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Coulomb coupling between spatially separated quasi-two-dimensional electron and hole gases is
studied as a function of temperature and/or electron (hole) gas density. Because of the exclusion
principle mainly electrons and holes of antiparallel spin screen the electron-hole interaction at low
densities. The coupling is described by a generalized random-phase approximation which takes into
account exchange processes to all orders of the Hartree-Fock potential. The temperature dependence
of the transimpedance agrees very well with experiment for relatively high densities; its density
dependence agrees well for high densities and reasonably well for low and intermediate densities.

PACS numbers: 73.20.Dx

Coulomb coupling between two spatially separated
electron gases, when a current is driven through only
one of them, has been predicted [1] and observed [2, 3] to
influence the transport properties of the individual gases.
Recently, transport measurements have been reported [4]
in a system composed of a two-dimensional (2D) electron
gas (2DEG) and a 2D hole gas (2DHG). This system
was proposed in Ref. [5] and its properties in a mag-
netic field are of strong current interest [6]. The gases
are spatially separated by a barrier of width d = 200
A. The barrier is high and thick enough to prevent tun-
neling and recombination but thin enough to allow for
sizable Coulomb interaction between carriers in different
gases. Current is allowed to flow in the electron gas and a
drag voltage is developed and measured in the hole gas.
The calculated [4] random-phase approximation (RPA)
results for the temperature and density dependence of
the coupling were a factor of 5 to an order of magnitude
smaller than the experimental results for temperatures
(T') between 9 K and 50 K. A similar discrepancy be-
tween theory and experiment [3] in an electron-electron
system, for T' < 7 K, has been explained, within RPA, by
a phonon-mediated Coulomb coupling important only at
these very low temperatures (7] and most pronounced for
equal electron densities. This mechanism cannot explain
the results of the electron-hole system since the temper-
atures of the experiment are high. Another mechanism
would be electron-hole binding but this was estimated [4]
to be very weak. So far there exists, to our knowledge,
no explanation of these results. In this Letter, we show
that at densities as low as 5 x 101°/cm? it is mainly elec-
trons and holes of antiparallel spin that participate in the
screening of the Coulomb interaction since a portion [8,9]
of them with parallel spins do not screen the Coulomb in-
teraction due to the exclusion principle. Thus, the RPA
treatment of the Coulomb scattering [4, 7] overestimates
the screening and renders the coupling weaker. Using
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a generalized RPA (GRPA) approach, which takes into
account exchange to all orders of the Hartree-Fock po-
tential, we obtain a very good agreement with the ex-
periment for the T' dependence of the transimpedance, a
reasonable agreement for its density dependence at low
densities, and a good one at high densities.

‘We model the electron-hole system with two infinitely
deep quantum wells, of width b, with their centers and
their closest edges separated by a distance a and d, re-
spectively. The many-body Hamiltonian describing this
system is

H(t) = Hu(t) + He(t) + Hpe(t) + Hp(t) + Hy(t) . (1)

Here, H. is the Hamiltonian of the electrons in the drive
well and contains electron-electron, electron-impurity,
and electron-phonon interactions; the same holds for the
Hamiltonian of the holes in the drag well, Hy. Hp, is the
Coulomb interaction between holes and electrons in the
two wells, H), is the phonon Hamiltonian, and H; the im-
purity Hamiltonian. For the densities of interest, only the
lowest subband is occupied in either well. Equation (1)
and the corresponding thermodynamic Green’s function
lead [7] to the coupled momentum-balance equations:
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Here, Vp is the measured drag voltage, L the length of
the specimen, nj (ne) the 2D hole density (electron den-
sity) of the drag (drive) well, j; (je) the 2D current den-
sity, m% (m},) the electron (hole) effective mass, E the
electric field applied only in the drive well, and F¢ (F*)
the frictional force due to phonon and impurity scatter-
ing with the electron (hole) gas. The term proportional
to Vp develops when the current is not allowed to flow
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in the hole well; if it is allowed to flow, this term van-
ishes identically. Ignoring the vertex corrections of the
three-point vertex function [see Eq. (149) of Ref. [10]],
the self-energy of the holes is related to the monequi-
librium screened interaction ¥, and the nonequilibrium
hole Green’s function as illustrated in Fig. 1(a). The
total force acting on the holes is
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where II% = Hg (1;3) (11¢) is the nomequilibrium hole
(electron) polarizability, an Uhe = Une(1;3) is the
noneguilibrium screened interaction between holes in
the drag well and the medium (electrons in the drive
well, phonons, and impurities included). The arguments
in TI"(1;2) and ©4.(1;2) represent the correlation be-
tween the space-time coordinates (x1,¢1) and (x2,t2) and
f:o‘ d(3) is a shorthand for [ dxs ftto‘ dts. The coupling
force due to Coulomb scattering F"¢ is given within RPA
by
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FIG. 1. (a) Self-energy diagram of holes in RPA; (b) ad-
ditional self-energy diagram of holes due to the exchange pro-
cess; (c) self-consistent screened potential in GRPA.
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with Tp.y = Up.1(1;3) the retarded (advanced) screened Coulomb interaction between holes in the drag well and the
electrons in the drive well, V7 standing for V; operating to the left. The Fourier component of the screened Coulomb

