 2

values of Qκλ(m) were compared to the values of Q̃κλ(m) with the constants
A and A′ obtained from a least-squares fit. The sampling vectors m are
shown in Fig. 4; they were chosen to scan the region among the three high-
symmetry directions of the system.

The resulting constants are: A = −0.537 meV/nm2 and A′ = −0.554
meV/nm2 for NiMnSb while A = 1.210 meV/nm2 and A′ = 1.212 meV/nm2

for CoMnFeSi. One can see that A ≈ A′ for both systems. It can also be
observed that for A = A′, the approximate dependence, Eq. (11), satisfies
a sum rule

∑
κmκQ̃κλ(m) = 0 for all λ and m, so that the magnetization

direction is exactly orthogonal to the spin polarization of the approximate
spin currents. In other words, the small relative difference between A and A′

reflects the small values of the projection vector Pλ (Section 3.3).
The accuracy of the developed scheme can be quantified, e.g., by compar-

ing the calculated and fitted spin currents for the high-symmetry directions,
which indicates a very good agreement, see Table 3. A more systematic com-
parison should include all sampling vectors m used for the fit (Fig. 4). A
relative deviation can be defined as the maximum over all κ, λ, and m of
the quantity |Qκλ(m) − Q̃κλ(m)|/|A|. This deviation comes out 0.037 for
NiMnSb and 0.0094 for CoMnFeSi, so that it does not exceed a few percent
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Figure 4: Projection of the sampling directions m on the x− y plane.

in the studied systems. This analysis proves that the derived quadratic for-
mula with two constants, Eq. (11), provides a good starting point for more
accurate approximations of the full dependence of the spin-current tensor on
magnetization direction.

4 Conclusions

This pilot theoretical study has been devoted to spin currents which are not
induced by external electric fields but arise only due to spin-orbit interaction
in the absence of space-inversion symmetry. The group analysis revealed that
these spin currents appear nearly in all bulk systems with noncentrosymmet-
ric magnetic point groups compatible with ferromagnetism; the only excep-
tions are systems with point groups 6̄ and 6̄m′2′, where the symmetry also
leads to vanishing spin-orbit torques due to external electric fields.

The study has focused on systems with weak spin-orbit interaction as
compared to exchange splitting. In this regime, the analysis of a pertur-
bation expansion proved that spin polarization of the intrinsic currents is
nearly perpendicular to the direction of magnetization. This property differs
from that of currents generated by external electric fields, where the spin
polarization of the current contains a substantial component parallel to the
magnetization.

The general conclusions drawn have been corroborated by ab initio cal-
culations for NiMnSb and CoMnFeSi compounds, for which the dependence
of the spin-current tensor on the magnetization direction has also been stud-
ied. A simple quadratic approximation of this dependence has been derived
and its accuracy checked; relative deviations not exceeding a few percent
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have been found for both systems. In view of the close relation between the
intrinsic spin currents and the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction, one can
expect that results of similar studies for other ferromagnets will serve as an
input for micromagnetic simulations of systems that are collinear on a short
length scale, but noncollinear on a longer scale, such as spin spirals, magnetic
domain walls, and skyrmions.
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A One-dimensional tight-binding model

The structure of the one-dimensional model is depicted in Fig. 5: an infi-
nite periodic chain along the x axis comprising one magnetic site and one
nonmagnetic site in the unit cell, with all sites lying in the x− y plane.

x

y

Figure 5: Structure of the one-dimensional chain with magnetic (full circles)
and nonmagnetic (open circles) sites.

The tight-binding Hamiltonian assumes three p-type orbitals attached
to each magnetic site and one s-type orbital attached to each nonmagnetic
site. The exchange splitting at each magnetic site has a form b · σ, where
b = (bx, by, bz) is the exchange field, while SO interaction at the same site has
a form ξL · σ, where L = (Lx, Ly, Lz) is the operator of orbital momentum
and ξ denotes the strength of SO interaction. Nonzero hopping integrals are
assumed between: (i) the p orbitals of the nearest-neighbor magnetic sites,
(ii) each s orbital and its two nearest px orbitals, and (iii) each s orbital and
its first nearest py orbital. After a downfolding of the s orbitals, an effective
Hamiltonian for the magnetic sites with p orbitals is obtained. Its lattice
Fourier transformation can be represented by a matrix Hµs,µ′s′(k), where k
is the one-dimensional reciprocal-space variable, µ, µ′ ∈ {x, y, z} refer to the
particular p orbital, and s, s′ ∈ {↑, ↓} are the spin indices.
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tion (ξ = 0): majority bands (full lines) and minority bands (dashed lines).
The horizontal short-dashed line denotes the position of the Fermi level EF.

The resulting Hamiltonian has a form of Eq. (1), where both local terms
lead to k-independent matrices

Hex
µs,µ′s′ = δµµ′

∑
λ

bλ(σλ)ss′ (12)

and
HSO

µs,µ′s′ = ξ
∑
λ

(Lλ)µµ′(σλ)ss′, (13)

where we set (Lλ)µµ′ = −iεµµ′λ with εµµ′λ denoting the Levi-Civita tensor.
The spin-independent term H̄ becomes a k-dependent matrix,

H̄µs,µ′s′(k) = δss′ Wµµ′(k),

Wxx(k) = −2hxx cos(ak),

Wyy(k) = 2hyy cos(ak),

Wzz(k) = 2hzz cos(ak),

Wyx(k) = hn − h′

n exp(iak),

Wzx(k) = Wyz(k) = 0, (14)

where all omitted matrix elements can be restored from Wµ′µ(k) = W ∗

µµ′(k).
Here a is the lattice parameter and hxx, hyy, hzz, hn, and h′

n are hopping

15



parameters of the model. The representation of the velocity operator Vx is
obtained from the relation (Vx)µs,µ′s′(k) = δss′ dWµµ′(k)/dk.

The calculations were carried out with following values of the model pa-
rameters: bx = 0.195, by = 0.26, bz = 0.78, hxx = 0.5, hyy = 0.2, hzz = 0.15,
hn = 0.2, and h′

n = 0.1, and with the Fermi energy EF = −0.3; the band-
structure of the model for ξ = 0 is shown in Fig. 6. For evaluation of the
spin currents, Eq. (2), a Lorentzian broadening of the eigenvalues with a
parameter γ = 0.01 was used and the strength of SO interaction was varied
in the interval −0.05 ≤ ξ ≤ 0.05, see Fig. 1.
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