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A bstract

T his letter assigns the Faraday rotation in photoexcited sem iconductorsto \P auli
Interactions", i.e., carrier exchanges, betw een the realexcitonspresent n the sam ple
and the virtualexcitons coupled to the parts ofa linearly polarized light. W hilke
direct Coulom b Interactions scatter bright excitons into bright excitons, whatever
their spinsare, P auli interactions do it forbright excitonsw ith sam e spin only. This
m akes these P auli interactions entirely responsible forthe refractive ndex di erence,
which com es from processes in which the virtual exciton which is created and the
one which recombines are form ed w ith di erent carriers. To w rite this di erence
in temm s of photon detuning and exciton densiy, we use our new m any-body the-
ory for interacting excitons. Itsmultiamm \Shiva" diagram s for N body exchanges
m ake transparent the physics nvolved in the various tem s. This work also show s
the Interesting link which exists between Faraday rotation and the exciton optical

Stark e ect.


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0505746v1

It isknown since a long tin e that the polarization plane of a linear light rotates when
passing through an optically active m edium . This e ect, known as Faraday rotation, is
usually explained rather phenom enologically, by saying that, due to a dissymm etry In
the sam pk | which can preexist or be Induced | the com ponents of the light have
di erent refractive Indicesn , the rotation ofthe polarization plane being proportionalto

n., n ). From am icroscopic point of view , this di erence hasto com e from di erence

In the interactions of the sam ple w ith the virtual excitations coupled to the unabsorbed

photons. Faraday rotation is thus a powerfiil toolto study not only these interactions,
but also the excited state relaxations, in particular, soin relaxation crucial for spintronics
[-6]. In order to fully control these studies, a precise m icroscopic understanding of this
rotation is however highly desirable.

In the case of sam iconductors, the m atter excitations are the excitons. W ih respect
to their possible interactions, doped and photoexcited sam ples are very di erent. Indeed,
due to Pauli exclusion, the free carriers of a doped sam ple have di erent energies; this
m akes their possble interactions with the virtual excitons coupled to photons rather
tricky. U sing experin ental resuls on Faraday rotation and circular dichroism , we have
recently suggested [7] that these carriers do not form trions, as comm only said, but an
Intrinsically wide m any-body ob fct, singular at threshold. P hotoexcited sam ples are, in
this respect, sin pler because the excitons they contain have an energy which is essentially
constant for very heavy holes. However, even in this case, a fully m icroscopic theory of
Faraday rotation has not been easy to produce because Interactions between excitons are
di cul to handle properly due to the exciton com posite nature | which is here crucial

Our new m any-body theory for com posite bosons B] now provides a quite e cient
toolto face such a problem . T he diagram m atic representation we have recently proposed
O], w ith itsmultiam \Shiva" diagram s [L0] to visualize N body exchanges, allow s a keen

understanding of the physics involved in the various tem s.

1 M icroscopic approach

A m icrosoopic description ofFaraday rotation goesthrough the determ ination ofthe linear

response function S ofthem aterial to a probe beam w ith circular polarization = 1.



T his response function, for a m atter state j i, reads [11]

1
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where ! isthe photon energy, E the state j i energy and H them atter H am iltonian. For
sem iconductors, the m atter coupling to  photons can be w ritten as UY = 8 1 sy iBis
where BY creates an exciton I = (4;S;) with spin S;, In a state i= ( ;;Q 1), whilke j ;jis
the i exciton Rabienergy [12]. The refractive index di erence is related to this response

function through n, n '’ Re(G,: S 1)=Ey, where E; is an energy lke constant [13].

2 Physical origin

Let us concentrate on quantum wells previously excited by ; pum p photonstuned on the
ground state exciton. Before spin relaxation, this sam ple essentially contains N ground
state excitons (S = 1), made of (3/2) hok and (-1/2) electron, the corresponding m atter
state being [14]

jir NFy] 7B i @)
whereBg creates an exciton O = ( ;0 ;S, = 1) In the , relative m otion ground state,
the exciton m om entum Q , being essentially the pump photon momentum . N Fy =
wBYBY 41 isa nom alization factorwhich di ers from N !due to the exciton com posite
nature [15].

