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A bstract

ThisletterassignstheFaradayrotation in photoexcited sem iconductorsto\Pauli

interactions",i.e.,carrierexchanges,between therealexcitonspresentin thesam ple

and thevirtualexcitonscoupled to the�� partsofa linearly polarized light.W hile

directCoulom b interactions scatter bright excitons into bright excitons,whatever

theirspinsare,Pauliinteractionsdoitforbrightexcitonswith sam espin only.This

m akesthesePauliinteractionsentirely responsiblefortherefractiveindexdi�erence,

which com es from processesin which the virtualexciton which is created and the

one which recom bines are form ed with di�erent carriers. To write this di�erence

in term sofphoton detuning and exciton density,we use ournew m any-body the-

ory forinteracting excitons. Itsm ultiarm \Shiva" diagram sforN -body exchanges

m ake transparentthe physicsinvolved in the variousterm s. Thiswork also shows

the interesting link which existsbetween Faraday rotation and the exciton optical

Stark e�ect.
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Itisknown sincea long tim ethatthepolarization planeofa linearlightrotateswhen

passing through an optically active m edium . Thise�ect,known asFaraday rotation,is

usually explained rather phenom enologically,by saying that,due to a dissym m etry in

the sam ple | which can preexistorbe induced | the �� com ponentsofthe lighthave

di�erentrefractiveindicesn� ,therotation ofthepolarization planebeingproportionalto

(n+ � n� ).From a m icroscopicpointofview,thisdi�erencehasto com efrom di�erence

in the interactionsofthe sam ple with the virtualexcitationscoupled to the unabsorbed

�� photons.Faraday rotation isthusapowerfultooltostudy notonly theseinteractions,

butalso theexcited staterelaxations,in particular,spin relaxation crucialforspintronics

[1-6].In orderto fully controlthese studies,a precise m icroscopic understanding ofthis

rotation ishoweverhighly desirable.

In the case ofsem iconductors,the m atterexcitationsare the excitons. W ith respect

to theirpossibleinteractions,doped and photoexcited sam plesarevery di�erent.Indeed,

due to Pauliexclusion,the free carriers ofa doped sam ple have di�erent energies;this

m akes their possible interactions with the virtualexcitons coupled to photons rather

tricky. Using experim entalresultson Faraday rotation and circulardichroism ,we have

recently suggested [7]thatthese carriers do notform trions,ascom m only said,butan

intrinsically widem any-body object,singularatthreshold.Photoexcited sam plesare,in

thisrespect,sim plerbecausetheexcitonsthey contain havean energy which isessentially

constantforvery heavy holes. However,even in thiscase,a fully m icroscopic theory of

Faraday rotation hasnotbeen easy to producebecauseinteractionsbetween excitonsare

di�cultto handleproperly dueto theexciton com positenature| which isherecrucial.

Our new m any-body theory for com posite bosons [8]now provides a quite e�cient

toolto facesuch a problem .Thediagram m aticrepresentation wehaverecently proposed

[9],with itsm ultiarm \Shiva"diagram s[10]tovisualizeN -body exchanges,allowsakeen

understanding ofthephysicsinvolved in thevariousterm s.

1 M icroscopic approach

A m icroscopicdescription ofFaradayrotationgoesthroughthedeterm ination ofthelinear

responsefunction S� ofthem aterialto a probebeam with circularpolarization � = � 1.
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Thisresponsefunction,fora m atterstatej i,reads[11]

S� = h jU�

1

! + E � H + iO+
U
y
�j i; (1)

where! isthephoton energy,E thestatej ienergy and H them atterHam iltonian.For

sem iconductors,the m attercoupling to � photonscan bewritten asUy
� =

P

I�Si;��
�
iB

y

I,

where B y

I createsan exciton I = (i;Si)with spin Si,in a state i= (�i;Q i),while j�ijis

theiexciton Rabienergy [12].Therefractive index di�erence isrelated to thisresponse

function through n+ � n� ’ Re(S+ 1 � S� 1)=Ep,whereEp isan energy likeconstant[13].

