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Abstract 

Spin-momentum helical locking is one of the most important properties of the nontrivial topological 
surface states (TSS) in 3D topological insulators (TI). It underlies the iconic topological protection 
(suppressing elastic backscattering) of TSS and is foundational to many exotic physics (eg., majorana 
fermions) and device applications (eg., spintronics) predicted for TIs. Based on this spin-momentum 
locking, a current flowing on the surface of a TI would be spin-polarized in a characteristic in-plane 
direction perpendicular to the current, and the spin-polarization would reverse when the current direction 
reverses. Observing such a spin-helical current in transport measurements is a major goal in TI research 
and applications. We report spin-dependent transport measurements in spin valve devices fabricated from 
exfoliated thin flakes of Bi2Se3 (a prototype 3D TI) with ferromagnetic (FM) Ni contacts. Applying an in-
plane magnetic (B) field to polarize the Ni contacts along their easy axis, we observe an asymmetry in the 
hysteretic magnetoresistance (MR) between opposite B field directions. The “polarity” of the asymmetry 
in MR can be reversed by reversing the direction of the DC current. The observed asymmetric MR can be 
understood as a spin-valve effect between the current-induced spin polarization on the TI surface (due to 
spin-momentum-locking of TSS) and the spin-polarized ferromagnetic contacts. Our results provide a 
direct transport evidence for the spin helical current in TSS.  
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Introduction 

Three-dimensional (3D) topological insulators (TIs) represent an interesting new class of quantum matter 
hosting spin helical surface states protected by time-reversal symmetry.[1-7] The nontrivial topological 
surface states (TSS, depicted in Fig. 1a) located inside the bulk band gap feature a characteristic spin-

momentum-locking, where charge carriers of given momentum ( ሬ݇റ ) are spin polarized in-plane and 

perpendicularly “locked” to	 ሬ݇റ. For electrons, the spin polarization (ݏറ) is along the direction of ሬ݇റ ൈ ሬ݊റ (σ 

helicity, governed by the left hand rule, depicted in Fig. 1b) with ሬ݊റ being the surface normal, and holes 

have the opposite polarization (- ሬ݇റ ൈ ሬ݊റ, σ+ helicity, right handed spin-momentum locking). A directional 
electrical current (I) carried by such spin-helical TSS would be automatically spin-polarized (noting the 
spin polarization for a given current direction is the same regardless whether the current is carried by 
electrons or holes, as electron momentum is opposite to the current direction), and its spin polarization 
reverses upon reversing the current direction (depicted in Fig. 1c,e), or going to the opposite surface 
(reversing ሬ݊റ ). The spin-momentum locking of TSS is the basis of the topological protection (as a 
backscattering that reverses momentum would have to reverse the spin) and many other exotic physics 
predicted for TI (eg. majorana fermions [4,8]), and the expected helical spin-polarized transport makes TI 
particularly promising for spintronics device applications [4,9-12]. While the existence of the spin-
momentum-locked TSS in 3D TIs has been established by spin and angle resolved photoemission 
spectroscopy (spin ARPES) measurements [13-19], direct demonstration of the spin-helical current 
(current induced spin polarization) using spin-sensitive transport measurements have been lacking till 
very recently [20-22], even though various different theoretical proposals have been discussed [9-12]. 
Previously, the spin valve effect (where a current flows through two ferromagnets (FM) of parallel 
magnetizations with lower resistance and antiparallel magnetizations with higher resistance) and spin 
valve devices have been commonly used to study spin transport in various materials (including metals, 
semiconductors, and graphene) [23-27]. Inspired by this, we have fabricated TI-based spin valve devices 
from exfoliated thin flakes of Bi2Se3 (a prototype 3D TI [28,29]) with FM (Ni) contact electrodes, and 
performed spin-valve measurements where the magneto resistance (MR) between two Ni contacts is 
monitored as a function of an in-plane magnetic (B) field applied to magnetize the Ni contacts along their 
easy axis (perpendicular to the current). We observe an asymmetry in the MR between the opposite limits 
of large positive/negative B field (where both FM contacts are magnetized along a common direction that 
reverses between the two limits). Furthermore, the “polarity” of this MR asymmetry reverses when the 
direction of the DC current is reversed. This effect (current-direction-reversible spin-valve MR 
asymmetry between opposite large B fields) has not been observed in previous spin-valve devices on 
other materials (where MR is symmetric between opposite large B fields), and can be interpreted as a 
spin-valve effect between the TI channel (which has a current-induced spin polarization via spin-
momentum-locking of TSS) and both FM electrodes (whose common magnetization direction may be 
parallel or anti-parallel with the TI surface current spin polarization). Our results give a direct transport 
evidence for the spin helical current of TSS in a 3D TI Bi2Se3. 