In S , the operator UY adds a virtual exciton I to these N excitons O, whilke U
destroys a virtual exciton I° a priori di erent from I: A sphotons interact with a sem i-
conductor through the virtual excitons to which they are coupled, the resoonse finction
com es from the interactions of I w ith the excitons present in the sam ple. T he exciton I°
which recom bines thus results from allthe interactionsbetween T and j iwhich leave j 1
unchanged.

Ifwenow consider spins, the exciton I’ restoringa  photonmust havea ( 3=2) holk
and a ( 1=2) electron. A s fem ions are Indistinguishable, these carriers can be either the
ones of I or any other sin ilar carriers. T he physical reason for S, ;1 & S | then becom es
trangparent: If the sam pl contains N hols (3=2) and N elkctrons ( 1=2), the virtual

exciton I° in S ;, which regenerates a photon, can only be m ade of the ( 3=2;1=2)



carriers of I. On the opposite, I’ in S, 1, which regenerates a , photon, can be m ade
either ofthe I carriers or ofany ofthe N holes (3=2) and the N electrons ( 1=2) present
in the sam ple. T he processes in which I° ism ade of carriers di erent from I | one ofthe
two carriers being possbly the sam e | are thus the ones producing S, ; di erent from
S ;.

To go further and identify these processes precisely, wem ake use ofthe two elem entary
scatterings of our m any-body theory for com posite excitons, nam ely the (energy-like)
direct Coulomb scatterings, In which the \in" and \out" excitons keep their carriers, and
the (din ensionless) P auli scatterings in w hich the excitons exchange their carriersw ithout
Coulomb.

D ue to spin conservation, P auli scatterings scatter bright excitons into bright excitons
if they have the sam e soin only, while (direct) Coulomb scatterings do it whatever their
relative spins are. Consequently, as the exciton I° has to be bright to restore a photon,
carrier exchanges through P auli scatterings between I and O can produce a bright I° if
I and O have sam e soin only, i. e., if the pum p and the probe have the sam e circular

polarization.

3 D ependences In detuning and exciton density

Let us now feel the physics which controls the dependence of (S 1 S 1) on the two
param eters of the problem , nam ely the probe photon detuning = E 4 !, and the
density N =L.° ofexcitons in a sam ple of size . in D din ension. T hese param eters can be

associated to the dim ensionless quantities
=Ry= ; =N @x=L)" ; @®)

where Ry ;ax ) are the 3D excion R ydberg and Bohr radiis.

The response function S de ned in eq.(1l) can be represented by the diagram of g.la.
In the \box", any Paulior C oulomb interaction between I and the N excitonsO can take
place, provided that the electron and hole spins of I° are the ones of I, to restore the
photon.

The dependence of S can be understood through din ensional argum ents. In view

ofeg.(1), S a priori contanstwo couplings, U and U¥Y, i.e., two R abienergies, and one



energy denom inator, of the order of the detuning. If the excitons in the \box" interact
via Coulomb scatterings, other energy denom inators, i. e. detunings, must appear to
com pensate the Coulom b scattering dim ension, w hile this is unnecessary if they interact
through the din ensionless P auli scatterings. C onsequently, the Ileading tem com es from
processes w ith zero Coulom b interaction.

W e now tum to the density dependence. P rocesses in which the exciton I interacts
w ith one exciton O, must appear with a factor N , as there is N ways to choose this
exciton am ong the N excitons O . These processes produce the IlheartemsofS . In
the sam e way, processes in which I interacts w ith two excitons O produce the 2 tem s,
asthere areN (N 1) ways to choose two excitonsamong N . And so on ...

Let usnow visualize these various processes, using ourm uliam \Shiva" diagram s for
N -body exchanges:

() The Ileading tem, linear in , is due to Pauli scatterings between T andp = 1
exciton O (see g.b). In these processes, the excitons I° and I have one comm on carrier.
O bviously, the pum p and the probe must have the sam e circular polarization for these
diagram s to exist.

(i) The IJeadingtem ,quadraticin , isduetoPauliscatteringsbetween T andp= 2
excitonsO (see g.dc). Inthetwo rstdiagram s, I°and I have one comm on carrier, while
n the last diagram , their two carriers are di erent. And so on...forthe P tem .

(i) The next order term in com es from processes with one Coulomb interaction
between I and the excitons O . In the tem, only one of these O excions enters. Tt
is constructed on the diagram s of gdb, with the Coulomb scattering between any two
exciton lnes. The 2 tem is constructed in a sin ilar way on the diagram s of g.lc. And
soon ...