2 Physicalorigin

Letusconcentrateon quantum wellspreviously excited by�+ pum p photonstuned on the

ground state exciton. Before spin relaxation,thissam ple essentially containsN ground

stateexcitons(S = 1),m adeof(3/2)holeand (-1/2)electron,thecorresponding m atter

statebeing [14]

j i’ [N !FN ]
� 1=2

B
yN

O jvi; (2)

whereB y

O createsan exciton O = (�o;Q o;So = 1)in the�o relativem otion ground state,

the exciton m om entum Q o being essentially the pum p photon m om entum . N !FN =

hvjB N
O B

yN

O jviisanorm alization factorwhich di�ersfrom N !duetotheexciton com posite

nature[15].

In S�,the operator U y
� adds a virtualexciton I to these N excitons O ,while U�

destroysa virtualexciton I0,a prioridi�erentfrom I:Asphotonsinteractwith a sem i-

conductorthrough the virtualexcitonsto which they arecoupled,theresponse function

com esfrom theinteractionsofI with theexcitonspresentin thesam ple.Theexciton I0

which recom binesthusresultsfrom alltheinteractionsbetween I and j iwhich leavej i

unchanged.

Ifwenow considerspins,theexciton I0restoringa�� photon m usthavea(� 3=2)hole

and a (� 1=2)electron.Asferm ionsareindistinguishable,thesecarrierscan beeitherthe

onesofI orany othersim ilarcarriers.Thephysicalreason forS+ 1 6= S� 1 then becom es

transparent: Ifthe sam ple contains N holes (3=2)and N electrons (� 1=2),the virtual

exciton I0 in S� 1,which regeneratesa �� photon,can only be m ade ofthe (� 3=2;1=2)
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carriersofI. On the opposite,I0 in S+ 1,which regenerates a �+ photon,can be m ade

eitheroftheI carriersorofany oftheN holes(3=2)and theN electrons(� 1=2)present

in thesam ple.Theprocessesin which I0ism adeofcarriersdi�erentfrom I | oneofthe

two carriersbeing possibly the sam e | are thusthe onesproducing S+ 1 di�erentfrom

S� 1.

Togofurtherand identify theseprocessesprecisely,wem akeuseofthetwoelem entary

scatterings ofour m any-body theory for com posite excitons, nam ely the (energy-like)

directCoulom b scatterings,in which the\in" and \out" excitonskeep theircarriers,and

the(dim ensionless)Pauliscatteringsin which theexcitonsexchangetheircarrierswithout

Coulom b.

Duetospin conservation,Pauliscatteringsscatterbrightexcitonsintobrightexcitons

ifthey have the sam e spin only,while (direct)Coulom b scatteringsdo itwhatevertheir

relative spinsare. Consequently,asthe exciton I0 hasto be brightto restore a photon,

carrierexchangesthrough Pauliscatteringsbetween I and O can produce a brightI0 if

I and O have sam e spin only,i.e.,ifthe pum p and the probe have the sam e circular

polarization.

3 D ependences in detuning and exciton density

Let us now feelthe physics which controls the dependence of(S+ 1 � S� 1) on the two

param eters ofthe problem ,nam ely the probe photon detuning 
 = E g � !,and the

density N =LD ofexcitonsin a sam pleofsizeL in D dim ension.Theseparam eterscan be

associated to thedim ensionlessquantities


 = RX =
 ; � = N (aX =L)
D
; (3)

where(R X ;aX )arethe3D exciton Rydberg and Bohrradius.

Theresponsefunction S� de�ned in eq.(1)can berepresented by thediagram of�g.1a.

In the\box",any PauliorCoulom b interaction between I and theN excitonsO can take

place,provided thatthe electron and hole spinsofI0 are the onesofI,to restore the �

photon.

The 
 dependence ofS� can beunderstood through dim ensionalargum ents.In view

ofeq.(1),S� a prioricontainstwo couplings,U� and U y
�,i.e.,two Rabienergies,and one

4



energy denom inator,ofthe orderofthe detuning. Ifthe excitonsin the \box" interact

via Coulom b scatterings,other energy denom inators,i.e.,detunings,m ust appear to

com pensate theCoulom b scattering dim ension,while thisisunnecessary ifthey interact

through thedim ensionlessPauliscatterings.Consequently,the
 leadingterm com esfrom

processeswith zero Coulom b interaction.

W e now turn to the density dependence. Processes in which the exciton I interacts

with one exciton O ,m ust appear with a factor N ,as there is N ways to choose this

exciton am ong the N excitonsO . These processesproduce the � linearterm sofS�. In

the sam e way,processesin which I interactswith two excitonsO produce the �2 term s,

asthereareN (N � 1)waysto choosetwo excitonsam ong N .And so on ...

