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Abstract

Thein
 uenceofa random � eld induced by im purities,boundary irregularitiesetc.on thesuper-


 uidity ofa quasi-two-dim ensional(2D )system ofspatially indirectexcitonsin coupled quantum

wellsisstudied.The interaction between excitonsistaken into accountin the ladderapproxim a-

tion. The random � eld is allowed to be large com pared to the dipole-dipole repulsion between

excitons. The coherent potentialapproxim ation (CPA) allows us to derive the exciton G reen’s

function fora widerangeoftherandom � eld,and theCPA resultsareused in theweak-scattering

lim it,which resultsin the second-orderBorn approxim ation. The G reen’sfunction ofthe collec-

tive excitationsforthe casesof(1)equalelectron and hole m assesand (2)the \heavy hole" lim it

are derived analytically. For quasi-two-dim ensionalexcitonic system s,the density ofthe super-


 uid com ponent and the K osterlitz-Thouless tem perature ofthe super
 uid phase transition are

obtained,and are found to decrease as the random � eld increases. This puts constraints on the

experim entale� ortsto observe excitonic super
 uidity.

PACS num bers:71.35.Lk,73.20.M f,73.21.Fg,71.35.-y

K ey words:coupled quantum wells,super
 uidity,indirectexcitons,Bose-Einstein condensation

ofexcitons
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Super
uidity in a system of spatially indirect excitons in coupled quantum wells

(CQW ) has been predicted by Lozovik and Yudson,1 and severalsubsequent theoretical

studies2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15 have suggested thatthis should be m anifested aspersistent

electric currents,quasi-Josephson phenom ena and unusualproperties in strong m agnetic

�elds. In the pastten years,a num berofexperim entalstudieshave focused on observing

these behaviors.16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23 The coupled quantum wellsystem isconceptually sim ple:

negativeelectronsaretrapped in atwo-dim ensionalplane,whilean equalnum berofpositive

holesistrapped in a parallelplanea distanceD away.Oneoftheappealsofthissystem is

thatthe electron and hole wavefunctionshave very little overlap,so thatthe excitonscan

havevery longlifetim e(> 100ns),and thereforethey can betreated asm etastableparticles

to which quasiequlibrium statistics apply. Also when D is large enough,the interactions

between theexcitonsareentirely dipole-dipolerepulsive.

M uch ofthetheory ofexcitonic system shasnottaken into accounttheroleofdisorder,

which is created by im purities and boundary irregularities ofthe quantum wells. In real

experim ents,however,disorderplaysa very im portantrole. Although the inhom ogeneous

broadeninglinewidth oftypicalGaAs-based sam pleshasbeen im proved from around 20m eV

to lessthan 1 m eV,16 thedisorderenergy isstillnotm uch sm allerthan theexciton-exciton

repulsion energy. At a typicalexciton density ofa few tim es 1010 cm � 2,the interaction

energy ofthe excitons is severalm eV.On the other hand,the typicaldisorder energy of

1 m eV is low com pared to the typicalexciton binding energy of5 m eV.Typicaltherm al

energiesatliquid helium tem peraturesarekB T = 0:2� 2 m eV.

Ifthechem icalpotentialoftheinteractingexciton system (controlled bythecharacteristic

dipole-dipoleinteraction at�xed exciton density)issm allerthan thecharacteristicdisorder

energy,the exciton system is expected to be localized in separate lakes in the m inim a of

therandom potentialcreated by thedisorder.TheBosecondensation in thiscaseissim ilar

to thatforBose atom sin trap24,25,26,27,28,29 (forthe role ofexciton tunneling,etc.,see Ref.

[30]). In the opposite lim it,one has a translationally invariant,extended exciton system

with a random potential�eld.In thelattercase,thecriticalpropertiesand quasi-long non-

diagonalorderare sim ilarto the case withoutdisorder(see,e.g.,Ref. [31]and references

cited therein),but the disorder suppresses the Kosterlitz-Thouless transition tem perature
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and thesuper
uid density.

