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Abstract

The monolayers of semiconducting transition metal dichalcogenides host strongly bound

excitonic complexes and are an excellent platform for exploring many-body physics. Here

we demonstrate a controlled kinetic manipulation of the five-particle excitonic complex, the

charged biexciton, through a systematic dependence of the biexciton peak on excitation

power, gate voltage, and temperature using steady-state and time-resolved photolumines-

cence (PL). With the help of a combination of the experimental data and a rate equation

model, we argue that the binding energy of the charged biexciton is less than the spectral

separation of its peak from the neutral exciton. We also note that while the momentum-

direct radiative recombination of the neutral exciton is restricted within the light cone,

such restriction is relaxed for a charged biexciton recombination due to the presence of

near-parallel excited and final states in the momentum space.
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Introduction:

Due to strong confinement and relatively large carrier effective mass, monolayers of semicon-

ducting transition metal dichalcogenides (TMDCs) exhibit light-matter interaction strongly

driven by excitonic complexes, and are thus an excellent platform for exploring many-body

physics at the two-dimension [1–4]. Experimental Observations of neutral bright and dark

excitons (X0 and X0
D) [1, 4–8], and other excitonic complexes such as positive or negatively

changed trion (X±) [9–13], dark trion (X±D) [14–16], neutral biexciton (XX0) [6] and charged

biexciton(XX±) [6, 17, 18] have been widely reported. One recent report also explained elec-

troluminescence from exciton and its complexes [19]. The charged biexciton is of particular

interest, which is a five-particle complex, consisting of two holes and three electrons (XX−) or

three holes and two electrons (XX+) bound through coulomb interaction, and are distinct from

the neutral biexciton. Due to the specific formation and recombination kinetics, the rate equa-

tions dictate a square law dependence between the exciton and biexciton intensities [20–24].

This makes the biexciton the strongest emitting complex among all the observable excitonic

complexes at higher excitation density [18,22,25,26]. Besides, the charged nature of the XX±

species makes it amenable to be controlled by a gate voltage [6, 18].

The identification of biexciton by superlinear power-law [6, 17, 18, 21, 22], its coherent forma-

tion from two excitons [27], and the binding energy [28, 29] have been discussed in the recent

literature. For tungsten-based TMDC, the neutral versus charged biexciton can be distin-

guished [6, 30]. Interestingly, several of these works report a power law with exponent in the

range of 1.4-1.6 for the charged biexciton [6, 22, 25, 30], which is significantly less than 2 - a

physical explanation of the same will be desirable. Besides, a detailed understanding of the

formation and recombination kinetics will be widely useful in the context of the biexciton. We

address these questions in the present work.

Results and Discussions:

We probe the biexciton states using steady-state and time-resolved photoluminescence (PL)

measurement. The lowest excitonic state in 1L-WS2 is spin-dark due to its unique spin-split

bands at K(K ′) valleys [5, 7, 31, 32]. Under the steady-state condition, as a result of a larger
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radiative lifetime of the dark exciton state [15, 32, 33], a large fraction of the light-emitting

neutral biexcitons (XX0) form through each pair of spin-bright and spin-dark excitonic states,

as opposed to both being bright exciton [6,14]. Further, in the presence of doping, the formation

of a five-particle charged biexciton (XX±) is favored. There likely exists a larger steady-state

density of completely dark charged-biexciton (forming from a dark exciton and a dark trion) in

WS2, though it does not contribute to the PL signal.

To identify the type of biexcitons (XX0 or XX±) in our experiment, we prepare an

Au/hBN/1L-WS2/hBN (sample D1, represented in Figure 1a-b) using dry transfer method

(see Methods for sample preparation). A gate voltage (Vg) is applied to the bottom Au

electrode, while connecting the WS2 layer to a grounded few-layer graphene contact. The Vg

dependent PL spectra, taken at 4 K, is shown in a color plot in Figure 1c (see Supporting

Information Figure 1 for representative spectra and fitted peak intensity values), suggesting

a strong modulation of the neutral exciton (X0), trion (X−) and XX− peak intensity, in good

agreement with previous reports [18,23,25,34]. With Vg > 0, the intensity of X0 is suppressed,

while that of X− is enhanced. The XX− peak is observed in the Vg range where both X0 and

X− have PL signatures, suggesting the origin of the five-particle state from the neutral and

charged excitons. Note that the maximum intensity of the XX− occurs at a slightly higher

positive Vg compared to the maximum intensity of X0. Such a reduction in the X0 intensity

at the maximum XX− intensity point results from a non-radiative loss of the excitons towards

formation of trions and charged biexcitons.