Letusnow visualizethesevariousprocesses,using ourm ultiarm \Shiva" diagram sfor

N -body exchanges:

(i)The 
 leading term ,linearin �,isdue to Pauliscatteringsbetween I and p = 1

exciton O (see�g.1b).In theseprocesses,theexcitonsI0and I haveonecom m on carrier.

Obviously,the pum p and the probe m ust have the sam e circular polarization forthese

diagram sto exist.

(ii)The
 leadingterm ,quadraticin �,isduetoPauliscatteringsbetween Iand p= 2

excitonsO (see�g.1c).In thetwo�rstdiagram s,I0and I haveonecom m on carrier,while

in thelastdiagram ,theirtwo carriersaredi�erent.And so on...forthe�p term .

(iii) The next order term in 
 com es from processes with one Coulom b interaction

between I and the excitons O . In the � term ,only one ofthese O excitons enters. It

isconstructed on the diagram sof�g.1b,with the Coulom b scattering between any two

exciton lines.The�2 term isconstructed in a sim ilarway on thediagram sof�g.1c.And

so on ...

W e could think thatprocesses with one Coulom b scattering,i.e.,two detuning de-

nom inators,should behave as
2. Thisism ore subtle. The virtualexcitons coupled to

probe photons are not necessarily ground state excitons,for no energy conservation is

required forvirtualprocesses.Itturnsoutthattheexciton extended statesgivea singu-

larcontribution to S� which,atlargedetuning,transform sthena��ve
2 dependence into


3=2. A way to understand it,isto say thatcounting processeswith 0,1,2...Coulom b

interactionsam ountsto perform an expansion in e2,proportionalto 
1=2.
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By calculating precisely allthesecontributions,weeventually �nd thattheexpansion

oftherefractiveindex di�erencein term sof
 and � reads,fora 2D structure,

n+ � n� ’ f
h


f2� � (4�=5)�2 + O (�3)g+ 

3=2
f3�� + O (�2)g+ O (
2)

i

; (4)

where f = j�j2=E0pR X is a dim ensionless constant,with E0p = Ep(aX =L)D and j�jbeing

energiesfreeofsam plesize(see[12]and [13]).

4 M ain steps ofthe theory

Thisunderstanding m ay appearaswishfulthinkings.Itactually followsfrom ourm any-

body theory forcom positeexcitons.

(i)The Coulom b expansion ofS�,isobtained by passing theB
y

I’sofU
y
� overtheHam il-

tonian,through [8]

(a� H )� 1B y

I = [B y

I + (a� H )� 1V y

I](a� H � Ei)
� 1

; (5)

which followsfrom V
y

I = [H ;B y

I]� EiB
y

I,whereE i istheI exciton energy.

Thisleadsto splitS� asS(0)
� + S(1)

� + S(corr)
� ,where S(0;1)

� are zero and �rstorderin

the\creation Coulom b potential" V y

I,whileS
(corr)
� containsallhigherorderterm s:

S
(0)

� =
X

I0;I

�Si0;� �Si;�

2� i

h

�i0�
�
ih jB I0B

y

Ij i+ c:c:
i

; (6)

S
(1)

� =
X

I0;I

�Si0;� �Si;�

2� i0� i

h

�i0�
�
ih jB I0V

y

Ij i+ c:c:
i

; (7)

where� i= (� 
i+ i0+ ),with 
i= E i� ! being theI exciton detuning.

(ii)In S(0)
� ,appearthescalarproductsof(N + 1)excitons.They arecalculated using

h

B M ;B
yN

O

i

= N B
yN � 1

O (�M ;O � DM O )� N (N � 1)
X

P

�h

�
P
M

O
O

�

B
y

P B
yN � 2

O ; (8)

which isa generalization forN > 1,ofthe equation which de�nesthe \deviation-from -

boson" operatorD M O [8].Thisoperatoristhen elim inated through

h

D M I;B
y

J

i

=
X

P

h

�h

�
P
M

J
I

�

+ �h

�
M
P

J
I

�i

B
y

P ; (9)

wherethePauliscattering �h

�
P
M

J
I

�

correspondsto a holeexchangebetween I and J.
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For excitons (I0;I) coupled to the probe and excitons O created by a pum p with

di�erent wavelength,i.e.,Q i0 = Q i 6= Q o,the scalar products ofinterest [16]in S(0)
�

reduceto

hvjB
N
O B I0B

y

IB
yN

O jvi= �Si0;Si

n

A N �i0;i+ �Si;So

h

� AN � 1N
2
I
(0)