Earlierstudiesofdisorderin exciton system sincluded theory ofthetransportproperties

ofdirectand indirectexcitonsand m agnetoexcitonsin random �elds,32 thein
uenceofvar-

iousrandom �eldson excitonicand m agnetoexcitonicabsorption oflight,33,34 and Anderson

localization ofexcitons.35 Thee�ectofa weak random �eld on thecollectivepropertiesand

super
uidity ofexcitonsin nonuniform system swasanalyzed in Ref.[36],including thecases

ofa dilutegasofthree-dim ensional(3D)excitons,two-dim ensional(2D)excitonsin asingle

quantum well,and indirect excitons in coupled quantum wells in a random �eld. In that

work therandom �eld wasassum ed tobem uch sm allerthan theexciton-exciton interaction.

In two-dim ensionalsystem s,the excitonic interaction in the Bogoliubov approxim ation is

valid only in non-physically low densitiesbecause ofthe divergence ofthe two-dim ensional

scattering am plitude in the Born approxim ation.37 Therefore, the ladder approxim ation

m ust be used at low densities to treat properly the interaction between two-dim ensional

excitons.37,38 In Ref.[36],thecontribution to theexciton Green’sfunction from theinterac-

tion oftheexcitonswith therandom �eld wasderived by perturbation theory,which lim ited

thestrength oftherandom �eld thatcould bestudied.In thispaperwestudy thecaseofa

random �eld which isnotnecessarily sm allcom pared tothedipole-dipolerepulsion between

excitons. The coherentpotentialapproxim ation (CPA)allowsusto derive the 2D indirect

exciton Green’sfunction fora widerangeofrandom �eld strengths,resulting in thesecond

orderBorn approxim ation in the weak scattering lim it(the second orderBorn approxim a-

tion Green’s function for 3D direct excitons was obtained by Gevorkyan and Lozovik35).

W e predictthatin the low-tem perature lim it,the density ns ofthe super
uid com ponent

in CQW system sand thetem peratureofthesuper
uid transition (theKosterlitz-Thouless

tem peratureTc
39)aredecreasing functionsoftherandom �eld.

A typicalexam ple ofa two-dim ensionalsystem ofweakly interacting bosonsisa system

ofindirectexcitonsin coupled quantum wells(GaAs/AlGaAs)16,17,18,19,20,21,22.Fluctuations

ofthe thickness ofa quantum well,which arise during the fabrication process,im purities

in the system ,and disorder in the alloy ofthe barriers can alllead to the appearance of

a random �eld. Ofthese,spectralanalysis ofthe exciton lum inescence shows that alloy

disorder,with a characteristic length scale shortcom pared to the excitonic Bohrradiusof

around 100 �A,playsthem ostim portantrole.

Thepaperisorganized in thefollowing way.In Sec.IItheGreen’sfunction ofthesingle
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exciton in the random �eld isderived analytically in the coherentpotentialapproxim ation

(CPA)in the weak-scattering lim it(resulting in the second orderBorn approxim ation)for

the casesof(1)equalelectron and hole m assesand (2)the \heavy hole" lim it. In Sec.III

the Green’s function and the the spectrum ofcollective excitations fora system ofdilute

indirectexcitonsin arandom �eld areobtained within theladderapproxim ation.In Sec.IV

the dependencies ofthe density ofthe super
uid com ponent and the tem perature ofthe

Kosterlitz-Thouless transition on the random �eld are derived. In Sec.V we we present

ourconclusionsand discusspossibleexperim entalm anifestationsofsuper
uidity ofindirect

excitonsin CQW sin a random �eld.

II. T H E G R EEN ’S FU N C T IO N O F T H E SIN G LE EX C IT O N IN T H E R A N D O M

FIELD

In ourm odel,therandom potentialV (r)acting on an electron and holeisconsidered to

bedelta function correlated Gaussian noise,such that

hV (r)V (r0)i= g�
d(r� r

0); hV (r)i= 0; (1)

wheredisthedim ensionality ofthespace(forthespatiallyindirectexciton in CQW sd = 2).

An electron issubjected to the potentialVe = �eV (r)and a hole to Vh = � �hV (r),where

�e and �h areconstants.

W e consider the characteristic length ofthe random �eld potentiallto be m uch lower

than the average distance between excitons rs � 1=
p
�n (l � 1=

p
�n, where n is the

totalexciton density). Therefore,in order to obtain the Green’s function ofthe excitons

with dipole-dipole repulsion in the random �eld,we �rstobtain the Green’sfunction ofa

single exciton in the random �eld (not interacting with other excitons),and then apply

perturbation theory with respectto thedipole-dipolerepulsion between excitons,using the

system ofthenon-interacting excitonsasa referencesystem .

