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Excitonic condensation in a sym m etric electron-hole bilayer
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Using D i�usion M onte Carlo sim ulations we have investigated the ground state ofa sym m etric
electron-hole bilayer and determ ined its phase diagram at T = 0. W e �nd clear evidence ofan
excitonic condensate,whose stability however is a�ected by in-layer electronic correlation. This
stabilizes the electron-hole plasm a at large values ofthe density or inter-layer distance,and the
W ignercrystalatlow density and large distance.W ehavealso estim ated paircorrelation functions
and low orderdensity m atrices,to give a m icroscopic characterization ofcorrelations,aswellasto
try and estim ate the condensate fraction.

PACS num bers:71.35.-y,71.10.-w,73.21.-b

Electron-hole system s have attracted a lotofinterest
overthe years[1]. The Coulom b attraction existing be-
tween the two kindsofFerm ionsnaturally bringsabout
pairing,and hencethepossibility ofa coherentstate[2].
It was soon realized [3]that system s ofspatially sepa-
rated electronsand holes,such asa bilayer,havea num -
berofadvantageswith respectto conventionalbulk sam -
ples [1]in which electrons and holes occupy the sam e
region. Thus, while in a hom ogeneous sem iconductor
the excitonic condensate would be an insulator [2], in
a bilayer superconductivity is in principle possible [3].
The interestin such system shasgreatly increased in re-
centyears,due to the increasing ability to m anufacture
high quality sem iconductor quantum well(Q W ) struc-
tures,where electrons and holes are indeed con�ned in
di�erentregions,between which tunneling can be m ade
negligible [4]. Also, in a num ber of such system s ex-
perim entalevidenceofan excitoniccondensatehasbeen
claim ed [5, 6, 7]. However,even for the sim plest two
dim ensional(2D) m odel,i.e.,a sym m etric bilayer,the
theory hasbeen concerned so farwith m ean-�eld treat-
m ents [3,8,9]based on a BCS like wavefunction,with
oneexception [10].

In thisLetterwereporton the�rstextensivecom puter
sim ulationsofasym m etricelectron-holebilayer(SEHB).
W ehaveundertaken thisstudytoassessthee�ectofelec-
tron correlation on the phase diagram ofthe SEHB and
on theexistenceofa condensate,which wedirectly char-
acterize. To perform sim ulations,we have resorted to
�xed-node di�usion M onte Carlo (FN-DM C) [11,12],a
m ethod which isstable and variationaland isknown to
yield extrem ely accurate results for hom ogeneous elec-
tron system s [13,14]. W e should stress that our goal
isto determ ine the propertiesofthe sim plest2D m odel,
i.e.,theSEHB,with unprecedented accuracy,alsotopro-
videabenchm arkagainstwhich approxim atem any-body
treatm entsm ay betested.Therefore,wearenotconsid-
eringheree�ectssuch as�nitelayerthickness,inter-layer
tunneling,or band anisotropy,which m ay play an im -

portantrole [3,15,16]in describing m ore realistic Q W
structures. Also, to lim it the com putationalload, we
have restricted ourstudy to three phases: the excitonic
phase(EP),thespin unpolarized two com ponentplasm a
(2CP),and the triangularW ignercrystal(W C).
In the absence ofm agnetic �elds,the Ham iltonian of

such an idealSEHB reads
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with � the background dielectric constant,d the inter-
layer distance,and m e = m h = m � the com m on e�ec-
tivem assofelectronsand holes.In the following weuse
Ry� = e2=2�a�B asunitenergy,a�B = �h2�=m �e2,and rsa�B
asunitlength.Asiswellknowntheparam eterrs,de�ned
in term softhein-layerarealdensity n by �r2sa

�
B

2 = 1=n,
m easures the in-layer coupling strength. In the SEHB
oneislead to de�nean additionalparam eter,m easuring
the im portance ofthe inter-layer coupling,as the ratio
ofthe typicalinter-layerand in-layerCoulom b energies,
nam ely  = 1=d.AtT = 0,which isthe caseconsidered
here,the m odeliscom pletely speci�ed by rs and d or.
In FN-DM C [11]one propagatesa trialwavefunction

