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W e study the occurrence ofexcitonic superuidity in electron-hole bilayersatzero tem perature.

W e not only identify the crossover in the phase diagram from the BCS lim it ofoverlapping pairs

to the BEC lim itofnon-overlapping tightly-bound pairsbutalso,by varying the electron and hole

densitiesindependently,wecan analyzeanum berofphasesthatoccurm ainly in thecrossoverregion.

W ith di�erentelectron and hole e�ective m asses,the phase diagram isasym m etric with respectto

excesselectron orholedensities.W eproposeasthecriterion fortheonsetofsuperuidity,thejum p

ofthe electron and hole chem icalpotentialswhen theirdensitiescross.

PACS num bers:03.75.H h,03.75.Ss,73.63.H s

Thereisa growing interestin the physicsofthe BCS-

BEC crossover, owing to the recent experim ental ad-

vanceswith trapped Ferm iatom s.W ith theuseofFano-

Feshbach resonances,this crossover has been observed

with ferm ionic6Liand 40K atom s[1]which becom ecom -

positebosonsin theBEC lim it.Although trapped atom s

representan idealtesting ground fora fundam entalun-

derstandingoftheBCS-BEC crossover,technologicalap-

plications exploiting the occurrence ofcondensates will

m ostprobably rely on sem iconductorsystem s. In these

system s,excitonsm adeup ofelectronsand holesplaythe

roleofcom positebosons.

Excitonicsystem swere,in fact,the �rstto be consid-

ered fortheBCS-BEC crossover.In bulk m aterials,orig-

inalwork on exciton condensation wasdone by K eldysh

and co-workers[2]. Extension ofthis to the BCS-BEC

crossoverwasproposed by Nozi�eresand Com te[3].How-

ever,in bulk m aterials fast electron-hole recom bination

hindersthedetection ofBEC.Proposalshaveaccordingly

been m adeto condenseexcitonswith spatially separated

electronsand holes[4,5].Particularly prom ising arebi-

layer quantum -wellsystem s separated by a distance d,

with conduction-band electronsin one welland valence-

band holesin theadjacentwell[6,7,8,9].Recently,de-

velopm entsforthedetection ofexcitonicBEC in coupled

quantum wells has been reported [10,11,12]. Techno-

logicaladvanceswith electron-hole bilayers[13]m ake it

now possibleto contactseparately thelayersofelectrons

and holes in G aAs,separated by an AlG aAs barrier of

thicknessd assm allas15 nm .

In this paper,we considerthe BCS-BEC crossoverin

electron-holebilayerswhen the densitiesoftheelectrons

and holesarevaried independently ofeach other.Theef-

fectofthedensityim balanceresem blesthatofam agnetic

�eld in a superconductor (disregarding orbitale�ects)

�rst considered by Sarm a [14]. This analogy was also

noted in Ref.[15],wheretheinuenceofan isospin asym -

m etryin nuclearm atterwasconsidered fortheBCS-BEC

crossover.Thespeci�csystem weshallconsiderasan ex-

am pleisG aAs-AlG aAs.

Recentexperim ents with population im balance in ul-

tracold trapped Ferm iatom s[16]havestim ulated a con-

siderable am ountoftheoreticalwork on two-com ponent

Ferm i system s with density im balance [17, 18]. Em -

phasis has been placed on the possible occurrence of

exotic phases in addition to the ordinary BCS pair-

ing[17,19,20].However,in thesesystem sthepresenceof

a trap and theirchargeneutrality inhibitthe occurrence

oftheexoticphases,and sofaronly phaseseparation be-

tween asuperuid corewith equallym atched populations

and an outernorm alphasehasbeen detected.