Experimental 

The high quality bulk Bi2Se3 single crystal is grown by the Bridgeman method [30-32]. Thin flakes of 10-
20 nm in thickness are exfoliated from the bulk crystal using the standard “scotch tape” method [30, 33-
34] and are placed on top of heavily doped Si substrates with 300 nm SiO2. The FM electrodes (Ni, 
thickness=40nm, length ~ 3µm, width between 200nm and 800nm) crossing and contacting the TI top 
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surface are defined by standard e-beam lithography and deposited by e-beam evaporation. These Ni 
electrodes are contacted further outside the Bi2Se3 flake by Au electrodes fabricated by a second e-beam 
lithography and evaporation. In this work, we have selected flakes of relatively narrow width (~1 µm) and 
performed two-terminal spin-valve measurements (resistance between two FM electrodes) using a DC 
bias current I and an in-plane B field (see Fig. 1c-f for device and measurement schematics). The voltage 
(V) difference is measured between the FM (Ni) electrodes (labeled by Ni1 and Ni2), and the 
magnetoresistance (MR) is defined by R=V/I.  Hereafter, we define +I (-I) direction as from Ni1 to Ni2 
(Ni2 to Ni1) along +x (-x) axis and the positive (negative) in-plane B field points to the +y (-y) axis 
indicated by the yellow arrows, respectively, as depicted in Fig. 1c.  At a fixed bias current I, we sweep 
the B field from a sufficiently large positive value (far exceeding the coercive fields of the Ni electrodes, 
so that both Ni electrodes are magnetized along +y direction, depicted in Fig. 1c) through zero and to a 
large negative value (both Ni electrodes magnetized along –y direction, depicted in Fig. 1d) and then 
sweep back again to the starting large positive B field. We then reverse the direction of the bias current 
and repeat the above measurements (Fig. 1e,f). Results from two devices are presented below.  

Results and discussions 

Fig. 2 shows the results of magnetoresistance measurements in our spin valve device “A”, fabricated on a 
12 nm-thick exfoliated Bi2Se3 flake. The inset of Fig. 2a shows the optical image of the device, where the 
spacing between the two Ni electrodes is 200 nm. The measurements were made using bias current 

|I|=100 nA and at temperature T=0.3 K. The relatively high 2-terminal resistance (~200 k) of this device 
is attributed to a large contact resistance likely resulted from an unclean interface between TI and contacts 
(eg. due to surface contaminants from fabrication process). The MR measured between -2T and +2T is 
shown in Fig. 2ab and a zoomed-in view (between -0.5T and +0.5T) shown in Fig. 2cd. The first set of 
features one may notice are some drastic resistance jumps observed at very low B field (<<0.4T), where R 
vs B is hysteretic and goes up and down several times. Such complicated features at low B are quite 
different from the MR features observed in previously studied planar spin-valve devices on non-TI 
materials (where the MR typically displays a single resistance “bump” on each side of zero B field 
depending on the B field sweep direction) [23-27], and most of these features we observe remain to be 
better understood. They may be related to the spin valve effects between the two Ni electrodes (whose 
magnetization switches at such low fields) that may also involve the polarized spin of TSS in the TI 
channel in a way that substantially modifies the usual spin-valve behavior seen in non-TI materials. 
Furthermore, the formation and switching of multiple different magnetic domains in the Ni electrodes 
could also play some roles. However, most of these complicated features at low B are not always 
observed in other devices we studied (see Fig 3), and are not the focus of in this paper. Our main feature 
in the MR that we focus on here is the more subtle asymmetry in the MR between large positive (B>0.5 T) 