	 T in im aginary tim e,to projectoutthe higherenergy
com ponentsand sam plethe lowestenergy state	 0 with
thenodalstructureof	 T .Thisestablishesa correspon-
dence between nodalstructure,i.e.,trialfunction,and
phase. To study the EP we resort to a BCS-like trial
function,which is known to provide a good m ean-�eld
description [2,9,17]both at high and at low density.
In practice we set 	 E P

T = D ""D ##J, where D �� is a
determ inantofpairorbitals’(rei;� � r

h
j;�)and J isa Jas-

trow factor,accounting for two-body correlations. W e
choose’(r)astheexactnum ericalsolution ofthem ean-
�eld problem [9],asin selected caseswe found thatthis
yieldsa lowervariationalenergy than otherchoices[18].

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0201414v1


2

TABLE I:Energy perparticleofvariousphasesoftheSEHB,
in R y

�,according to FN-D M C.Allresults are extrapolated
to the therm odynam ic lim it[23].

rs d rE 2CP E W C

1 0.0 1.69 -0.833(8) -0.808(9)

2 0.1 0.84 -0.6947(5) -0.6976(7)

2 0.2 1.00 -0.6116(7) -0.6006(7)

2 0.5 1.34 -0.5405(5) -0.5260(4)

5 0.2 0.57 -0.3732(6) -0.3822(2)

5 0.5 0.93 -0.3125(2) -0.3104(1)

5 1.0 1.40 -0.3009(2) -0.2987(2)

10 0.5 0.68 -0.1801(1) -0.18172(9)

10 1.0 1.23 -0.17153(8) -0.17085(4)

10 1.5 -0.17035(1) -0.16947(1)

20 0.05 0.14 -0.3275(2) -0.3288(1)

20 0.5 0.50 -0.10051(5) -0.10227(3) -0.10157(2)

20 1.0 1.08 -0.09304(1) -0.09316(2) -0.093176(8)

20 1.3 1.38 -0.09264(2) -0.09261(2)

20 1.5 1.51 -0.09260(2) -0.09248(2) -0.092533(5)

20 3.0 -0.09245(2) -0.092354(6)

22 1.0 -0.08533(2) -0.085484(7)

22 2.0 -0.08482(1) -0.084770(6)

22 3.0 -0.08478(1) -0.084767(5)

30 0.5 0.45 -0.07192(2) -0.07161(2)

30 1.0 1.00 -0.064403(8) -0.064483(3)

30 1.5 1.48 -0.063833(6) -0.063921(3)

30 3.0 -0.06377(7) -0.063827(3)

For the norm al phases the trial function is taken as
	 T = D e

#D
e
"D

h
#D

h
"J,with D a

� a Slater determ inant of
one-particleorbitals(planewavesforthe2CP and gaus-
sianslocalized atthe crystalsites[19]forthe W C).The
Jastrow factorJ = exp[� (1=2)

P

�;�

P 0

i� ;i�
u�;�(ri� ;i� )],

with the G reek index denoting particle type and spin
projection,isbuiltusing RPA pseudopotentials[20,21].

W ehaveperform ed DM C sim ulationsforsystem swith
N = 58 and N = 56 particles per layer,respectively
for the 2CP and the EP and for the W C,using peri-
odic boundary conditions. Finite size e�ects have been
m itigated as usual[22]by perform ing the Ewald sum -
m ation on thein�niteperiodicreplicasofthesim ulation
box and using,for the 2CP,num bers ofparticles corre-
spondingtoclosed shellsoforbitals.W ehavealsocarried
outvariationalM onteCarlo (VM C)sim ulations,forsev-
eralvalues ofN (ranging up to 114 or 120 depending
on the phase),to determ ine the size dependence [23]of
theenergy.Assum ing thatthisisthesam eforVM C and
FN-DM C [13,24,25],wehaveobtained theFN-DM C en-
ergiesin the therm odynam ic lim it,which we report[26]
in TableIforthe threephasesthatwehavestudied.