The Green’s function ofthe center ofm ass ofthe isolated exciton at T = 0 in the

m om entum -frequency dom ain (G (0)(p;!)) in the random �eld in the coherent potential

approxim ation (CPA)isgiven by35 (hereand below �h = 1)

G
(0)(p;!)=

1

! � "0(p)+ �+ iQ(p;!)
; (2)

4



where � is the chem icalpotentialofthe system ,and "0(p) = p2=2M is the spectrum of

the center m ass ofthe exciton in the \clean" system (M = m e + m h is the m ass ofthe

exciton;m e and m h are the electron and hole m asses,respectively). The function Q(p;!)

is determ ined by the e�ective random �eld acting on the center ofm ass ofthe exciton.

Forzero random �eld,Q(p;!)! 0. IfgM � Eb,where E b isthe binding energy ofthe

indirectexciton (E b � e2=�D atD � �(D )40,D being thedistance between e and h wells;

�(D ) = (8a)1=4D 3=4 is the radius ofthe 2D indirect exciton at D � a,� is the dielectric

constant,a = �=4m e� he
2 isthe two-dim ensionalexcitonic Bohrradiusin the lim itD ! 0;

e isthe electron charge,and m e� h = m em h=(m e + m h)),then the function Q(p;!)in the

coherentpotentialapproxim ation isgiven by35

Q(p;!)=
1

2

Z

G
(0)(q;!)B (jp � qj)

ddq

(2�)d
; (3)

where

B (p)�

Z

d
d
rB (R )e� ipR ; (4)

with R = R 1 � R2;in the coordinate dom ain B (R 1;R 2)hasthe form
35 (itwillbe shown

below thatB (R 1;R 2)dependsonly on R = R 1 � R2)

B (R 1;R 2)= g

Z

d
d
r

�

(

�e

�
M

m h

�d ��
�
�’0

�

(r� R1)
M

m h

��
�
�
�

2

� �h

�
M

m e

�d ��
�
�’0

�

(R 1 � r)
M

m e

��
�
�
�

2
)

�

(

�e

�
M

m h

�d �
�
�
�’0

�

(r� R2)
M

m h

��
�
�
�

2

� �h

�
M

m e

�d �
�
�
�’0

�

(R 2 � r)
M

m e

��
�
�
�

2
)

; (5)

where ’0(r)isthe ground-state wave function ofan exciton,corresponding to the relative

m otion oftheelectron and hole(r= re � rh).Fora two-dim ensionalindirectexciton with

spatiallyseparated electron and holeatlargeinterwelldistancesD (D � a)theground-state

wavefunction isgiven by40

’0(r)=
1

��2(D )
exp

 

�
r2

2�2(D )

!

: (6)

Substituting ’0(r)from Eq.(6)into Eq.(5),and assum ing d = 2,weobtain

B (R) =
2(�e � �h)

2g

�3�2
exp

 

�
2R 2

�2

!

; m e = m h;

B (R) =
�2eg

2�3�2
exp

 

�
R 2

�2

!

; m h � m e; �h

�
m h

m e

� 2

� �e: (7)
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Using Eq.(4),weobtain theFouriertransform ofB (R)

B (p) =
(�e � �h)

2g

4�4
exp

 

�
�2p2

8

!

; m e = m h;

B (p) =
�2eg

16�4
exp

 

�
�2p2

16

!

; m h � m e; �h

�
m h

m e

�2

� �e: (8)

ThustheCPA Green’sfunction ofthe2D indirectexciton isdeterm ined bythesolution of

theself-consistentequationsEqs.(2)and (3).In theweak-scattering lim it(g � e2=�D M )

we use the second-order Born approxim ation for Q sim ilar to Refs.[35,41],expanding Q

(Eq.(3))in a Taylorseriesto the �rstorderin B (jp � qj)(which isthe �rstorderin g),

and wereplaceEq.(3)by:

Q(p;!)=
�

2

Z

�

 

! �
q2

2M

!

B (jp � qj)
ddq

(2�)d
: (9)

Substituting B (p)from Eq.(8)into Eq.(9),weobtain forQ(p;!)

Q(p;!) =
(�e � �h)

2M g

16�4
exp

 

�
�2

8
(p2 + 2M !)

!

J0

 
�2

4

p
2M !p

!