Electron-hole bilayersm ay o�er a better opportunity

ofobserving such exoticphasesbecausetheCoulom b re-

pulsion within each layer acts to suppress phase sepa-

ration [21]. In addition,we �nd thatthe di�erent elec-

tron and holee�ectivem assesin G aAs,m e and m h,and

also the non-localnature ofthe electron-hole attraction

both favor the occurrence ofexotic phases. These in-

clude the Sarm a phase with one or two Ferm isurfaces

and �nite population im balance,and the Fulde-Ferrel-

Larkin-O vchinnikov (FFLO ) phase [22], as wellas the

ordinary BCS pairing with equalpopulations. The rel-

ative extension ofthese phases is quite asym m etric be-

tween an im balance with m ore holes and an im balance

with m ore electrons.W e also �nd thatin the superuid

phasetheseparateelectron and holechem icalpotentials

display a jum p when reversing thepopulation im balance

from m ore electronsto m ore holes,while in the norm al

phaseno jum p occurs.Detection ofthisjum p could thus

serveto identify superuid characterin a system .

The electron-hole bilayer system is described by the

grand-canonicalHam iltonian:
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Here,k,k0,and q are two-dim ensionalwave vectorsin
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the layers,
 is the quantization volum e (surface area),

c
y

k�
(ck�)arethecreation(destruction)operatorsforelec-

trons (e) and holes (h) distinguished by � = (e;h),the

�k� = �k�� �� aretheband dispersionswith chem icalpo-

tentials�� forelectronsand holes,�ke = k2=(2m e)+ E g

and �h(k) = k2=(2m h). The sem iconductor band gap

E g can bereabsorbed in theelectron chem icalpotential.

Explicitspin quantum num bersareom itted.

W e have carried out our calculations in the zero-

tem perature lim it,where a m ean-�eld description ofthe

BCS-BEC crossover is appropriate even in two dim en-

sions[23].W eusean unscreened electron-holeattractive

potentialas in Ref. [7], V eh
k = � 2�e2 exp(� kd)=(k"),

where k = jkj, e is the electron charge, and " the

background dielectric constant. The gap in the super-

uid phasem akesscreening lesse�ective,so introducing

screening should only causesm allquantitativechanges.

In the present calculation we neglect the intra-layer

Coulom b repulsionsV ee and V hh.In theabsenceofden-

sity im balance,V ee and V hh can be readily included in

a m ean-�eld treatm ent [7],but when the densities are

im balanced,including V ee and V hh in them ean �eld re-

quiresadetailed knowledgeofhow overallchargeneutral-

ity isattained.Thisisin orderto avoid divergenceofthe

Hartree term . This depends on the speci�c engineering

con�guration ofthedevice,and thereforein theinterests

ofgeneralitywedrop V ee and V hh here.W hen thedensi-

tiesareequalwecan com parewith Ref.[7],and wehave

veri�ed thatom ittingV ee and V hh reducesthesizeofthe

gap by an am ount no larger than 30 % . As a separate

issue,and aswehavealready noted,intra-layerrepulsion

should stabilizethesystem againstphaseseparation.For

thisreason,weexcludethepossibilityofphaseseparation

from ourdiscussion ofthe phase diagram .

Therelevantm ean-�eld equationsto be solved forthe

variables�e,�h,and the (s-wave)gap function � k are:

� k = �
1
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wheref(E )= �(� E )istheFerm ifunction atzero tem -

perature,E k =
p
�2
k
+ � 2

k
with �k = (�e

k
+ �h

k
)=2,and

E
�

k
= E k � ��k with ��k = (�e

k
� �h

k
)=2. In addition,

v2
k
= 1 � u2

k
= (1 � �k=E k)=2. Throughout, we ex-

press lengths in units of the e�ective Bohr radius a�0,

and energiesin units ofthe e�ective Rydberg Ry� [24].

In two dim ensions the average interparticle spacing is

rs = [�(ne + nh)=2]
� 1=2.

Figure 1(a)shows the wave-vectordependence of� k

for equal densities, layer separation d = 1, and sev-

eralvalues ofrs. These values ofrs and a layer sepa-
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FIG .1: (a) W ave-vectordependence ofthe gap function for

� = 0,d = 1,and severalvalues ofrs;(b) M axim um value

� m ax = m axf� kg vs� ford = 1 and severalvaluesofrs.

ration ofd = 1 are already experim entally attainable.

The wave-vector position km ax ofthe peak in the gap

function isseen to evolvefrom a �nite value in the BCS

regim e (sm allrs)toward zero in the BEC regim e (large

rs),whilethecorresponding value� m ax ofthegap func-

tion attains its m axim um for interm ediate values ofrs.