Figure 2a schematically depicts the formation process of the charged biexciton where a dark

trion (X−D) [15, 35] and a bright X0 collide over a cross-section at the band edge, and form a

XX− with kinetic energy ∆EXX− , along with emitting a phonon of energy ~ωf . This leads to

EX0 + EX−
D

= EXX−(Q = 0) + ∆EXX−(Q) + ~ωf︸ ︷︷ ︸
Eb

(1)

Here, EX0 , EX−
D

and EXX− are the energies of the bright exciton, dark trion and charged

biexciton, respectively. By this process the dark trion and the bright exciton bind together
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with a binding energy given by

Eb = ∆EXX−(Q) + ~ωf (2)

During recombination at finite Q, there is a direct transition from the XX− band to the X−D

band, emitting a photon of energy ~ω, leading to

EXX−(Q = 0) + ∆EXX−(Q) = EX−
D

(Q = 0) + ∆EX−
D

(Q) + ~ω (3)

where ∆EX−
D

(Q) is the recoil energy of the remaining dark trion. There is a striking difference

in the final states of the biexciton and the exciton recombination process. Linear momentum

conservation forces all recombination giving out a photon to occur within the light cone of the

exciton band around Q = 0 [36, 37]. However, such constraint is relaxed for the biexciton

recombination. Since the final state (X−D) is varying in energy with Q, the recombination

process of XX− can also take place at varying Q, as long as the final state is empty and the

transition is allowed. This can be visualized as multiple light cones, schematically depicted in

Figure 2b.

Combining Equations 1, 2, and 3, we get

Eb = (EX0 − ~ω)− [∆EX−
D

(Q)−∆EXX−(Q)] (4)

Note that XX− being a heavier particle than X−D , the bands are non-parallel with ∆EX−
D

(Q)−
∆EXX−(Q) ≈ ~2Q2

15m0
> 0 for non-zero Q (assuming me = mh ≈ 0.5m0). Thus the binding

energy of the biexciton is less than the separation between the exciton and the biexciton PL

emission peaks (EX0 − ~ω > Eb), with the deviation being quadratic in Q.

In order to establish this, in Figure 2c, we show the temperature-dependent PL intensity

variation of X0 and XX−, obtained from PL spectra from a Ag/hBN/1L-WS2/hBN stack

(sample D2, see Supporting Information Figure 2a and b for device schematic and optical

image) with no active gating and keeping WS2 electrically floating. The thickness of the bottom

and top hBN layer is kept in the range of 25-30 nm and 10-15nm, respectively. The thickness

is chosen to enhance the signal through constructive interference in the stack [38, 39]. We
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observe the charged biexciton emission up to a sample temperature of 130 K. The Ag layer

provides a pathway for fast dissipation of locally generated heat due to the focussed laser spot,

thus helping to suppress laser-induced local heating. The separation between the exciton and

charged biexciton peaks (EX0 − ~ω) is 60± 5 meV . The plot of intensity variation of X0 peak

as a function of T in Figure 2c shows an increasing trend with T . We attribute this to the

fact that the bright exciton being energetically higher than the dark exciton state in W-based

TMDCs [5, 7, 15]. However, the XX− peak shows the opposite trend, with sharply decreasing

peak intensity (see Supporting Information Figure 3a and b for model spectrum fitting

and temperature-dependent spectra respectively) as temperature increases, in agreement with

previous reports [17,30]. The data fits well with an equation of the form [40,41] (see Supporting

Information S1):

η(T ) =
1

1 + κe−Eb/kBT
(5)

suggesting an enhanced thermal dissociation of XX− at higher temperature. From the fit, we

estimate a value of Eb in the range of 40 ± 5 meV, which is less (15 - 20 meV) than the peak

separation in the PL spectra, and in agreement with our previous assertion EX0 − ~ω > Eb.