; m e = m h;

Q(p;!) =
�2eM g

64�4
exp

 

�
�2

16
(p2 + 2M !)

!

J0

 
�2

8

p
2M !p

!

;

m h � m e; �h

�
m h

m e

�2

� �e; (10)

whereJ0(z)isaBesselfunction ofthe�rstkind.Thesecond-orderBorn Green’sfunction of

thesingleindirectexciton in therandom �eld,G(0)(p;!),isderived by substituting Q(p;!)

from Eq.(10)into Eq.(2).

III. T H E SP EC T R U M O F C O LLEC T IV E EX C ITAT IO N S

Atsm alldensitiesn (n�2 � 1),thesystem ofindirectexcitonsatlow tem peraturesisa

two-dim ensionalweakly nonidealBosegaswith dipolem om entsd norm altowells(d � eD ).

The distinction between excitonsand bosonsm anifestsitselfin exchange e�ects(see,e.g.,

Refs.[12],[14],and42,43).Thesee�ectsaresuppressed forexcitonswith spatially separated e

and h in a dilute system (n�2 � 1)atlargeD (D � a),because atlargeD ,the exchange

interaction in thespatially separated system issuppressed relativeto thee� h system in a

single welldue to thesm allnessofthetunneling exponentT � exp[� (D =2a)1=4]connected

with the penetration ofthe dipole-dipole interaction through the barrierbetween the two
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wells12.Hence,when D � a,exchangephenom ena,connected with thedistinction between

excitons and bosons,can be neglected,and therefore,the system ofindirect excitons in

CQW scan be treated by diagram techniquesem ployed forboson system s38. Two indirect

excitonsin adilutesystem interactasU(R)= e2D 2=(�R3),whereR isthedistancebetween

exciton dipolesalong quantum wellplanes.

As m entioned above,in the two-dim ensionalcase the contribution ofthe dipole inter-

actionscan be represented by the sum ofthe ladderdiagram sgiven in Fig.1. The Bogoli-

ubov approxim ation fora two-dim ensionalweakly interacting Bose gasisnotvalid due to

the divergence ofthe two-dim ensionalscattering am plitude in the Born approxim ation37.

Therefore, for n�2 � 1, we take into account the direct dipole-dipole repulsion be-

tween excitons within the fram ework of two-dim ensionalBose gas theory in the ladder

approxim ation37. Since the characteristic frequencies and m om enta which give the great-

estcontribution to the single exciton Green’sfunction G (0)(p;!)in the ladderapproxim a-

tion are37 !�D =e2 � n=log[a2=(nD 4)]� 1 and p�(D ) � M

q

n=log[a2=(nD 4))]� 1 (at

n
p
aD 3 � 1 and D � a),respectively,we approxim ate Q(p;!)by Q(p = 0;! = 0)(see

Eq.(10))

Q(p;!) = Q =
(�e � �h)

2M g

16�4
; m e = m h;

Q(p;!) = Q =
�2eM g

64�4
; m h � m e; �h

�
m h

m e

� 2

� �e: (11)

Note,thatthe replacing Q(p;!)by constantQ(p = 0;! = 0)doesnotconstitute another

additionalapproxim ation,but follows from Eq.(10) at sm allfrequencies and m om enta,

which isapplicable forthe dilute 2D dipole gasasm entioned above. W e show below that

the constantQ actually doesnota�ectthe ladderapproxim ation vertex �(p;p0;0)forthe

weakly interacting Bosegas38.

W e pursue the 2D ladder approxim ation for the two-particle vertex �(p;p0;P) (Fig.1)

analogously to Ref.[37]

�(p;p0;P)= U(p � p
0)+ s

Z
d3q

(2�)3
U(p � q)G(0)

�
P

2
+ q

�

G
(0)

�
P

2
� q

�

�(q;p0;P); (12)

where the argum entsofthe vertex and the Green’sfunction are 3D m om entum -frequency

vectors (e.g.,p = fp;!g),and s is the leveldegeneracy (equalto 4 for excitons in GaAs

quantum wells).Using thesingleexciton Green’sfunction G (0)(p;!)determ ined by Eq.(2)
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with Q(p;!)= Q from Eq.(11),weobtain theintegralequation for�:

�(p;p0;P) = U(p � p
0)+ s

Z
d2q

(2�)2

U(p � q)�(q;p0;P)

�2

M
+ 
 � P 2

4M
�

q2

M
+ 2iQ

� =
�2

2M
= n�0 = n�(0;0;0); (13)

whereP = fP;
g,and � isthechem icalpotentialofthesystem .

