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W e study the occurrence of excitonic super uidity in electron-holk bilayers at zero tem perature.
W e not only identify the crossover In the phase diagram from the BCS lm it of overlapping pairs
to the BEC lim it of non-overlapping tightly-bound pairs but also, by varying the electron and hole
densities independently, we can analyze a num berofphasesthat occurm ainly in the crossover region .
W ith di erent electron and hol e ective m asses, the phase diagram is asym m etric w ith respect to
excess electron or hole densities. W e propose as the criterion for the onset of super uidity, the jam p
of the electron and hole chem ical potentials when their densities cross.

PACS numbers: 03.75Hh,03.75Ss,73.63Hs

T here is a grow ing interest in the physics of the BC S—
BEC crossover, ow Ing to the recent experim ental ad—
vances w ith trapped Fem iatom s. W ih the use ofFano—
Feshbach resonances, this crossover has been observed
w ith ferm ionic °Liand 4°K atom s ﬁ:]whjch becom e com —
positebosonsin the BEC lim it. A lthough trapped atom s
represent an ideal testing ground for a fiindam ental un—
derstanding ofthe BC S-BEC crossover, technologicalap—
plications exploiing the occurrence of condensates w ill
m ost probably rely on sem iconductor system s. In these
system s, excitonsm ade up ofelectronsand holesplay the
role of com posite bosons.

E xcitonic system swere, In fact, the rst to be consid-
ered forthe BCS-BEC crossover. In bulk m aterials, orig—
nalwork on excion condensation was done by K eldysh
and co-w orkers [_2]. E xtension of this to the BCSBEC
crossoverw as proposed by N ozieres and C om te E_i’]. How—
ever, n bulk m aterials fast electron-hole recom bination
hindersthe detection ofBEC .P roposalshave accordingly
been m ade to condense excitons w ith spatially separated
electrons and holes @, :_5]. P articularly prom ising are bi-
layer quantum -well system s separated by a distance d,
w ith conduction-band electrons in one well and valence—
band holes in the adfcent well fa, 1, 8, d]. R ecently, de-
velopm ents for the detection of excﬂ:omc BEC in coupled
quantum wells has been reported {10, 11, :121] Techno—
logical advances w ith electron-hole bilayers [13] m ake it
now possible to contact separately the layers of electrons
and holes in GaA s, separated by an A IG aA s barrier of
thicknessd as snallas 15 nm .

In this paper, we consider the BCS-BEC crossover in
electron-hole bilayers when the densities of the electrons
and holes are varied independently ofeach other. T he ef-
fect ofthe density in balance resem blesthat ofam agnetic

eld in a superconductor (disregarding orbital e ects)

rst considered by Samm a t_l-é_i'] This analogy was also
noted in Ref. t_l-g], w here the in uence ofan isospin asym —
m etry In nuclarm atterw as considered forthe BCSBEC
crossover. T he speci ¢ system we shallconsiderasan ex—

ampl isGaAsAGaAs.

Recent experin ents w ith population inbalance in ul-
tracold trapped Fermm iatom s [_1§'] have stin ulated a con—
siderable am ount of theoretical work on two-com ponent
Fem i system s with density inbalance {7, 18]. Em-
phasis has been placed on the possible occurrence of
exotic phases n addiion to the ordihary BCS pair-
ng [_l-j',:_l-g%',é(_i] H ow ever, In these system sthe presence of
a trap and their charge neutrality inhibit the occurrence
ofthe exotic phases, and so far only phase separation be-
tween a super uid corew ith equally m atched populations
and an outer nomm alphase has been detected.