To understand the strong temperature dependence of the kinetics of the charged biexciton

population, we write the rate equations using the formation of this five particle complex from

its constituent particles [6, 20]:

dnX0/dt = −nX0/τX0 + β1P + γ2nfnXX−e
−∆E

XX−
kBT − β2nX0 − γ1(nf + 1)nX0nX−

D
(6)

dnX−
D
/dt = −nX−

D
/τX−

D
+β2nX0 +γ2nfnXX−e

−∆E
XX−

kBT +nXX−/τXX−−γ1(nf +1)nX0nX−
D

(7)

dnXX−/dt = −nXX−/τXX− + γ1(nf + 1)nX0nX−
D
− γ2nfnXX−e

−∆E
XX−

kBT (8)

The parameters β1,β2, γ1 and γ2 are proportional to the quantum efficiency of creation of X0

from incident photons, the rate of decay of X0 to X−D population, the rate of XX− creation

and the rate of XX− dissociation, respectively. nf is the phonon number. nX0 , nX−
D

and nXX−

represent density of the respective excitonic species. τX0 , τX−
D

and τXX− represent radiative

lifetime of bright exciton, dark trion and biexciton respectively.

The steady-state solution of the set of equations, if thermal-equilibrium phonon distribution
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(Bose-Einstein distribution) is considered, predicts nXX− ∝ n2X0 , that is, a square-law depen-

dence of biexciton population with respect to exciton population. However, with higher incident

photon flux, every biexciton formation gives rise to the emission of a phonon. Since phonons

are relatively long-lived, nf deviates from equilibrium Bose-Einstein distribution. Under such

a condition, we approximate nf ∝ nXX− . This leads to a generation of the non-equilibrium

hot phonon density, which in turn triggers an efficient dissociation of XX−, forcing a devia-

tion from quadratic law. In this condition, we obtain (see Supporting Information S2 for

detailed calculation):

AnXX− +Bn2XX−exp(−∆EXX−/kBT ) = n2X0 (9)

with A = 1
τXX−γ1(nf+1)β2τX−

D

and B =
γ2τXX−

τXX−γ1(nf+1)β2τX−
D

This establishes a one-to-one correspondence between charged biexciton (nXX−) and bright

exciton (nX0) population and clearly indicates a deviation from the near-equilibrium square

law dependence at for T > 0. Equation 9 also suggests that the corresponding kinetics can be

tuned by external stimulus. Note that the primary temperature dependence arises from the

factor e
−∆E

XX−
kBT , while other parameters are very weak function of temperature. Accordingly,

with an increase in temperature, the second term on the left-hand side starts dominating, and

the equation becomes linear.

To verify this temperature dependent coupled exciton - charged biexciton kinetics, we probe

the excitation power (P ) dependence of the PL spectra (on sample D2) from T = 4.2 to 70

K (representative spectra shown in Supporting Information Figure 4). Experimentally

obtained X0 and XX− PL intensities are fitted with equation 9 using A and B as parameters,

shown in Figure 3a. The best fit is obtained at ∆EXX− ≈ 10 meV. It is evident from equation

9 that a power law type relation such as IXX− ∝ IαX0 does not exactly hold. However, the value

of α from such a relation provides a quick qualitative understanding, and helps to compare with

existing reports in literature. Figure 3b represents such a power law fitting at 4 and 10 K (Fit-

tings at higher temperature values with equation 9 and IXX− ∝ IαX0 are shown in Supporting

Information Figure 5). The obtained α values are plotted as a function of temperature in

Figure 3c (XX− intensity variation with laser power (P ) at different temperature points is
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fitted with IXX− ∝ Pα and represented in Supporting Information Figure 6a and b). We

observe that α sharply drops with an increase in temperature, suggesting that the second term

in the left-hand side of equation 9 dominates the other term at a higher temperature (This

power law measurement is repeated for sample D1, which is the stack used for gating and fitted

with IXX− ∝ IαX0 lines. Obtained α values are shown in Supporting Information Figure

10).