The integralequation Eq. (13)forthe vertex can be solved analytically in the approxi-

m ation � �
p
n.37 Thisinequality m ustbeful�lled sim ultaneously with thecondition oflow

density n�2(D )� 1 (atn
p
aD 3 � 1 and D � a)which isnecessary forthe applicability

ofthe ladderapproxim ation. The solution ofthe integralequation forthe vertex � ofthis

system can be expressed through the solution ofthe equation forthe scattering am plitude

f0(�)� f(�;�)ofan isolated pairofinteracting particlesin a two-dim ensionalsystem with

therepulsive potentialU(R)= e2D 2=(�R3):

f0(�)=

�
�i

2�

�1=2

log
�
�M e2D 2

�

�: (14)

The relation ofthe vertex �(p;p0;0)(Fig.1.),which representsthe e�ective interaction,to

thetwo-dim ensionalscattering am plitudef0(p
0;p)is

�(p;p0;0) =

2

4� f0(p
0
;p)

2

M

 
2�p0

i

! 1=2
3

5 + s

Z
d2K

(2�)2

"

� f0(K ;p)
2

M

�
2�K

i

�1=2
#

�(K ;p0;0)

�

8
<

:

1
�2

M
� K 2

M
+ 2iQ

�
1

p02

M
� K 2

M
+ i�

9
=

;
; (15)

where� ! 0.In the�rstorderin thescatteringam plitudef0 oftheweakly interactingBose-

gasweneglectthesecond term in ther.h.s.ofEq.(15).Therefore,theladderapproxim ation

vertex � doesnotdepend on theconstantQ fortheweakly interactingBosegasto�rstorder

in the scattering am plitude. Hence,the vertex ofthe dipole repulsion forthe rare exciton

gasin therandom �eld willbethesam easfortheclean system withoutrandom �eld.

Herethecharacteristicm om entum �,unlikein thethree-dim ensionalsystem ,isnotequal

to zero butratherisdeterm ined from therelation37

�
2 = � 4nf0(�)

�
2��

i

� 1=2

: (16)

This is a speci�c feature oftwo-dim ensionalBose system connected with the logarithm ic

divergence ofthetwo-dim ensionalscattering am plitudeatzero energy.A sim ple analytical
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solution for the chem icalpotentialcan be obtained if�M e2D 2=� � 1. In this lim it,the

chem icalpotential� takestheform :

� =
�2

2M
=

8�n

2M log
�

�2

8�s2nM 2e4D 4

�: (17)

Since the only di�erence between the Green’sfunction ofthe isolated exciton with and

withouttherandom �eld istheterm iQ in Eq.(2),allinternalblocksoftheladderapprox-

im ation diagram sforthe system in the random �eld give the sam e self-energy aswithout

the random �eld. This can be shown by repeating the procedure ofthe derivation ofthe

2D ladderapproxim ation self-energy forthe\clean" system 37 by using integration m easure

d(! + iQ) instead ofd!. The di�erence in the Green’s function willappear only in the

externallinesasthereplacing ofd! by d(! + iQ).Introducing theGreen’sfunction ofthe

Bosecondensateand norm aland anom alousGreen’sfunctionsofthenoncondensateanalo-

gously to Ref.[36],weusethe�nitetem peratureGreen’sfunctions,replacing ! in thezero

tem peratureGreen functionsby i!k,where!k = 2�kT (k isan integer38;wesettheBoltz-

m ann constantkB = 1).Thisprocedureisvalid becauseatsm alltem peratures(T � �)we

assum ethecollectivespectrum tobethesam easthezero-tem peraturespectrum 44,45,46.For

the 2D system the tem peratureswhere super
uidity existscan be assum ed sm all,because

they arerequired tobebelow theKosterlitz-Thoulesstem peratureTc
39 (weshow below that

Tc < �).