E kctron-holk bilayersm ay o er a better opportuniy
of cbserving such exotic phases because the Coulomb re-
pulsion wihin each layer acts to suppress phase sepa-—
ration R1]. In addition, we nd that the di erent elec—
tron and hole e ectivemassesin GaA s, m . andmy, and
also the non-local nature of the electron-hole attraction
both favor the occurrence of exotic phases. These in—
clude the Sam a phase w ith one or two Fem i surfaces
and nite population inbalance, and the FuldeFerrel-
Larkin-O vchinnikov FFLO ) phase l22], as well as the
ordinary BC S pairing w ith equal populations. The rel-
ative extension of these phases is quite asym m etric be-
tween an inbalance w ith m ore holes and an inbalance
w ith m ore electrons. W e also nd that in the super uid
phase the separate electron and hole chem ical potentials
display a jum p when reversing the population inbalance
from m ore electrons to m ore holes, whilke in the nom al
phase no jim p occurs. D etection ofthis jum p could thus
serve to identify super uid character in a system .

T he electron-hol bilayer system is describbed by the
grand-canonical H am iltonian:

X 1 X 0
K = k Ci Ck + 2— Vk k©
k; kik%q; ; °
C{+% Cyk+% 0C k0+% oCko_,,% : @)

Here, k, k% and q are two-din ensional wave vectors in
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the layers, is the quantization volum e (surface area),
c}i (x ) arethe creation (destruction) operators forelec—
trons (e) and holes () distinguished by (e;h), the

kK = aretheband dispersionsw ith chem icalpo-
tentials  frekctronsand hols, xe= k*=Cm.)+ Eq
and k) = k®=@my). The sem iconductor band gap
E 4 can be reabsorbed in the electron chem icalpotential.
E xplicit spin quantum num bers are om itted.

W e have carried out our calculations In the zero-
tem perature lin i, where a m ean— eld description of the
BCSBEC crossover is appropriate even In two dim en—
sions {_Z-I_i‘] W e use an unscreened electron-hole attractive
potential as in Ref. ], V" = 2 exp ( kd)=k"),
where k = %3j e is the ekctron charge, and " the
background dielectric constant. The gap in the super-

uid phase m akes screening lss e ective, so introducing
screening should only cause an all quantitative changes.

In the present calculation we neglct the intra-layer
Coulomb repulsionsV * and VP!, In the absence of den-
sity inbalance, V¢ and V" can be readily included in
a mean— eld treatm ent Ij], but when the densities are
inbalanced, including V© and VP! in themean el re-
quiresa detailed know ledge ofhow overallcharge neutral-
iy isattained. This is In order to avoid divergence ofthe
Hartree term . This depends on the speci ¢ engineering
con guration ofthe device, and therefore in the interests
ofgenerality we drop V * and V™ here. W hen the densi-
ties are equalwe can com pare w ith Ref. Ej], and we have
veri ed that om itting V * and V P! reduces the size ofthe
gap by an am ount no larger than 30 $ . As a separate
issue, and aswe have already noted, Intra-layer repulsion
should stabilize the system against phase separation. For
this reason, w e exclude the possibility ofphase separation
from our discussion of the phase diagram .

T he relevant m ean— eld equations to be solved for the

variables ., n,and the (swave) gap function ( are:
1X 0
k= - VR fES) fFEWL @)
KO 2Ek0
1 X 2 +
ne = — wWfEH)+vQL £fE,)) ; €)
k
1X .
np, = — WEE D+ V@ £E)) ; @)
k
wheref E ) = (pE)jstheFemiﬁmctjonatzerotan—
perature, Ey = 2+ Zwih x = (§+ !M=2, and
E, = Ex x with = (¢ [)=2. In addition,
V=1 uw=4a@ «=E,)=2. Throughout, we ex—

press lengths in units of the e ective Bohr radius a,
and energies in units of the e ective Rydberg Ry @-4_;]
In two dim ensions the average interparticle spacing is
o= [ e+ np)=2] 2.