2 (i0;i)

+A N � 2N
2(N � 1)2I(0)3 (i0;i)+ � � �

io

; (10)

with A N = N !FN . The processes corresponding to I
(0)

2;3 are the carrier exchanges of

�gs.1b,c.Fora �+ pum p,thisleadsto S(0)

� 1 =
P

ij�ij
2=� i,while

S
(0)

+ 1� S
(0)

� 1 =
X

i0i

1

2� i

�

�i0�
�
i

�

� N
FN � 1

FN
I
(0)

2 (i0;i)+ N (N � 1)
FN � 2

FN
I
(0)

3 (i0;i)+ � � �

�

+ c:c:

�

:

(11)

(iii)To calculatethe�rstorderterm in Coulom b scatteringsS(1)
� ,weuse

hvjB
N
O B I0V

y

IB
yN

O jvi= N
X

JK

�
�
K
J

O
I

�

hvjB
N
O B I0B

y

JB
y

K B
yN � 1

O jvi; (12)

which results from the generalization forN > 1 excitons ofthe equation which de�nes

the(direct)Coulom b scatterings,nam ely

h

V
y

I;B
yN

O

i

= N
X

JK

�
�
K
J

O
I

�

B
y

JB
y

K B
yN � 1

O : (13)

The rem aining scalar products of(N + 1) excitons are then calculated in the sam e

way asforS(0)
� .W eend with

S
(1)

+ 1� S
(1)

� 1 =
X

i0i

1

2� i0� i

�

�i0�
�
i

�

N
FN � 1

FN
I
(1)

2 (i0;i)� N (N � 1)
FN � 2

FN
I
(1)

3 (i0;i)+ � � �

�

+ c:c:

�

:

(14)

TheprocessesofI(1)2 (i0;i)aretheonesofI(0)2 (i0;i)with theCoulom b scattering before

thecarrierexchange,whilein theonesofitscom plex conjugate,itisafter theexchange.

(iv)By using FN � p=FN ’ (FN � 1=FN )p forp � N ,with FN � 1=FN ’ 1+ 4��=5+ O (�2)

in 2D [15],eqs.(11,14)lead to

S+ 1 � S� 1 ’ (L=aX )
D
j�j

2

�

� a(!)+ �
2

�
4�

5
a(!)� b(!)

�

+ O (�3)
�

; (15)

wherea(!)precisely reads

a(!)=
1

2

X

i0i

�i0�
�
i

j�j2

0

@
I
(0)

2 (i0;i)


i

+
I
(1)

2 (i0;i)


i0
i

+ � � �

1

A + c:c: = a
(0)(!)+ a

(1)
!)+ � � � ; (16)
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with
�

I
(0)

2 (i0;i);I(1)2 (i0;i)
�

replaced by (L=aX )D
�

I
(0)

3 (i0;i);I(1)3 (i0;i)
�

to getb(!).By per-

form ing thesum soveriin a(!)through closurerelations,we�nd

a
(0)(!)=

X

k

G k(!)jhkj�oij
2 + c:c:; (17)

a
(1)(!)=

X

k;k0

Vk0� khkj�oi[h�ojki� h�ojk
0
i]G k0(!)[G

�
k
(!)� G

�
k0
(!)] + c:c:; (18)

whereG k(!)=
P

k0hkj(h + E g � !)� 1jk0i,with h being theexciton Ham iltonian.

These two sum salready appeared in ourold work on the exciton opticalStark e�ect

(eqs.(6.15,30) ofref.[17]). In 2D,they read a(0)(!) = 
� 1[2 + 2�
1=2 + O (
)]and

a(1)(!)= 
� 1[�
1=2 + O (
)]| whilethecorrelation term would behaveas
� 1O (
)[18].