and large negative (B<-0.5T) fields, where the magnetization ܯሬሬԦ in both the FM electrodes are parallel and 
points along +y or – y directions for such large +B or –B field respectively. In Fig. 2a, the asymmetric 
MR manifests as a “high R” state of ~196 kΩ for B<-0.4T and a “low R” state of ~193 kΩ for B>0.4T, 
observed in the MR data from both B field sweep directions. Such an unusual asymmetry in MR between 
opposite large B fields is not observed in previously studied spin valve devices in non-TI materials (even 
spin-orbit coupled semiconductors such as InAs [24]), where the “asymptotic” MR at large B fields (when 
the two FM electrode share the same magnetization direction) is the same between the opposite B field 
directions (when the two FM electrodes both reverse their common magnetization direction) [23-27]. The 



4 
 

asymmetry in MR could be consistent with the existence of a substantial spin polarization ( Ԧܵ) in the 
channel that is not reversed when the B field is reversed.  Most strikingly, we find that the “polarity” of 
the above asymmetry in MR is reversed by reversing the current direction (I~ -100 nA, as shown in Fig. 
2b,d, where the “high R” state now occurs for B > 0.4T and “low R” state now occurs for B < -0.4T), 
suggesting that channel spin polarization is reversed by reversing I (thus “locked” to the current direction). 

We can further define a normalized spin-valve signal  in terms of the asymmetry (difference between 
large +B and –B) in terms of relative MR ΔR/R0=(R(B)−ܴ)/ܴ, ܴ	being the average of the R(B), as 

shown in the right axes of Fig. 2. For device “A”, we find   is around 1-2 %.  

We have also performed similar spin valve measurements in another device “B” and further studied the 
temperature effect, shown in Fig. 3.  Device “B” is fabricated from a 20 nm-thick exfoliated Bi2Se3 flake 
and our measurements were performed with bias I= ±1 µA at T of 1.4 K and 10 K. At T=1.4K, shown in 
Figs. 3a,b, we see again the asymmetric MR  between large +B and –B fields (with also a clear hysteresis 
near zero field), consistent with the spin valve effect between TSS and FM electrodes (with a normalized 

spin valve signal ~0.1%, much lower than that of device “A”). We note that the more complicated 
features at low B (in Fig. 2 for device “A”) are not observed here in device “B” within experimental 
resolution. As T was increased to 10 K, such asymmetric in the MR is no longer observable (Figs. 3c,d) 
within the experimental resolution. This weakening and disappearance of spin-valve signal at elevated T 
may be related to increased scattering of carriers, or thermal activation of carriers from spin polarized 
TSS to bulk conduction bands (which may even carry opposite spin polarization from the TSS [35]).  

Our observation can be qualitatively understood as a spin-valve effect between the current-induced spin 
polarization of TSS on the TI top surface and the spin-polarized FM contacts as depicted in Figs. 1c-f. 

Here, we focus on the case under a large in-plane B field such that the magnetization (ܯሬሬԦ) of the FM 
electrodes has the same orientation (either +y or –y) along the easy axis. Inspired by the well-known spin 
valve and GMR effect between two ferromagnets with antiparallel (leading to high R) or parallel (leading 

to low R) [23-27,36,37], one expects a high R state when the spin polarization Ԧܵ (whose direction is 
determined by the current direction according to the spin-momentum locking of TSS, as depicted in Fig.1) 

in the channel (top surface of TI) is antiparallel (“in disagreement”) with the orientation of  ܯሬሬԦ  

(determined by the direction of B field) in both FM electrodes (Fig. 1de), while a low R state when Ԧܵ	and 