W ethereforehavethecondensateGreen’sfunction D (p;i!k)

D
(0)(p;i!k)=

� i(2�)2n0�(p)

i!k + �+ iQ
; (18)

where n0 is the density ofBose condensate. Since at sm alltem peratures (n � n0)=n �

1,according to the ladder approxim ation38 we use n below instead ofn0. G(p;i!k) and

F(p;i!k)arethenorm aland anom alousGreen functionsoftheovercondensate:

G(p;i!k) = �
i!k + "0(p)+ �+ iQ

!2
k + "2(p)� 2i(�� "0(p))Q

;

F(p;i!k) = �
�

!2
k + "2(p)� 2i(�� "0(p))Q

; (19)

where"0(p)isthespectrum ofnoninteracting excitons;thespectrum ofinteracting excitons

hastheform "(p)=

r
�

p2=(2M )+
p
�2 � Q2

�2
� (�2 � Q2),and forsm allm om enta p � �

theexcitation spectrum isacoustic"(p)= csp,wherecs =
q p

�2 � Q2=M isthevelocity of

sound.
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From the expression forthe spectrum "(p)we see thatforQ > � the Bose condensate

state becom esunstable,because the spectrum "(p)becom esim aginary. So,forQ > � the

random �eld destroys super
uidity,even at T = 0. This condition for the instability of

thecondensate itselfisvery approxim ate,because we have used theladderapproxim ation,

which isvalid only ifalm ostallpariclesare in the condensate ((n � n0)=n � 1),which is

not the case for large random �eld contribution Q. Since at Q < � the spectrum ofthe

system isacoustic and satis�esthe Landau criterium ofsuper
uidity,the system becom es

a two-com ponentliquid,consisting ofthesuper
uid and norm alcom ponentin thepresence

ofthe random �eld even at T = 038. As Q grows,the system undergoes a transition to

the exciton glassstate (forthe a lattice m odelofbosons,thistransition wasconsidered in

Ref.[47]).

IV . T H E K O ST ER LIT Z-T H O U LESS P H A SE T R A N SIT IO N

Thedensityofthesuper
uid com ponentns(T)can beobtained usingtherelationns(T)=

n � nn(T),wherenn(T)isthedensity ofthenorm alcom ponent.

Thedensity ofthenorm alcom ponentnn(T),which isdissipated atthewallsand im pu-

rities,can becalculated using theKubo form ula astheresponseofthetotalm om entum to

an externalvelocity48:

nn = � lim
!! 0

"
Im (�(i!))

i!

#

; (20)

where�(i!)isthepolarization operatorwith zero transferred m om entum

�(i!)=
1

2M
s
X

p

p
2
T
X

!0
k

F (p;i!0

k + i!)F (p;i!0

k); (21)

and F (p;i!k)isthetotalsingle-particleM atsubara Green’sfunction ofan indirectexciton

F (p;i!0

k)= D (p;i!0

k)+ G(p;i!0

k): (22)

Therenorm alization ofthevertex by theinteraction isneglected in thepolarization operator

Eq.(21). W hen the interaction istaken into accountin the ladderapproxim ation,a term

which issm allwith respecttotheparam eterM � � 1appears(� isthevertex in theladder

approxim ation). Fora two-dim ensionalrare�ed system ofindirectexcitonsthisparam eter

hastheform 4�=log[(�2=(8�s2nM 2e4D 4)]� 1.
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W enow substitute theGreen’sfunctionsofthecondensate Eq.(18)and noncondensate

Eq.(19)particlesinto Eq.(22). Next,substituting the expression Eq.(22)into Eqs. (21)

and (20)wehave

nn = n
0

n + s
N

M

Z
dp

(2�)2
p
2
�
"0(p)

"4(p)
Q: (23)

Here N isthe totalnum berofparticles,and n0n isthe density ofthe norm alcom ponentin

a puresystem with no im purities:

n
0

n = � s
1

2M

Z
dp

(2�)2
p
2
@n0(p)

@"
: (24)

wheren0(p)= (e"(p)=T � 1)� 1 isthedistribution ofan idealBosegasoftem peratureexcita-

tions.

The�rstterm in Eq.(23),which doesnotdepend on Q,isthecontribution tothenorm al

com ponent due to scattering ofquasiparticles with an acoustic spectrum in an ordered

system atT 6= 0.In a two-dim ensionalsystem ,

n
0

n = s
3�(3)

2�

T3

c4s(n;Q)M
; (25)

where�(z)istheRiem ann zeta function (�(3)’ 1:202).Thesecond term in Eq.(23)isthe

contribution tothenorm alcom ponentduetotheinteraction oftheparticles(excitons)with

therandom �eld,

nn = n
0

n + s
nQ

2M c2s(n;Q)
= s

3�(3)

2�

T3

c4s(n;Q)M
+ s

nQ

2M c2s(n;Q)
: (26)

The density ofthe super
uid com ponentisns = n � nn. From Eqs.(25)and (26)we can

seethattherandom �eld decreasesthedensity ofthesuper
uid com ponent.