Figure 1 (@) show s the wave<vector dependence of
for equal densities, layer separation d = 1, and sev—
eral values of ry. These values of ry and a layer sepa—
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FIG.1: (@) W avevector dependence of the gap function for
= 0,d= 1, and several values of rs; (©) M axinum value
max = maxf ygvs ford= 1 and severalvalies ofrs.

ration of d = 1 are already experin entally attanable.
T he wavevector position ky ,x of the peak In the gap
function is seen to evolve from a nite value In the BCS
regine (gmallry) toward zero in the BEC regine (large
rs), while the corresponding valie  ax ofthe gap func-
tion attains itsm axinum for intem ediate values of rg.
T his isa generic feature ofthe density-induced BC SBEC
crossover [_ifu]

W e have veri ed for several values of the distance
1 d 4 that the optim alvalue of ry at which [ .«
attains is largest value is located close to the valie of
rs where the average chem icalpotential = ( o+ )=2
crosses zero. Ford = 1 thisoccursnearrs = 3. This nd-
Ing isin linew ith resuls forthe BC SBEC crossoverw ith
a contact potential in three din ensions, nam ely, that su—
per uid properties are m ore robust in the region located
between the Fano-Feshbach resonance and the vanish—
Ing of the chem ical potential !_2-6_1] The narrow region
Iying between the optim alvalie of ry and the value cor-
responding to = 0 thus identi es the m iddle of the
crossover region between the BCS and BEC regim es for
the electron-holk bilayer.

Thee ect ofthedensity inbalance Me np)=Met
Np) ON  pax Isshown n Fig.1l ). W e see that the den—
sity in balance acts to reduce them agniude ofthe energy
gap and that i has di erent e ects on the two sides of
the crossover. In the BC S regin e, the m igm atch of the
Fem isurfaces for electronsand holes strongly a ectsthe
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FIG . 2: Zerotem perature phase diagram for d = 1, show ing
the stability dom ains of the di erent phases: Nomal ),
Sam a (S1 and S2), and FFLO . T he dashed line corresponds
to the curve = 0, and the dash-dotted line separates the S1
and S2 phase. N ote the logarithm ic scale for rs.

super uid properties ofthe system . T he super uid prop—
ertiesare lost when the Fermm ienergiesm ign atch becom es
large com pared w ith the value of  5x for equal densi-
ties. For rg an all this occurs for a smallvalue of . In
the BEC regin e, the super uid properties are less sen—
sitive to density inbalance, whosem ain e ect is then to
reduce the num ber of electron-hol pairs.

F igure 2 show sthe zero-tem perature phase diagram for
d= 1. W e can identify various phases using , deter-
m Ined from Eqg. (2), and the super uid (m ass) density 5.
W ithin mean- eld theory and in the zero-tem perature

lim i, ¢ isgiven by:
1 X k;)?
s = Mele + Mpny 1 | dE_k7: )
J7 dk k=kj
Here,kj isthe jth zeroofE, = Owih = (+; ). For

positive (negative) densiy inbalance only E; €, ) has
zeros, while no zero occurs for = 0.]

T he nom alphase (N ) corresponds to the trivial solu—
tion x = 0. The Sam a phases corresponds to nonva—
nishing x when $ 0 and positive super uid density

s- The S1 and S2 denote the Sam a phases for one
and two Fem i surfaces, resoectively. T here will be one
zero ofE, (j= 1) for the S1 phase (one Fem isurface),
and two zeros (j = 1;2) for the S2 phase (wo Fem i
surfaces). Som etim es, the Samm a S2 phase is called the
\breached-pair" phase afterR ef. l_l-§_5] A negative value of

s In Eq. (5) indicates that the Sam a phase is unstable
toward a phase wih a spontaneously generated super—

uid current, which we associate t_z'zl, g&ﬁ] w ith the FFLO
phase. W e have veri ed that the Sam a phase, w henever
i exists, is always lower in energy w ith respect to the
nom al phase. W e recall in this respect that our cal-
culation is at xed densiy imbalance, while the original
Sam a calculation was at xed chem icalpotentials.)

The m ost prom inent feature of Fig. 2 is the m arked
dependence of the phase diagram on the sign of [2-9_:]
In particular, while the boundary of the nom al phase
does not depend appreciably on the sign of , the region
of stability ofthe Sam a phase w ith respect to the FFLO
phase depends dram atically on the sign. For < 0, the
phase diagram is dom inated by the FFLO phase, w ith
the Sam a (S1) phasebeing con ned to the extrem e BEC
region, while for > 0, the FFLO phase is com pressed
Into the region of amall r5.