Use ofthe energies of Table I yields the phase dia-
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FIG .1: Phase diagram ofthe SEHB according to the FN-
D M C.Circles,squaresand trianglesrespectively indicatethe
stability ofthe2CP,EP,and W C.D ashed,gray and blacklines
giveapproxim ateboundariesbetween pairofphasesobtained
from the crossing ofthe energies at given rs with varying d.
The dotted curve reportsan estim ate ofthe 2CP-EP bound-
ary from an approxim ate theory [30].

gram shown in Fig. 1.Itisevidentthatcorrelation has
herequalitativee�ects.W hereasthem ean-�eld predicts
stability ofthe EP with respectto the 2CP everywhere,
athigh enough density and/oratlarge enough distance
FN-DM C predictsthe stability ofeitherthe 2CP orthe
W C.Naively,onewould expectthatwhen theinter-layer
coupling = 1=d � 1each layershould behaveasan iso-
lated 2D electron gas(2DEG )[27].Thisisthecasewith
thesym m etricelectron bilayer[20,28,29],forwhich the
phase diagram ofthe 2DEG [28]isquickly recovered as
d exceeds 1,and it appears to be the case also for the
SEHB,when one keeps in m ind that only the unpolar-
ized 2CP is considered here. The phase diagram turns
out to be fairly robust. Thus,use ofthe �nite-N FN-
DM C energiesleavesitessentially unchanged,while use
ofthe VM C energiesonly brings abouta m inorchange
in the boundary between the W C and the 2CP,which
m ovesataboutrs = 20 ford � 1:5.

In Table Iwe have also reported the excitonic radius,
de�ned by r2E = h’jr2j’i=h’j’i. It is evident,from an
inspection oftheTable,thata correlation existsbetween
thestability oftheEP and rE being sm allerthan 1,i.e.,
sm allerthan thecharacteristicin-layerlength scale.This
points to the im portance ofin-layercorrelations,which
areneglected in m ean-�eld [3,9].Also,itturnsoutthat
in our sim ulations the exciton is always m uch sm aller
than the side ofthe sim ulation box,

p
N � ’ 13. Thus,

ourdescription ofthe EP should notbe a�ected by the
�nite spacing ofthe energy levels[10].

A peculiar property of superconductors is the o�-
diagonallong-rangeorder(O DLRO )exhibited by there-
duced density m atricesin thecoordinatespacerepresen-
tation [31]. In a Ferm ion system O DLRO shows up in
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FIG .2: Projected two-body density m atrix ofthe SEHB at
rs = 5,according to FN-D M C and BCS m ean-�eld,forN =
58.The fullcurvesare �tsto thetailsofthesim ulation data
(see textand Table IIfordetails).

TABLE II: Condensate fraction � of the SEHB according
to FN-D M C (extrapolated estim ate)and VM C,fora system
with N= 58.Here ~d = d�rs istheinterlayerdistancein unitsof
a
�

B
.Also reported aretheBCS m ean-�eld prediction and,for

FN-D M C,the reduced �
2 ofthe �t yielding the condensate

fraction (see text).

rs ~d �(BCS) �(VM C) �(FN-D M C) �
2

2 0.2 0.55 0.187(4) 0.284(9) 0.59

5 1.0 0.74 0.151(2) 0.215(4) 0.22

5 2.5 0.48 0.095(3) 0.108(5) 0.34

20 1.0 0.98 0.027(1) 0.020(2) 0.47

the two-body density m atrix [31],with the appearance
ofan eigenvalue which scales with the num ber ofpar-
ticles. In a translationalinvariant system ,such as the
SEHB in the excitonic phase,O DLRO im plies for the
two-body density m atrix,to leading orderin N ,the fol-
lowing asym ptoticbehavior:

�2(x
0
e;x

0
h;xe;xh)= �N f

�(jx0e � x
0
hj)f(jxe � xhj); (2)

jxe � xhj;jx
0
e � x

0
hj
<
� �; jxe � x

0
ej! 1 ;

where� � 1 isthecondensatefraction and � istherange
ofthenorm alized pairam plitudef(jx1� x2j).In orderto
estim atethecondensatefraction itisconvenienttoresort
to the projected two-body density m atrix (P2BDM )

h(x)=
1

N

Z

dxedxh�2(xe + x;xh + x;xe;xh); (3)

which tendsto � in the large x lim it,asisim m ediately
found com bining Eqs.(2)and (3).
A sim ple estim atorofh(x)isgiven by

h(x)=
N

M c

M cX

i= 1

	 T (R 0
i)

	 T (R i)
; (4)
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FIG .3: Spin resolved electron-hole paircorrelation function
ofthe SEHB atrs = 20,according to FN-D M C.

with M c the num berofparticle con�gurationsused and
R

0obtained from thecon�guration R by rigidlytranslat-
ingan electron-holepair[32]byx.In practice,foreach R
wegenerateafew translationsx uniform ly distributed in
thesim ulation boxand,forbetterstatistics,wealsoaver-
ageEq.(4)overallelectron-holepairs.AsEq.(4)only
yieldsa m ixed estim atein DM C,wehavealso perform ed
VM C calculationsto getextrapolated estim ates[34]ac-
cording to hE xtr(x)= 2hD M C (x)� hV M C (x).

An illustration ofourresultsfor h(x)isgiven in Fig.
2. Indeed,h(x) appears to saturate at large x. In the
absenceofexactinform ation on itsasym ptoticform ,we
have�tted itstailto �+ A=x2,x � 5 and estim ated the
condensate fractions reported in Table II for the cases
studied. It is evident that in-layer correlation, which
is absent in m ean �eld, causes a substantialreduction
ofthe condensate fraction| a reduction which becom es
m ore pronounced with increasing the in-layer coupling
rs,at given interlayerdistance,and to less extent with
increasing the interlayerdistance,at given rs. This ef-
fectisparticularly strong atlargecoupling,yielding the
essentialsuppression ofthe condensate at rs = 20 and
d = 0:05,with � ’ 0:02 whereasin m ean �eld � ’ 1.

Additional insight into the nature of the phases of
the SEHB isprovided by the paircorrelation functions,
whose features we briey sum m arize here. As the two
layers are brought together from in�nity inter-layer in-
teraction produces a substantialbuildup in inter-layer
correlations and the screening and weakening ofintra-
layercorrelations,asfortheelectron bilayer[20,28,29].
However,whilegeh(r)and g

""

eh
(r)m onotonously increase

with decreasingd,neartheorigin,g"#
eh
(r),�rstdevelopsa

correlation holeand then by furtherdim inishing d devel-
ops a peak. This behavior,which becom es particularly
m arked atlargecouplingasisevidentfrom Fig.3,m ight
beinterpreted asa tendency toward biexciton form ation
forlargers and sm alld.In fact,g

"#

eh
(r)givescorrelations
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between unpaired("#)electronsand holesand,indirectly,
between " and # excitons.
To sum m arize,by perform ing extensivequantum sim -

ulations we have shown that correlation has im portant
qualitativee�ectsin determ ining thephasediagram and
the excitonic condensate ofthe SEHB,with respect to
m ean-�eld. Here,we have chosen not to consider spin
polarized phases nor inhom ogeneities ofspin or charge,
such asin density wavesand in liquid-vaporcoexistence.
W eshallexploresom eoftheseinteresting phenom ena in
future investigations.
W e acknowledge useful discussions with m any col-

leaguesand am ongtheotherswith D.Neilson,C.Castel-
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thiswork and supportby M URST through CO FIN99.
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