To further investigate the temperature dependence of the XX− kinetics, we perform time-

resolved photoluminescence (TRPL) measurement of 1L WS2 at different T . We excite the

sample with a 531 nm pulsed laser (Average optical power of 17 µW ) with an FWHM of 48

ps and a repetition rate of 5 MHz. The instrument response function (IRF) shows a full-

width-at-half-maximum (FWHM) of 52 ps and a decay of 23 ps (See Methods for details

about measurement technique). To filter out XX− luminescence only, we use a bandpass

filter (10 nm passband) centered at 610 nm. The in situ steady-state PL spectra obtained

at different temperatures are shown in Supporting Information Figure 8, with the filter

window marked. The time-dependent emission from the XX− peak at different temperatures

is shown (in symbols) in Figure 4a. To obtain the decay time of XX−, we fit (solid lines)

the measured TRPL data using two exponentials (
∑2

i=1Aie
−t/τi) after deconvoluting from the

IRF as implemented in QuCoa software (PicoQuant). We note that the faster (and stronger)

component (τ1) that represents the charged biexciton decay is strongly dependent on T . In

Figure 4b we plot it as a function of T , which indicates that the net lifetime of the XX−

becomes shorter with increasing T . In particular, we estimate τ1 ≈ 25± 0.7 ps at 6.6 K [23,42]

and≈ 5±0.13 ps at 32 K. Such a reduction in the lifetime is in excellent agreement with equation

9 and the results in Figure 3c, clearly suggesting a fast dissociation of XX− as temperature

increases. It is instructive to consider the situation as follows: since both X−D and bright X0 are

present in the system in a large number, the formation of XX− is not hindered. However, once

the rapid dissociation starts at a higher temperature, it provides a fast non-radiative channel

giving rise to reduced intensity, small lifetime, and near-unity power law. We also note that

there exists a weak (with relative weightage of A1/A2 ≈ 10 − 100), slower decay component

with τ2 ∼ 50−100 ps. We believe this results from the tail of defect-bound excitonic complexes

(see Supporting Information Figure 8), usually observed in WS2.
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Finally, we show that the XX− kinetics can further be modulated by a gate voltage as well,

as predicted from equation 9. In Figure 5a, for every Vg value, the incident laser power (P ) is

varied, and the PL intensity of charged biexciton (IXX−) is fitted with exciton intensity (IX0)

using the approximate relation IXX− ∝ IαX0
lines (fitting with IXX− = Pα lines is shown in

Supporting information Figure 9). Variation of α exponents as a function of Vg is shown

in Figure 5b. We note that the maximum occurs near Vg = 0. Such a strong modulation of the

XX− kinetics can be understood by using equation 9. An increase in |Vg|, in turn, enhances

the screening in the sample. This affects the stability of XX− which is of large Bohr radius and

relatively weak binding energy. This also triggers an easier dissociation of the charged biexciton

(XX−). Hence, the parameter γ2 increases driving the power-law exponent towards unity.

In conclusion, we showed that strong non-equilibrium explains the deviation of the charged

biexciton intensity from a square-law dependence on the exciton intensity. The nature of

dependence can be modulated by external stimuli, such as gate voltage and temperature. Unlike

the neutral exciton, the existence of near-parallel bands between excited and final states for

the biexciton removes the usual “light-cone” restriction during direct radiative recombination.

Consequently, the binding energy of the five-particle species is shown to be less than its peak

separation from the neutral exciton. The temperature-dependent enhancement of the decay

rate of the charged biexciton further supports the rate equation model. The findings elucidate

a deeper understanding of biexciton kinetics in monolayer semiconductors.

Methods:

Fabrication: Au/Ag lines are defined by optical lithography using a 360 nm UV source and

AZ5214E resist spin-coated on a Si/SiO2 substrate with 285 nm thick oxide formed by dry

chlorinated thermal oxidation and forming gas annealing. A 20 nm thick Ni film followed

by a 40 nm thick Au/Ag film is deposited via DC magnetron sputtering and lifted off by

acetone/isopropyl alcohol rinse to form the bottom contact. For device D1, first, a few-layer

hBN is exfoliated from bulk crystals and subsequently transferred to a poly dimethyl-siloxane

(PDMS) sheet. Then it is transferred onto lithographically pre-patterned Au electrodes using

dry-transfer technique. The thickness of the flake is identified by optical contrast. In the second
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step, 1L WS2 flake was transferred and connected with another Au electrode using few-layer

graphene. Then top hBN is transferred onto the stack following the same procedure. The

device was annealed after each layer transfer at 80◦C for better adhesion. For device D2, a

similar layer-by-layer transfer procedure was followed, except Ag pre-patterned electrodes were

used instead of Au ones, and a graphene transfer step was not needed.