Such an asymm etry can be understood in term s ofthe
relevant dispersion E, , ) for positive (negative)
Due to them assdi erence, theterm 2 | which isadded
(subtracted) to E m akesthe dispersionE, (€, ) steeper
( atter) with respect to the case ofequalm asses. As it
is clear from the last tem in Eq. @), a atter disper-
sion w illm ake the super uid densiy m ore negative, thus
replacing the Sam a phase with the FFLO phase. The
opposite occurs for positive , when the relevant disper-
sion becom es steeper.

In this part of the phase diagram there is som e room
even forthe S2 Sam a phase. So far, thisphase w as found
In the literature to be very fragile, being invariably re—
placed by phase separation or by the developm ent of a
FFLO phase Efg,:_Z-:/., 5(_)'] H ere, the concurrence of several
favorable factors, the m ass di erence, the wavewvector
dependence of the gap, and the intralayer Coulomb re—
pulsion, all serve to stabilize the S2 Samm a phase in an
appreciable region of the phase diagram .

W e note that the largest num ber of phases occurs for
Interm ediate values of ry (say, rs = 15 3), correspond—
Ing to the an ooth crossover region between the BC S and
BEC lmit for = 0. For non—=zero , severaltransition
lines can be crossed iIn this region by varying or rs.
T his is thus them ost fertile region to be explored experi-
m entally, also because we recall n the sam e region ax
is Jargest and the super uidiy m ost robust.

In this regpect, the behavior of the separate chem ical
potentials . and , vs can serve to revealthe appear—
ance ofa nite value Prthe gap . This isbecause .
and  must show a Jump across = 0 In order to sus—
tain a nie density inbalance In the super uid phase.
This behavior is shown in Fig.3 ord= 1 and 5 = 3,
when ( = 0%) e( =0 )" 2 Lax.Thepossbl
Instability toward the FFLO phase we discussed above
should not a ect the occurrence of this jymp. Physical
quantities obtained for the Samm a and the FFLO phases
should, In fact, m erge continuously when  approaches
zero, ow Ing to the corresponding vanishing of the m odu-—
Iation wave vector associated w ith the FFLO phase p8].

Tt is useful to discuss the sensitivity of our resuls to
the param eters used in the calculations. Increasing the
distance d w ill shift the location of the Interm ediate re—
gion where m ost phases are seen, to larger values of rg
(brd= 2, eg., the shift isabout a 30% ), but it doesnot
alter the shape of the phase diagram . Reducing them ass



FIG . 3: Zero-tem perature electron ( o) and hole ( p) chem i
calpotentialsvs ford= 1and rs = 3. T he average chem ical
potential isalso shown.

di erence has the e ect of contracting the FFLO phase
fornegative and expanding it forpositive . Thisisas
expected from the argum ents discussed above. H ow ever,
even for equalm asses the phase diagram changes only
quantitatively, allow Ing even in this case som e space for
the S2 Sam a phase. F Inie tam perature assists in stabi-
lizing the Sam a phases w ith respect to the FFLO : the
super uid densiy is, in fact, quite sensitive to tem pera—
ture In the presence ofdensity in balance. W ehave found,
how ever, that tem peraturesbelow 1 K do not appreciably
alter the phase diagram in the m ost interesting intermm e~
diate ry region. Finally, a reduction of the FFLO phase
due to the Intra-layer C oulom b repulsion m ay occur but
this reduction should be lin ited to the region of large
rs, where the spatialm odulation ofthe gap param eter is
expected to be accom panied by a density m odulation.

In conclusion, we have shown that electron-hol bilay—
ers are prom ising candidates for revealing a variety of su—
per uid phaseswhile traversing the BC S-BEC crossover.
E xoticphasessuch asthe FFLO and the S2 Sam a phases
w hich have been so farelisive to experim entaldetection,
should be notably robust in electron-hole bilayer system s.
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