In a 2D system ,super
uidity appearsbelow the Kosterlitz-Thoulesstransition tem per-

ature Tc = �ns=(2M ),39 where only coupled vortices are present. Using the expressions

(25)and (26)forthedensity ns ofthesuper
uid com ponent,weobtain an equation forthe

Kosterlitz-Thoulesstransition tem peratureTc.Itssolution is

Tc =

2

6
6
4

0

B
@ 1+

v
u
u
t 32

27

 
M T0

c

�n0

! 3

+ 1

1

C
A

1=3

�

0

B
@

v
u
u
t 32

27

 
M T0

c

�n0

! 3

+ 1� 1

1

C
A

1=3
3

7
7
5

T0
c

21=3
: (27)

Here T0
c isan auxiliary quantity,equalto the tem perature atwhich the super
uid density

vanishesin them ean-�eld approxim ation (i.e.,ns(T
0
c)= 0),

T
0

c =

 
2�n0c4sM

3�(3)

! 1=3

: (28)
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In Eqs.(27)and (28),n0is

n
0= n � s

nQ

2M c2s
: (29)

V . D ISC U SSIO N

ThedependenceoftheKosterlitz-Thoulesstransition tem peratureTc asafunction ofthe

totalexciton density n fordi�erentQ,obtained from Eq.(27),ispresented in Fig.2.Itcan

beseen in Fig.2 thattherandom �eld decreasestheKosterlitz-Thoulesstransition tem per-

ature.Thistrend waspointed outbefore,forweak coupling with therandom �eld,in Ref.

[36].Figs.3 and 4 show the dependence ofthe Kosterlitz-Thoulesstransition tem perature

on therandom �eld param eterQ and thespatialseparation between theelectronsand holes.

The results ofthe approxim ation used in Ref. [36]can be obtained from the norm al

density nn,derived in the present work (Eq.(26)),asa �rstorderin the expansion ofnn

in Eq.(26)respectto Q=�,which correspondsto thecasewhen therandom �eld isweaker

than thedipole-dipolerepulsion and Q=�� 1.(Operationally,thiscorrespondstoreplacing

the speed ofsound by its value at Q = 0,i.e.,cs !
q

�=M ,in Eq.(26).) For realistic

experim entalparam eters, the random �eld is not always sm aller than the dipole-dipole

repulsion.(E.g.,in Ref.[49],thelum inescence linewdith dueto inhom ogeneousbroadening

atlow densityisapproxim ately2m eV;m orerecentGaAsstructures16 haveinhom ogeneously

broadened linewidths closerto 1 m eV.)Figs.5 and 6 show thatthe approach used in the

presentworkresultsintheKosterlitz-Thoulesstem peraturebeingsm allerthan thetransition

tem peratureobtained from theapproxim ation used inRef.[36],which isdenoted herebyPT

(forperturbation theory;seebelow).Thedi�erencein theKosterlitz-Thoulesstem perature

between thesetwo approachesincreaseswhen random �eld Q increasesand exciton density

n decreases (Figs.5 and 6). The results ofthis com parison are reasonable,because the

approxim ation used in Ref. [36]im plies a �rst-order perturbation theory with respect to

Q=� forthe Green’sfunction,and the inequality Q=� � 1 holdsforsm allQ and notvery

sm alldensitiesn (� increasesasn increases).Notethatin thepresentwork theparam eter

Q=� isnotrequired to besm all.