W e ocould think that processes w ith one Coulom b scattering, i. e., two detuning de-
nom inators, should behave as 2. This is m ore subtle. The virtual excitons coupled to
probe photons are not necessarily ground state excitons, for no energy conservation is
required for virtual processes. It tums out that the exciton extended states give a singu—
lar contrbution to S which, at Jarge detuning, transform s the na ve ? dependence into

32 A way to understand i, is to say that counting processes with 0, 1, 2...Coulomb

interactions am ounts to perform an expansion in €, proportionalto 2.



By calculating precisely all these contributions, we eventually nd that the expansion
of the refractive Index di erence In tetm sof and reads, fora 2D structure,
h i

n, n'’f f£2 @ =5+ 0 ()g+ £33 + 0 (Hg+0(?) ; @)

where f = j J=ERy is a din ensionless constant, with EJ = E, @ =L)° and j jbeing

energies free of sam ple size (see [12] and [13]).

4 M ain steps of the theory

T his understanding m ay appear as w ishfiill thinkings. It actually follow s from ourm any—
body theory for com posite excitons.
(i) The Coulomb expansion of S , is obtained by passing the B{’s of UY over the Ham il-

tonian, through [B]
@ H)BY=BY+ @ H)WIla H BE) '; 5)

which ollows from VY= H;BY] EB7}, whereE; isthe I exciton energy.
This ladsto split S asS@ + s® + 5™ yhere S %1 are zero and rst order in

the \creation Coulomb potential" vV, while S ©“™ contains all higher order tem s:

o X se sy D '
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where ;= ( ;+i0,),with ;= E; ! beig the T exciton detuning.

@) I s @, appear the scalar products of N + 1) excitons. They are calculated usihg
h i - X
By ;By =NBJ "(up Duo) NN 1) 5o BIBY °; @
P

which is a generalization for N > 1, of the equation which de nes the \deviation—from —
boson" operatorD y o B]. This operator is then elim nated through
h i x h i

Dy1iB) = h + 5 p 1 BI; €)
P

=
-G

where the Pauli scattering 1, , ;7 oorresponds to a holk exchange between I and J.



For excitons (I%I) coupled to the probe and excitons O created by a pump with

di erent wavelength, i.e, Q oy = Q; 6 Q,, the scalar products of interest [16] in S ©

reduce to
N " n 2 £0) .0
IWBoBrBIBY Wi= s.s, Aw a7t siuse Ay INZL (@)
io
0) ,.0 =
+Ay NN 1P LY @G+ ; (10)
wih Ay = N Fy . The processes corresponding to I2(03) are the carrier exchanges of
2
gslb,c.Fora , pump,thiskadstos® =", ;= ;, whik
X 1 F F
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({il) To calculate the rst ordertem in Coulomb scatterings S &), we use
X o 1
WwBYBV/BY jri= N 59 WwRIBBYBIBY ‘yi; (12)

JK
which resuls from the generalization for N > 1 excitons of the equation which de nes

the (direct) Coulomb scatterings, nam ely
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The ram aining scalar products of N + 1) excitons are then calculated In the same

way asorS© . W eend wih

X 1 F F
1) 1) N 1 1) ,.0 = N 2 1) ,.0
S,, S, = o N——1 @i N @® e L %) + + cx:
N
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(14)

T he processes of I (% 1) are the ones of I, (i%1) w ith the Coulomb scattering before
the carrier exchange, whilk in the ones of its com plex conjigate, it is after the exchange.
(iv) By usihg Fy ,=Fy ' Ey 1=Fy )P orp N ,wihFy ;=Fy /' 1+ 4 =5+ 0 (?)

In 2D [15], egs.(11,14) kad to
4
Si1 Si’ ML=ay)’ 3% a(!>+2?a(!> b(!) +0 (3% ; (15)

where a (! ) precisely reads

0 1
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wih I @%4); L (%4) replced by L=ay )® I (%1); IV (%) togetb(!).By per

form ing the sum sover 1 n a (! ) through closure relations, we nd

X
a” ()= Gy ()Fkjoif + cx:; 17
k
@) X .o . 0
a’ ()= Vio kol hoki hekilGeo(t) Gy (1) Go(1)] + cx:; (18)
k;k©
P
where Gy (1) = ,otkjh+ Ey !) '%k%, with h being the exciton Ham iltonian.