 ሬሬԦ but doesܯ are parallel (“in agreement”, Fig. 1cf). Reversing the direction of (large) B field reverses	ሬሬԦܯ

not change Ԧܵ, thus giving rise to an asymmetry in MR between large +B and –B fields. Reversing I 

reverses Ԧܵ, thus reversing the “polarity” of the MR asymmetry. Our model suggests that the two-terminal 
MR of a TI-FM spin valve device is not only controlled by the magnetization of the FM electrodes, but 
also the applied DC bias I. This model further suggests that there would be a “symmetry” (expecting the 

same MR) if both B field (ܯሬሬԦ) and current I ( Ԧܵ) are simultaneously reversed. We note that such a 
symmetry (upon reversing both B and I) does indeed hold approximately for the data shown in Fig. 2 (the 
MR curve measured sweeping from +B to –B at I nearly reproduces the curve measured sweeping from –
B to +B at -I).  

Recently and during the preparation of this paper, we became aware of the work by Li et al., [20] which 
report a transport signature of spin-momentum-locking of TSS in MBE (molecular beam epitaxy)-grown 
Bi2Se3 devices (of much larger size than ours). Their measurements appear to be in the linear response 
regime (with a voltage signal that is proportional to the current I, thus a current-independent resistance, 
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and the voltage reverses under B reversal). In contrast, our measurement is in the non-linear response 
regime (with a resistance signal that depends on the current and B directions), and cannot be described by 
the Onsager relationship (which states two-terminal resistance should be symmetric with B field) that only 
applies to linear-response regime. Our observed asymmetry in MR thus provides another signature of 
spin-helical transport in TSS.  In addition, we also noted 2 other preprints reporting signatures of spin-
helical TSS transport measured using spin torque [22] and spin pumping [21] techniques.  

In conclusion, we have fabricated spin valve devices on exfoliated Bi2Se3 thin films and performed two-
terminal spin valve (magnetoresistance, with in-plane B field) between two FM contact electrodes 
(magnetized by the B field). By driving a DC current, we find that the two-terminal resistance is 
asymmetric between large positive and negative B fields. The “polarity” of the asymmetry can be 
reversed by reversing the direction of the bias current. Furthermore, the measured resistance asymmetry 
decreases as temperature increases. Our observation is consistent with the spin-momentum helical locking 
of TSS producing a spin-polarized helical current, and opens ways to utilize such a remarkable property 
of TI for future applications in nanoelectronics and spintronics. 

Acknowledgements 

We acknowledge support by a joint seed grant from the Birck Nanotechnology Center at Purdue and the 
Midwestern Institute for Nanoelectronics Discovery (MIND) of Nanoelectronics Research Initiative 
(NRI), and by DARPA MESO program (Grant N66001-11-1-4107). We also acknowledge the valuable 
discussions from Prof. S. Datta and S. Hong at Purdue University. 

References 

[1] X. L. Qi, S. C. Zhang, Physics Today 63, 33 (2010). 

[2] J. E. Moore, Nature 464, 194 (2010). 

[3] M. Z. Hasan,C. L. Kane, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 3045 (2010). 

[4] X. L. Qi, S. C. Zhang, Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 1057 (2011). 

[5] J. E. Moore, L. Balents, Phys. Rev. B 75, 121306(R) (2007). 

[6] L. Fu, C. L. Kane, E. J. Mele, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 106803 (2007). 

[7] X. -L. Qi, T. L. Hughes, S. -C. Zhang, Phys. Rev. B 78, 195424 (2008). 

[8] L. Fu, C. L. Kane Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 096407 (2008). 

[9] S. Raghu, S. B. Chung, X.-L. Qi, S.-C. Zhang Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 116401 (2010). 

[10] A. A. Burkov, D. G. Hawthorn, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 066802 (2010). 

[11] D. Pesin, A. H. MacDonald, Nat. Mater. 11, 409, (2012). 

[12] S. S. Pershoguba, V. M. Yakovenko Phys. Rev. B 86, 165404 (2012). 