Thisisagenericfeatureofthedensity-induced BCS-BEC

crossover[25].

W e have veri�ed for several values of the distance

1 � d � 4 that the optim alvalue ofrs at which � m ax

attains its largest value is located close to the value of

rs wheretheaveragechem icalpotential� = (�e + �h)=2

crosseszero.Ford = 1thisoccursnearrs = 3.This�nd-

ingisin linewith resultsfortheBCS-BEC crossoverwith

a contactpotentialin threedim ensions,nam ely,thatsu-

peruid propertiesarem orerobustin theregion located

between the Fano-Feshbach resonance and the vanish-

ing ofthe chem icalpotential[26]. The narrow region

lying between the optim alvalueofrs and the value cor-

responding to � = 0 thus identi�es the m iddle ofthe

crossoverregion between the BCS and BEC regim esfor

the electron-holebilayer.

Thee�ectofthedensity im balance� � (n e� nh)=(ne+

nh)on � m ax isshown in Fig.1(b).W eseethattheden-

sityim balanceactstoreducethem agnitudeoftheenergy

gap and thatit has di�erente�ects on the two sides of

the crossover. In the BCS regim e,the m ism atch ofthe

Ferm isurfacesforelectronsand holesstrongly a�ectsthe
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FIG .2: Zero-tem perature phase diagram for d = 1,showing

the stability dom ains of the di�erent phases: Norm al(N),

Sarm a (S1 and S2),and FFLO .The dashed line corresponds

to thecurve� = 0,and thedash-dotted lineseparatestheS1

and S2 phase.Note the logarithm ic scale forrs.

superuid propertiesofthesystem .Thesuperuid prop-

ertiesarelostwhen theFerm ienergiesm ism atch becom es

large com pared with the value of� m ax forequaldensi-

ties. Forrs sm allthis occursfora sm allvalue of�. In

the BEC regim e,the superuid properties are less sen-

sitive to density im balance,whose m ain e�ectisthen to

reducethe num berofelectron-holepairs.

Figure2showsthezero-tem peraturephasediagram for

d = 1. W e can identify variousphasesusing � k,deter-

m ined from Eq.(2),and thesuperuid (m ass)density �s.

W ithin m ean-�eld theory and in the zero-tem perature

lim it,�s isgiven by:

�s = m ene + m hnh �
1

4�

X

j;�

(k�j)
3

�
�
�
dE �

k

dk

�
�
�
k= k�

j

: (5)

Here,k�j isthej-th zeroofE
�
k
= 0 with � = (+ ;� ).[For

positive(negative)density im balanceonly E
+

k
(E

�

k
)has

zeros,while no zero occursfor� = 0.]

The norm alphase (N)correspondsto the trivialsolu-

tion � k = 0. The Sarm a phasescorrespondsto nonva-

nishing � k when � 6= 0 and positive superuid density

�s. The S1 and S2 denote the Sarm a phases for one

and two Ferm isurfaces,respectively. There willbe one

zero ofE �
k
(j= 1)forthe S1 phase (one Ferm isurface),

and two zeros (j = 1;2) for the S2 phase (two Ferm i

surfaces). Som etim es,the Sarm a S2 phase iscalled the

\breached-pair"phaseafterRef.[19].A negativevalueof

�s in Eq.(5)indicatesthatthe Sarm a phase isunstable

toward a phase with a spontaneously generated super-

uid current,which weassociate[27,28]with theFFLO

phase.W ehaveveri�ed thattheSarm a phase,whenever

it exists,is always lower in energy with respect to the

norm alphase. (W e recallin this respect that our cal-

culation isat�xed density im balance,while the original

Sarm a calculation wasat�xed chem icalpotentials.)

The m ost prom inent feature ofFig.2 is the m arked

dependence ofthe phase diagram on the sign of� [29].

In particular,while the boundary ofthe norm alphase

doesnotdepend appreciably on thesign of�,theregion

ofstability oftheSarm aphasewith respectto theFFLO

phase dependsdram atically on the sign. For� < 0,the

phase diagram is dom inated by the FFLO phase,with

theSarm a(S1)phasebeingcon�ned totheextrem eBEC

region,while for� > 0,the FFLO phase iscom pressed

into the region ofsm allrs.