These two sum s already appeared In our old work on the exciton optical Stark e ect
egs. (6.15,30) of ref. [17]). Tn 2D, they read a® (1) = '+ 2 ¥+ 0()]and
a® ()= [ ¥+ 0 ()| whikthe comeltion tem would behaveas 0 ( ) [18].

It is, after all, not so surprising to nd that the tem s of (S;; S1),ie,

n ), are the ones we ound in the exciton optical Stark shift, because the physics is the
sam e: T he exciton optical Stark shift, at Jowest order in pum p intensity, resuls from the
Interactions of one virtual exciton coupled to the unabsordoed pum p and one real exciton
created by the absorbed probe. In the sam e way, the tem of (S, 1 S 1) resuls from
the interactions of two excitons: I coupled to the probe and one ofthe N excions O .

T he iIn portant step our m any-Jody theory now o ers is the possibility to go beyond
lineare ects, by considering the Interactions ofm ore than two excitons. Inb(! ), I and two
excitons O are nvolved. Tts large detuning contribution, b©® (! ), constructed on I3(O) @ 1)
in a sin larway as ora® (1), reads

X

b (1) = l;’<L=aX ¥ Gr()Fkjoif + e’ L2 =5+ 0 ('A)]; 19)
k

whieb® (! ) behavesas 'O ( 7).
By Inserting these 2D values ofa(!) and b(!) into eg.(15), we get the expansion of

; n)given neqg.@).

5 State of the art

W e have found only onem icroscopic theory of Faraday rotation in photoexcited quantum
wells. Using a previouswork on  © [19], L. Sham and coworkers [1] have calculated the
tin e evolution of Faraday rotation as a function of the pum p-probe delay, w ith a sam ple

irradiated by circular or linear pum ps. U sing a phenom enological dephasing rate, they



nd that Faraday rotation decays sn oothly for a circular pum p, whilke a beating arises
when the pump is linear. If, in B} , we replace B! by a combination of ( 1) excitons,
the nonlinear m any-body problem we here face becom es far m ore com plicated. This is
why we stayed w ith a circular pum p. Refl[l] avoids to face this m any-body problem by
keeping tem s w ith one pum p exciton, not N aswe do. T he contrdbution of high energy
exciton bound and unbound states is also neglected. This is highly questionable even at
an alldetuning: W hile, or  snall, it iseasy to replace G (! ) by L Olhkj oith o= 0i
in egs. (17-19), the correlation term S ™ is no m ore negligble in this lin . There is
however no way to calculate S ™ reliably, except at large detuning [18], or when it is
controlled by the biexciton, i. e., when the exciton optical Stark shift tums from blue to
red 20].

6 Conclusion

The m ain goal of this ltter is to provide a physical understanding of the processes pro—
ducing Faraday rotation in photoexcited sam iconductors. T his understanding heavily
relies on the conospts of our new m any-body theory for com posite bosons, appropriate to
face problem s in which the exciton com posite nature plhys a mapr rok. W e assign the
refractive Index di erence (0, n ) to Interactions w ith the excited sem iconductor, in
which the virtual exciton which recom bines to restore the unabsordoed photon, ism ade of
carriers di erent from the ones of the virtual exciton coupled to the nitial photon. The
linear tem s of (. n ) in the exciton density are the ones we found iIn the exciton
optical Stark shift, the physics they contain being identical. W e can now go beyond these
Iinear e ects and keep a fi1ll control of the physics involved, due to the m ultiarm \Shiva"
diagram s for N body exchanges we have recently ntroduced. An analytical expression
of (n, n ) is given iIn tem s of the probe photon detuning and the density of exci-
tons present in the sample (see egs.(3,4)). Extension of this work to m ore com plicated
situations such as buk sam ples and pum p beam s w ith lnear polarization w ill be done

elssw here.
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Figure 1: (@) the \box" a priori contains any number of Pauli (exchange w ithout
Coulomb) and Coulomb @ ithout exchange) scatterings between the virtual exciton I
coupled to the photon and the N excitons O present in the sam ple; the only require—
m ent is to restore the N excitons O . E lectrons are represented by solid lines and holes
by dashed lines, the doublk solid-dashed lines representing the excions. (o,c) M uliam

\Shiva" diagram s for P auli scatterings between I and one ortwo excitonsO . Faraday ro—
tation is due to processes in which the virtualexcitons I and I° have zero or one comm on

carrier.
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