PL measurement: The devices are loaded or are wire bonded to a closed-cycle optical top

window He cryostat and are illuminated with 532 nm continuous wave laser through ×50

objective lens having a numerical aperture of 0.5. Keithley 2636B is used as a DC voltage

source for applying gate voltage (Vg) to vary the doping in device D1. The steady-state PL

response of devices (D1 and D2) is analyzed using a spectrometer with 1800 lines/mm grating.

All the measurements are performed in a vacuum with a pressure < 10−4 Torr.

TRPL measurement: We excite the sample with a 531 nm pulsed laser having full-width-

at-half-maximum (FWHM) of 48 ps and a repetition rate of 5 MHz. The sync signal from the

laser driver is fed to channel 0 of a TCSPC (PicoHarp 300). The emission from the sample is

fed to a single photon detector (Micro Photon Devices), the output of which is connected to

channel 1 of the TCSPC. The instrument response function (IRF) shows an FWHM of 52 ps

and a decay timescale of 23 ps. Using deconvolution, we can accurately estimate down to 10%

of the IRF width [43]. To filter out XX− luminescence only, we use a bandpass filter (FWHM

of 10 nm) centered at 610 nm. For in situ steady-state PL spectra, a 50:50 beam splitter is

used to divert part of the emission to a spectrometer.
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Figure 1: Device schematic and gate modulation of emission from excitonic com-
plexes. (a) Schematic and (b) Optical image of the device D1 (1L-WS2 sandwiched between
top and bottom hBN layers) fabricated for controlled electrical doping, a gate voltage (Vg) is
applied to the bottom Au electrode while WS2 is connected to another grounded electrode. (c)
Doping dependent intensity variation of exciton (X0), trion (X±) and charged biexciton (XX−)
shown and marked (by arrows) in a color plot. The presence of charged biexciton (XX−) is
clearly associated with the presence of both the trion and exciton together.
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Figure 2: Model for formation, radiative recombination of charged biexciton and
temperature dependent intensity of charged biexciton 1L-WS2 (a) Creation and re-
combination of charged biexciton (XX−) is shown using parallel band model. Dark trion (X−D)
and bright exciton (X0) together form XX−, with a binding energy Eb and a kinetic energy
∆EXX−(Q) through the emission of a phonon of energy ~ωf . During recombination, one pho-
ton is emitted of energy ~ω, and the final state is a dark trion (X−D) with a recoil energy of
∆EX−

D
(Q). (b) Multi-light-cone model for radiative recombination of the charged biexciton. (c)

Normalized X0 and XX− emission intensities plotted as a function of temperature, indicating
opposite trends for X0 and XX−. The Fitted traces to the XX− peak intensity indicate a
binding energy of 40± 5 meV.
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Figure 3: Temperature dependent kinetics for charged biexciton. (a) Experimentally
obtained intensity of XX− plotted as a function of the intensity X0 species (symbols) at 4 K
and 10 K. The dashed lines represent the fitted curves obtained from equation 9, plotted at
different temperatures. (b) Log-log plot of XX− intensity with varying exciton (X0) intensity.
The solid lines indicate fits to the approximate power law: (IXX− ∝ IαX0). (c) Plot of the α as
a function of temperature, indicating a sharp fall with increasing temperature.
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Supporting Information:

1. Derivation of temperature dependent dissociation function.

With increasing temperature the total decay rate (R), for charged biexciton (XX−), can be

written as

R = τ−1
XX− + k0e

−Eb
kBT (1)

Where Eb and τXX− are the binding energy and radiative lifetime of XX− respectively. The

Quantum efficiency (η(T )) for radiative decay is:

η(T ) =
τ−1
XX−

R
(2)

Equation 2 can be simplified to:

η(T ) =
1

1 + κe−Eb/kBT
(3)

where κ = k0τXX− and k0 is a fitting parameter [1, 2]. Since by measuring PL signal we can

only probe radiative decay, equation 3 can be fitted with temerature dependent PL intensity

variation of XX−, shown in the main text Figure 3b.