interaction can be written as 7, (q);w) =

ex(qpw) =

F(q)v(q);a)/e+(q);w), where v(q”,a) = 2me?e~91%/qy, with { = qb and
F(q)) the form factor [7]. The retarded (advanced) dielectric function e, (- -

-} is given by

[1 = v(g);0) F(g)I;® (qy; w))[1 — v(gy; 0) Fg)IE (qy;w)]
~lv(gy; @) Fgp) P (q; )1 (q);w)

(6)

where TT©) (11¢(9)) is the equilibrium hole (electron) polanzablhty

For weak electric fields, we may write jen = ne, hpevd

and p = —1 for holes.

Then the forces can be linearized over v§ and v? giving F* =

with vd (vd) the drift velocities, p = 1 for electrons,
Qi + th)mhvd and

Fhe = Qpemp(vh — v§). Here Qpe, Qnp, and Qp; are the relaxation frequencies per unit area due to the Coulomb
coupling, phonon scattering, and impurity scattering, respectively. In the steady state and in the absence of the drag
current (jn = 0), Eq. (5) gives the transimpedance Ry = Vp /I, = myQhe/e2npne and the frequency
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with TTH® = %% (q;w). For T > 10 K, Q4. behaves
approximately linearly with T as shown by the dashed
curve in Fig. 4. As is demonstrated in Figs. 2, 3, and 4,
and also in Ref. [4], there is a marked difference between
the RPA calculations and the experimental results. This
difference tends to be larger at lower densities as illus-
trated in Figs. 2 and 3. This is mainly due to the fact
that RPA is good [8, 9] only for very high densities. An
extra term [10], as shown in Fig. 1(b), should be included
in the self-energy for lower densities. This term takes into
account the exchange process of holes and electrons. It

can be ignored for high densities but not for low densities
as shown by Abrikosov, Gorkov, and Dzyaloshinski [11].
With this extra term, the screened Coulomb interaction
©(1;2) is no longer a two-point but a three-point interac-
tion ©(1,2;3) as expressed diagramatically in Fig. 1(c).
The diagrams in Fig. 1(c) represent the right-hand side
(RHS) of an equation whose left-hand side is equal to
the shaded triangle that represents . Thus ¥ obeys an
integral equation. Within RPA the last diagram in Fig.
1(c) is absent. Solving this equation is equivalent to solv-
ing the equation of motion for the density operator to all
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FIG. 2. Transimpedance Rt per square vs electron den-

sity n. for three temperatures, with fixed hole density ns =
5x10'°/cm?. The solid and dashed curves are the GRPA and
RPA results, respectively. The solid dots are the experimental
results of Ref. [4].

orders in the Hartree-Fock potential as done by Nozieres
and Pines [8]. However, we need to know the nonegqui-
librium polarizabilities. To simplify the problem, we do
an iteration in the coupling force F?¢ by letting F*¢ — 0
(the polarizabilities depend on this force) and find out
the relationship between the nonequilibrium II* and TIIe.
Then we use this relation to solve for . This procedure
is good only for the steady state and when phonon and
impurity scatterings are weak. This becomes obvious if

n. =5 x 10*°em—2
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FIG. 3. Rr per square vs hole density for three temper-

atures with fixed electron density n. = 5 x 1010/cm2. All

curves are marked as in Fig. 2.