This work shows that although the random �eld depletes the condensate,Kosterlitz-

Thouless super
uidity isstillpossible in a system ofspatially indirectexcitons. However,

forrealistic experim entalparam eters,the possibility ofsuper
uidity is m arginal. Forthe

12



structure param etersused in the plotsofFigs.2-4,with e�ective D = 15 nm ,the binding

energy ofthe indirect excitons at high electric �eld is 3.5 m eV and the excitonic Bohr

radius is around 150 �A.This im plies that na2 �= 1,the point at which the exciton gas

becom es plasm a-like,at a density ofaround 5 � 1011 cm � 2. Ifthe exciton density is to

be wellbelow this value,say an order ofm agnitude,then asseen in Fig. 2,the disorder

param eterQ m ustbe around 0.1-0.2 m eV.By com parison,the half-width,halfm axim um

ofthe exciton lum inescence line at low tem perature and low density in recent sam ples,

due to inhom ogeneous broadening,is around 0.5 m eV 16. It is not clear exactly how the

inhom ogeneous line width and the disorder factor Q are related. The line width is likely

sensitivetodisorderwithlengthscalesshortcom pared totheexcitonicBohrradius,whilethe

Q param eterused hereisassum ed tobeam easureofdisorderon length scaleslongcom pared

to theexcitonicBohrradius.Nevertheless,thereisstilla problem with Kosterlitz-Thouless

super
uidity atlow density,no m atterwhatthetem perature.

The story m ay change when the excitonsare trapped in a con�ning potential,in which

casetrueBosecondensation ispossiblein theStringari-Pitaevskiilim it.29 However,thesere-

sultsindicatethattheroleofdisorderm ustbetaken intoaccountforany realistictreatm ent

ofexcitoniccondensation.
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C aptures to Figures (1-6)

Fig.1. Diagram m atic representation ofthe equation forthe vertex � in the m om enta-

frequency representation (P;
).

Fig.2.Dependenceoftem peratureofKosterlitz-Thoulesstransition Tc = Tc(n)(in units

ofK ;for GaAs/AlGaAs: M = 0:24m 0,where m 0 is the free electron m ass;� = 13) on

the exciton density n (in unitsofcm � 2)atthe interwelldistance D = 15 nm ,fordi�erent

random �elds Q (in units ofm eV ): Q = 0 { solid curve (straight line);Q = 0:1 m eV {

dotted curve;Q = 0:2m eV {dashed curve;Q = 0:3m eV {long-dashed curve;Q = 0:4m eV

{ dashed-dotted curve;Q = 0:5 m eV { solid curve(bottom righthand corner).

Fig.3.Dependenceoftem peratureofKosterlitz-Thoulesstransition Tc = Tc(Q)(in units

ofK ;forGaAs/AlGaAs: M = 0:24m 0;� = 13)on the random �eld Q (in unitsofm eV )

attheinterwelldistanceD = 15 nm ,fordi�erentexciton densitiesn:n = 5� 1010 cm � 2 {

solid curve;n = 1:0� 1011 cm � 2 { dotted curve;n = 3:0� 1011 cm � 2 { dashed curve.

Fig.4.Dependenceoftem peratureofKosterlitz-Thoulesstransition Tc = Tc(D )(in units

ofK ;forGaAs/AlGaAs:M = 0:24m 0;� = 13)on theinterwelldistanceD (in unitsofnm )

attheexciton density n = 1� 1011 cm � 2,fordi�erentrandom �eldsQ:Q = 0 {solid curve;

Q = 0:3 m eV { dotted curve;Q = 0:5 m eV { dashed curve;Q = 0:6 m eV { dashed-dotted

curve.

Fig.5. Tem perature dependence ofKosterlitz-Thouless transition Tc = Tc(n) based on

CPA and theperturbation theory (PT)approxim ation used in Ref.[36](in unitsofK ;for

GaAs/AlGaAs:M = 0:24m 0;� = 13;m 0 isa m assofelectron)on theexciton density n (in

unitscm � 2)attheinterwelldistanceD = 15 nm ,fordi�erentrandom �eldsQ (in unitsof

m eV ):Q = 0:2 m eV { solid curve,fullCPA vs.dotted curve,PT;Q = 0:3 m eV { dashed

curve,fullCPA vs.long-dashed curve,PT.

Fig.6. Tem perature dependence ofKosterlitz-Thouless transition Tc = Tc(Q)based on

CPA and the perturbation theory (PT) approxim ation used in Ref. [36](in units ofK ;

forGaAs/AlGaAs: M = 0:24m 0;� = 13)on the random �eld Q (in unitsofm eV )atthe

interwelldistance D = 15 nm ,fordi�erentexciton densitiesn:n = 5� 1010 cm � 2 { solid

curve,fullCPA vs. dotted curve,PT;n = 1 � 1011 cm � 2 { dashed curve,fullCPA vs.

long-dashed curve,PT.
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