2. Derivation of steady state coupled exciton (nX0) and charged biexciton (nXX−)

population equation.

The rate equations are [3, 4]:

dnX0/dt = −nX0/τX0 + β1P + γ2nfnXX−e
−∆E

XX−
kBT − β2nX0 − γ1(nf + 1)nX0nX−

D
(4)

dnX−
D
/dt = −nX−

D
/τX−

D
+β2nX0 +γ2nfnXX−e

−∆E
XX−

kBT +nXX−/τXX−−γ1(nf +1)nX0nX−
D

(5)

dnXX−/dt = −nXX−/τXX− + γ1(nf + 1)nX0nX−
D
− γ2nfnXX−e

−∆E
XX−

kBT (6)

at steady sate the differentials with respect to time are zero. We can substitute nXX−/τXX−

2



from equation 6 to equation 5. Then we get a linear relationship between bright exciton and

dark trion.

nX−
D

= τX−
D
β2nX0 = A1nX0 (7)

Now, nX−
D

can be replaced by a function of nX0 in the equation 6 and assuming nf ≈ nXX− :

nXX−/τXX− + γ2n
2
XX−e

−∆E/kBT = γ1(nf + 1)A1n
2
X0 (8)

From equation 4 we can substitute the nX0 as a function of nXX− and relation between nXX−

and laser power (P) can be established.

β2
1P

2C1 = n2
XX− [γ2αe

−∆EXX−/kBT (B1)2 + C1/τ
2
XX− ] +

2n
3/2
XX−C

1/2
1 B1[1/τXX− + γ2nXX−αe−∆EXX−/kBT ]1/2 + nXX−/τXX−(B1)2 (9)

where B1 = (β1 + 1/τx) and C1 = A1γ1(nf + 1)

3
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Figure 1: Gate voltage (Vg) dependent PL spectra obtained at 4 K using cw 532nm
laser. The corresponding gate voltages are shown in left side of the spectra, (b) at Vg = 0 V
signature of XX− and other PL peaks such as: exciton (X0), trion (X−) are clearly visible.
However due to nonpresence of exciton and trion in (a) electron (positive Vg) and (c) neutral
(negative Vg) doping region respectively, formation of XX− is hindered. (d) Fitted PL peak
intensities of all the species noted in main text are plotted with Vg (in log scale). Clearly, after
Vg > 3 V both X0, and XX− are not visible.
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Figure 2: Schematic and optical image of device D2 (a) Schematic (b) Optical image of
Device D2 where top, bottom hBN and 1L WS2 layers are marked with colored borders. Here
1L WS2 is kept floating without any applied gate potential (Vg).
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Figure 3: Fitting of PL spectrum to obtain charged-biexciton (EXX−) peak position
and intensity and spectra at varying temperature. (a) We fit the obtained spectra with
532 nm cw laser excitation to obtain the XX− peak position (≈ 2.02 eV) and intensity. (b)
Temperature dependent spectra showing XX− and X0, intensity values of XX− peak obtained
from this spectra is shown in the main text, Figure 2c.
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Figure 5: Fitting of exciton vs. charged biexciton PL intensity at higher temperature
points. Fitting with equation 9 of main text, using dashed line, (top panel, (a)-(e)) and
IXX− ∝ IαX0 (bottom panel, f-j), using solid line, for higher temperature range (T = 10, 20, 30,
50 and 70 K) is shown here. After ≈ 10K near unity exciton power law is observed.
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perature. (a) Experimentally obtained XX− intensity (colored symbols) at 4 and 10K are
fitted with IXX− ∝ Pα (solid lines). (b) Fitted power law exponent (α) is plotted with varying
temperature, showing a downward trend towards near unity power law after ≈ 20K.
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Figure 9: Gate voltage (Vg) dependent kinetics for charged biexciton. (a) Plot of XX−

peak intensity with varying laser power (P) at different Vg. The solid traces indicate power law
fitting: IXX− ∝ Pα. (b) α plotted as a function of Vg, indicating a sharp decrease of it with
|Vg|.

12



0 10 20 30

0.90

1.05

1.20

1.35

1.50

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

E
x

ci
to

n
 p

o
w

er
 l

aw
 e

x
p

o
n

en
t 

(𝛼
)

Temperature (K)
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