6 
 

[13] Y. Xia, D. Qian, D. Hsieh, L. Wray, A. Pal, H. Lin, A. Bansil, D. Grauer, Y. S. Hor, R. J. Cava, M. Z. 
Hasan, Nat. Phys. 5, 398 (2009). 

[14] D. Hsieh, Y. Xia, D. Qian, L. Wray, J. H. Dil, F. Meier, J. Osterwalder, L. Patthey, J. G. Checkelsky, 
N. P. Ong, A. V. Fedorov, H. Lin, A. Bansil, D. Grauer, Y. S. Hor, R. J. Cava, M. Z. Hasan Nature 460, 
1101 (2009). 

[15] S. Souma, K. Kosaka, T. Sato, M. Komatsu, A. Takayama, T. Takahashi, M. Kriener, K. Segawa, 
and Y. Ando, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 166802 (2012). 

[16] Z.-H. Pan, E. Vescovo, A.V. Fedorov, D. Gardner, Y. S. Lee, S. Chu, G. D. Gu, and T. Valla, Phys. 
Rev. Lett. 106, 257004 (2011). 

[17] C. Jozwiak, Y. L. Chen, A. V. Fedorov, J. G. Analytis, C. R. Rotundu, A. K. Schmid, J. D. Denlinger, 
Y.-D. Chuang, D.-H. Lee, I. R. Fisher, R. J. Birgeneau, Z.-X. Shen, Z. Hussain, A. Lanzara, Phys. Rev. B 
84, 165113 (2011). 

[18] K. Miyamoto, A. Kimura, T. Okuda, H. Miyahara, K. Kuroda, H. Namatame, M. Taniguchi, S.V. 
Eremeev, T. V. Menshchikova, E. V. Chulkov, K. A. Kokh, O. E. Tereshchenko, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 
216803 (2011). 

[19] M. S. Bahramy, P. D. C. King, A. de la Torre, J. Chang, M. Shi, L. Patthey, G. Balakrishnan, Ph. 
Hofmann, R. Arita, N. Nagaosa, and F. Baumberger, Nat. Comm. 3, 1159 (2012). 

[20] C. H. Li, O. M. van´t Erve, J. T. Robinson, Y. Liu, L. Li, B. T. Jonker, Nature Nanotechnol. DOI: 
10.1038/NNano.2014.16. 

[21] Y. Shiomi, K. Nomura, Y. Kajiwara, K. Eto, M. Novak, Kouji Segawa, Yoichi Ando, E. Saitoh 
arXiv:1312.7091. 

[22] A. R. Mellnik, J. S. Lee, A. Richardella, J. L. Grab, P. J. Mintun, M. H. Fischer, A. Vaezi, A. 
Manchon, E.-A. Kim, N. Samarth, D. C. Ralph arXiv:1402.1124. 

[23] T. Mohiuddin, E. Hill, D. Elias, A. Zhukov, K. Novoselov, A. Geim, IEEE Transactions on 
Magnetics. 44, 2624 (2008). 

[24] H. C. Koo, H. Yi, J.-B. Ko, J. Chang, S.-H. Han, D. Jung, S.-G. Huh, J. EombAppl. Phys. Lett. 95, 
212503 (2009). 

[25] N. Tombros, C. Jozsa, M. Popinciuc, H. T. Jonkman, B. J. van Wees, Nature 448,571 (2007). 

[26] I. Zutic, J. Fabian, S. Das Sarma, Rev. Mod. Phys. 76, 323 (2004). 

[27] A. Fert, Rev. Mod. Phys. 80, 1517 (2007). 

[28] H. Zhang, C.-X. Liu, X.-L. Qi, X. Dai, Z. Fang, S.-C. Zhang, Nat. Phys. 5, 438 (2009). 

[29] Y. Xia, D. Qian, D. Hsieh, L. Wray, A. Pal, H. Lin, A. Bansil, D. Grauer, Y. S. Hor, R. J. Cava & M. 
Z. Hasan, Nature Phys. 5, 398 (2009). 



7 
 

[30] H. Cao, J. Tian, I. Miotkowski,T. Shen, J. Hu, S. Qiao, Y. P. Chen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 216803 
(2012). 