Itis,afterall,notso surprising to �nd thatthe � term sof(S+ 1 � S� 1),i.e.,(n+ �

n� ),are the oneswe found in the exciton opticalStark shift,because the physicsisthe

sam e:Theexciton opticalStark shift,atlowestorderin pum p intensity,resultsfrom the

interactionsofone virtualexciton coupled to theunabsorbed pum p and one realexciton

created by theabsorbed probe.In thesam eway,the� term of(S+ 1 � S� 1)resultsfrom

theinteractionsoftwo excitons:I coupled to theprobeand one oftheN excitonsO .

The im portantstep our m any-body theory now o�ers isthe possibility to go beyond

lineare�ects,byconsideringtheinteractionsofm orethan twoexcitons.In b(!),Iand two

excitonsO areinvolved.Itslargedetuning contribution,b(0)(!),constructed on I(0)3 (i0;i)

in a sim larway asfora(0)(!),reads

b
(0)(!)=

3

2
(L=aX )

2
X

k

G k(!)jhkj�oij
4 + c:c: ’ 
� 1[12�=5+ O (
1=2)]; (19)

whileb(1)(!)behavesas
� 1O (
1=2).

By inserting these 2D valuesofa(!)and b(!)into eq.(15),we getthe expansion of

(n+ � n� )given in eq.(4).

5 State ofthe art

W ehavefound only onem icroscopictheory ofFaraday rotation in photoexcited quantum

wells.Using a previouswork on �(3) [19],L.Sham and coworkers[1]havecalculated the

tim eevolution ofFaraday rotation asa function ofthepum p-probedelay,with a sam ple

irradiated by circular orlinearpum ps. Using a phenom enologicaldephasing rate,they
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�nd thatFaraday rotation decays sm oothly fora circular pum p,while a beating arises

when the pum p islinear. If,in B
yN

0 ,we replace B y

0 by a com bination of(� 1)excitons,

the nonlinear m any-body problem we here face becom es farm ore com plicated. This is

why we stayed with a circularpum p. Ref.[1]avoidsto face thism any-body problem by

keeping term swith one pum p exciton,notN aswedo.Thecontribution ofhigh energy

exciton bound and unbound statesisalso neglected.Thisishighly questionable even at

sm alldetuning:W hile,for
0 sm all,itiseasy to replaceG k(!)by L

� 1
0 hkj�0ih�0jr= 0i

in eqs.(17-19),the correlation term S(corr)
� isno m ore negligible in this lim it. There is

howeverno way to calculate S(corr)
� reliably,exceptatlarge detuning [18],orwhen itis

controlled by thebiexciton,i.e.,when theexciton opticalStark shiftturnsfrom blueto

red [20].

6 C onclusion

The m ain goalofthisletteristo provide a physicalunderstanding ofthe processespro-

ducing Faraday rotation in photoexcited sem iconductors. This understanding heavily

relieson theconceptsofournew m any-body theory forcom positebosons,appropriateto

face problem s in which the exciton com posite nature plays a m ajor role. W e assign the

refractive index di�erence (n+ � n� )to interactionswith the excited sem iconductor,in

which thevirtualexciton which recom binesto restoretheunabsorbed photon,ism adeof

carriersdi�erentfrom the onesofthe virtualexciton coupled to the initialphoton.The

linear term s of(n+ � n� ) in the exciton density are the ones we found in the exciton

opticalStark shift,thephysicsthey contain being identical.W ecan now gobeyond these

lineare�ectsand keep a fullcontrolofthephysicsinvolved,dueto them ultiarm \Shiva"

diagram sforN -body exchanges we have recently introduced. An analyticalexpression

of(n+ � n� ) is given in term s ofthe probe photon detuning and the density ofexci-

tonspresent in the sam ple (see eqs.(3,4)). Extension ofthiswork to m ore com plicated

situations such as bulk sam ples and pum p beam s with linear polarization willbe done

elsewhere.
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Figure 1: (a) the \box" a priori contains any num ber of Pauli (exchange without

Coulom b) and Coulom b (without exchange) scatterings between the virtualexciton I

coupled to the � photon and the N excitonsO presentin the sam ple;the only require-

m entisto restore the N excitonsO . Electronsare represented by solid linesand holes

by dashed lines,the double solid-dashed linesrepresenting the excitons. (b,c)M ultiarm

\Shiva"diagram sforPauliscatteringsbetween I and one ortwo excitonsO .Faradayro-

tation isdue to processesin which the virtualexcitonsI and I0havezero oronecom m on

carrier.
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