Such an asym m etry can beunderstood in term softhe

relevant dispersion E
+

k
(E �

k
) for positive (negative) �.

Dueto them assdi�erence,theterm 2��k which isadded

(subtracted)toE k m akesthedispersionE
+

k
(E �

k
)steeper

(atter)with respectto the case ofequalm asses. Asit

is clear from the last term in Eq.(5),a atter disper-

sion willm akethesuperuid density m orenegative,thus

replacing the Sarm a phase with the FFLO phase. The

oppositeoccursforpositive�,when therelevantdisper-

sion becom essteeper.

In thispartofthe phase diagram there issom e room

even fortheS2Sarm aphase.Sofar,thisphasewasfound

in the literature to be very fragile,being invariably re-

placed by phase separation or by the developm ent ofa

FFLO phase[19,27,30].Here,theconcurrenceofseveral

favorable factors, the m ass di�erence, the wave-vector

dependence ofthe gap,and the intralayerCoulom b re-

pulsion,allserve to stabilize the S2 Sarm a phase in an

appreciableregion ofthe phasediagram .

W e note thatthe largestnum berofphasesoccursfor

interm ediatevaluesofrs (say,rs = 1:5� 3),correspond-

ing to thesm ooth crossoverregion between theBCS and

BEC lim itfor� = 0. Fornon-zero �,severaltransition

lines can be crossed in this region by varying � or rs.

Thisisthusthem ostfertileregion to beexplored experi-

m entally,also becausewerecallin thesam eregion � m ax

islargestand the superuidity m ostrobust.

In thisrespect,the behaviorofthe separate chem ical

potentials�e and �h vs� can serveto revealtheappear-

ance ofa �nite value forthe gap �. Thisisbecause � e

and �h m ustshow a jum p across� = 0 in orderto sus-

tain a �nite density im balance in the superuid phase.

This behavior is shown in Fig.3 for d = 1 and rs = 3,

when �e(� = 0+ )� �e(� = 0� ) ’ 2� m ax.Thepossible

instability toward the FFLO phase we discussed above

should nota�ectthe occurrence ofthis jum p. Physical

quantitiesobtained fortheSarm a and the FFLO phases

should,in fact,m erge continuously when � approaches

zero,owing to thecorresponding vanishing ofthem odu-

lation wavevectorassociated with theFFLO phase[28].

It is usefulto discuss the sensitivity ofour results to

the param etersused in the calculations. Increasing the

distance d willshiftthe location ofthe interm ediate re-

gion where m ost phases are seen,to largervalues ofrs
(ford = 2,e.g.,theshiftisabouta 30% ),butitdoesnot

altertheshapeofthephasediagram .Reducing them ass
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FIG .3:Zero-tem perature electron (�e)and hole (�h)chem i-

calpotentialsvs� ford = 1and rs = 3.Theaveragechem ical

potential� isalso shown.

di�erence hasthe e�ectofcontracting the FFLO phase

fornegative� and expanding itforpositive�.Thisisas

expected from theargum entsdiscussed above.However,

even for equalm asses the phase diagram changes only

quantitatively,allowing even in thiscase som e space for

theS2 Sarm a phase.Finitetem peratureassistsin stabi-

lizing the Sarm a phases with respectto the FFLO :the

superuid density is,in fact,quite sensitive to tem pera-

turein thepresenceofdensityim balance.W ehavefound,

however,thattem peraturesbelow 1K donotappreciably

alterthephasediagram in the m ostinteresting interm e-

diate rs region. Finally,a reduction ofthe FFLO phase

due to the intra-layerCoulom b repulsion m ay occurbut

this reduction should be lim ited to the region oflarge

rs,wherethespatialm odulation ofthegap param eteris

expected to be accom panied by a density m odulation.

In conclusion,wehaveshown thatelectron-holebilay-

ersareprom isingcandidatesforrevealingavariety ofsu-

peruid phaseswhiletraversingtheBCS-BEC crossover.

Exoticphasessuch astheFFLO and theS2Sarm aphases

which havebeen so farelusiveto experim entaldetection,

should benotablyrobustin electron-holebilayersystem s.
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