[31] H. Cao, S. Xu, I. Miotkowski, J. Tian, D. Pandey, M. Z. Hasan, Y. P. Chen, Phys. Status Solidi RRL 
7, 133 (2012). 

[32] C. Mann, D. West, I. Miotkowski, Y. P. Chen, S. Zhang, C.-K. Shih, Nature Comm. 4, 2277 (2013). 

[33] K. S. Novoselov, D. Jiang, F. Schedin, T. J. Booth, V. V. Khotkevich, S. V. Morozov, and A. K. 
Geim, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA  110, 19701 (2013). 

[34] D. Teweldebrhan, V. Goyal, A. A. Balandin, Nano Lett. 10, 1209 (2010).  

[35] S. Hong, V. Diep, S. Datta, Y. P. Chen, Phys. Rev. B 86, 085131 (2012). 

[36] M. N. Baibich, J. M. Broto, A. Fert, F. Nguyen van Dau, F. Petroff, P. Eitenne, G. Creuzet, A. 

Friederich, J. Chazelas, Phys. Rev. Lett. 61, 2472 (1988). 

[37] G. Binasch, P. Grünberg, F. Saurenbach, W. Zinn, Phys. Rev. B 39, 4828 (1989). 
 

Figure Captions 

Figure 1 Schematic of the experimental design to probe the spin helical TSS. (a) TI band structure with 
the bulk conduction band (BCB), topological surface states (TSS, arrows indicating the top surface spin 
polarization due to spin-momentum-locking), bulk valence band (BVB). (b) Schematic of the electron 

Fermi surface at top surface, in the kx-ky plane of TSS with spin polarization showing σ  helicity. (c-f) 
Schematic of a TI-based spin valve device and a TI-FM spin valve effect between the current-induced 

spin polarization ( Ԧܵ) of TSS (top surface) and magnetic field-induced spin polarization (magnetization, ܯሬሬԦ) 
of FM contacts. We expect a lower resistance (R) state if the TSS spin polarization is parallel to the FM 
magnetization (c,f) and a higher R state if they are anti-parallel (d,e). Reversing the current direction 
reverses TSS spin polarization and reversing the magnetic field (B, assumed to be sufficiently large) 
reverses the magnetization of both FM contacts. The resistance is measured between the two FM contacts.  

Figure 2 Observation of TI-FM spin valve effect, indicating spin-helical current of TSS. (a,b) 
Magnetoresistance (MR, shown in both actual value, left axis, and relative change, right axis) measured 
from an exfoliated 12-nm-thick Bi2Se3 thin film (device “A”, inset is the device image, the scale bar is 1 
µm) with a DC current (I=±100 nA) of both directions at T=0.3 K. A MR asymmetry (between large +B 
and –B fields) is clearly observed (with polarity reversed upon reversing current direction), consistent 
with the TI-FM spin valve effect depicted in Fig. 1 due to current induced spin polarization of spin-
momentum-locked TSS; (c,d)  zoomed-in view of (a,b). Arrows in the insets of (a,b) schematically show 

the directions of FM magnetization (ܯሬሬԦ) and current (I)-induced spin polarization ( Ԧܵ) of TSS.  

Figure 3 TI-FM spin valve effect measured in another device, and effect of temperature. (a-b) 
Asymmetric MR (shown in both actual value, left axis, and relative change, right axis) measured in a 20 
nm-thick Bi2Se3 flake (device “B”) at (a,b) T=0.3 K, exhibiting the TI-FM spin valve effect due to the 
spin-helical TSS, while the asymmetry is no longer observed when T is raised to 10 K (c,d). Arrows in the 
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insets of (a,b) schematically show the directions of FM magnetization (ܯሬሬԦ) and current (I)-induced spin 

polarization ( Ԧܵ) of TSS. 

 

(Figure 1 by Jifa Tian et al.) 
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(Figure 2 by Jifa Tian et al.) 
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(Figure 3 by Jifa Tian et al.) 