system reaches a steady state, the momentum transfer
from the electrons should be balanced by phonon and
impurity scattering. If both phonon and impurity scat-
terings are weak, F"® ~ 0. With this condition, Eq.
(5) gives IT" ~ TI®. Further, to reduce the numerical
work, we assume, though the temperature is not too low,
that the main scattering occurs near the electron and
hole Fermi levels so that ©(1,2;3) ~ 9(1;3)§(1;2). With
these approximations, we solve the equation for ¥ and
obtain 7. (q;w) = v(g;a)/e§ (qy;w), where the GRPA

we let the current flow in the hole system. Once the | dielectric function g (- --) is

e$(ay;w) = [1 — vfip(g); IO (qu; w)][1 — vip(g); O (qy; w)]
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The second term on the RHS of Eq. (9) is the exchange I

term and occurs only for electrons (or holes) of parallel [8]
spin. As a result, only electrons (or holes) of antiparallel
spin and a portion of electrons (or holes) of parallel spin
will participate, statistically speaking, in the screening
for g > kr, i.e., for low densities. Physically, this means
that a portion [depending on ¢ in Eq. (9)] of electrons
(or holes) of the same spin will be kept apart by the
Pauli exclusion principle. For very low densities, they
can be so far apart that they have almost no effect on
the screening at all. If carriers in both wells are of the
same type, we will have a factor of 1/2 in the exchange
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[8] term instead of 1/4. This happens because there is no
exchange process between an electron and a hole. With
the obtained 7, QO takes the form of Eq. (7) with ex(---)
replaced by €% (- ).

The calculated GRPA and RPA results for the trans-
impedance Rpr are shown in Figs. 2-4 by the solid and
dashed curves, respectively. In Fig. 2 Rr is shown as
a function of electron density n. for fixed hole density
np and in Fig. 3 as a function of nj for fixed n.. The
solid symbols are the experimental results of Ref. [4]. We
have used m} = 6.7m} and the parameters of the exper-
iment. Noticing the logarithmic scale in Figs. 2 and 3 it
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FIG. 4. Rr per square vs temperature for fixed densities.
Curves e-h: ne = 2 X 1011/cm2; np =5X 101°/cm2. Curves
e-e: in both wells ne = 1.5 x 10! /cm?. All curves are marked
as in Fig. 2.

is seen that the density dependence of the GRPA Ry is
(i) significantly better than the RPA result, (ii) reason-
ably good at low densities, (iii) very good at relatively
high electron densities, and (iv) reasonably good for high
hole densities. For intermediate densities the GRPA re-
sult is smaller than the experimental one. The better
agreement at high densities is due to the approximation
9(1,2,3) =~ ©(1;3)6(1,2) that becomes increasingly bet-
ter as the density increases and the gases become more
degenerate. On the other hand, the temperature depen-
dence of the GRPA Rr (solid e-h curves), at relatively
high densities, shown in Fig. 4, is in very good agreement
with the experimental result. For contrast we also show
Rt for the same structure with electrons in both wells
(e-e curves) and equal densities ne = 1.5 x 10! /cm?.
The difference between the GRPA and RPA results is
less pronounced than in the electron-hole system at low
temperatures mainly because both electron densities are
rather high since, as we have verified, the effective-mass
dependence of Ry is very weak.

At low to moderate densities our GRPA results show
a stronger T dependence than the experimental ones. A
possible explanation is that at the high temperatures of
the experiment the particle wave function spreads due
to the increase in the kinetic energy which acts against
the confining potential or electric field E;,l = e, h. This
corresponds to effectively temperature dependent well
widths. Equating the pressure exerted by the gases [12]
P, = n}PkpTo; with that by the field E; we obtain
d; = dio + oukT/eE;, where djp is the T = 0 width.
In GRPA o = 1—(3/72)7r},n3P + B(n3P) and B(---) is

a positive function that vanishes at high densities. Thus
oy and d; increase at low densities and so does the mean
separation a between electrons and holes. This leads to
a decrease in R approximately compensated by the in-
crease shown in Figs. 2, 3, and 4.

In all cases the RPA results are significantly below the
experimental or GRPA results since RPA overestimates
screening. Also, they differ from those of the experiment
by a factor of 2 rather than a factor of 5 as reported by
Sivan, Solomon, and Shtrikman [4]. This is because the
quantum wells have finite thickness [F'(g)) < 1] in our
case and zero [F(q)) = 1] in theirs.

In summary, we have shown that the reported [4] de-
viations of density and temperature dependences of the
Coulomb coupling between an electron gas and a hole
gas, spatially separated from each other, from the RPA
results are mostly due to an overestimation of the screen-
ing when treated within RPA. Most of the results, espe-
cially the temperature dependence, can be explained by
employing a GRPA which takes into account exchange
processes, absent from RPA, in the two wells to all or-
ders of the Hartree-Fock potential.
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