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We have investigated a resonant tunneling process: the direct creation of GaAs quantum well
excitons through hole-assisted electron resonant tunneling. The current density of this tunneling
process is on the same order of magnitude as the usual electron resonant tunneling current density.
However, the two-particle nature of such a tunneling process makes it different from the conventional
one-particle (electron, hole, or exciton) tunneling process, and in fact it is another type of assisted
tunneling as compared with the phonon-assisted tunneling. This tunneling process may open a door
toward electrically pumped excitonic cavity quantum electrodynamics and optoelectronic devices.

I. INTRODUCTION

Control of spontaneous emission by a microcavity has
been a great success in the reduction of threshold of semi-
conductor lasers.™ However, the spontaneous emission
coupling efficiency in a planar semiconductor microcav-
ity is limited by the lateral leakage of spontaneous emis-
sion from the isotropical radiators, e.g., an electron-hole
pair dipole. Recently the interest in spatially coherent
quantum-well (QW) excitons with a transverse (in the
QW plane) momentum kg ~ O has surged, because
such excitons cannot only induce a rapid superradiative
decay, but can also preferably radiate in the normal di-
rection of the QW, leading to a better coupling with the
resonant vertical mode of a planar cavity.* However, un-
til now an efficient creation of ke, ~ 0 excitons has only
been achieved by resonant optical pumping. For appli-
cations in optoelectronics, efficient creation of ke, ~ 0
excitons by electrical pumping is required.

On the other hand, the excitonic effect in resonant
tunneling of photoexcited carriers is also of great in-
terest because of its fundamental quantum mechan-
ical aspects and its potential application to tunnel-
ing devices.® The tunneling of free electrons (or holes)
through a thin barrier between two adjacent QW’s has
been shown to be a transfer from a direct (intrawell)
exciton to an indirect (interwell) exciton.® Recently
Lawrence et al. demonstrated that excitons can tun-
nel as a single entity between CdTe/Cd;_,Mn,Te and
CdTe/Cd; _,Zn,Te asymmetric double QW’s.” However,
in those cases the excitons already existed before tunnel-
ing.

Recently, we have demonstrated experimentally a way
of direct creation of excitons in a GaAs QW, i.e., by elec-
tron resonant tunneling.® In this paper, we will present
a detailed theoretical analysis of this tunneling process.
The advantage of this tunneling process is that under
certain bias conditions most excitons created in this way
initially have key ~ 0.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we
will present a qualitative analysis of this tunneling pro-
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cess, illustrate its hole-assisted electron resonant tunnel-
ing nature, and compare it with the conventional electron
resonant tunneling process. In Sec. III, we will briefly
review the calculation of conventional electron resonant
tunneling current density. In Sec. IV, we will calculate
the current density of this hole-assisted electron resonant
tunneling process, and the initial transverse momentum
ke distribution of excitons created by this tunneling
process. In Sec. V, we will give a brief summary.

II. QUALITATIVE ANALYSIS

As shown in Fig. 1, our device consists of a p-type
doped Al,Ga;_ As layer, a nondoped GaAs QW, a non-
doped Al,Ga;_,As barrier, and a n-type doped GaAs
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FIG. 1. The band structure of our tunneling device under
forward bias.
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layer. Without bias, the free holes in the p-type doped
Al,Ga;_ As layer can thermally diffuse into the QW,
while the free electrons in the n-type GaAs layer are
blocked by the intrinsic Al,Ga;_,As barrier. As we ap-
ply a positive bias, the free electrons with an energy be-
tween the Fermi energy Ep, and the conduction band
edge Ec, in the n-type GaAs layer approach an exciton
energy level inside the QW, which is lower than the elec-
tron subband energy level by the exciton binding energy
Eex. Then the free electron can tunnel into the QW and
combine with a hole to form an exciton directly. Such
tunneling is resonantly enhanced when the energy of the
initial state (a free electron in the n-type GaAs layer and
a subband hole in the QW) is equal to the energy of the
final state (an exciton in the QW).

Let us derive this two-particle resonant tunneling con-
dition. The initial state is the free electron in the n-type
GaAs layer with a wave vector parallel to the QW plane
k|, and a wave vector perpendicular to the QW plane
ke, and the subband hole inside the QW with a continu-
ous transverse wave vector ky|| and a quantized longitu-
dinal energy Ej,. The final state is the two-dimensional
(2D) exciton, which is characterized by the transverse
momentum Ky in terms of its center of mass, the in-
ternal exciton binding energy Fex, and the longitudinal
energy given by the subband energy levels of electron
E., and hole Ej,. Since the potential barrier is trans-
lationally invariant along the quantum-well plane, the
transverse momentum is conserved, i.e., )

ke + k)| = ke - (1)

However, the transverse kinetic energy is not necessarily
conserved, i.e.,

PR | PPRRy_ PRey _ R 2
+ 2 - oM - 2 7£ 0 ’ ( )
Mh K

2m,

where my,| is the transverse effective mass of subband
hole, M' = m, + my, is the total mass of the 2D exciton,

pu~t=m7? —+—m;|1 is its internal reduced mass, and k., is
determined by the electron velocity relative to the hole:
ke _ ke kp

— . 3
1 Me Mp|| ( )

However the total energy must be conserved, i.e.,
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where V, = V — V,, V is the applied forward bias, and
V4 is the builtin voltage of the p-i-n junction.

Since the energy difference between the hole (electron)
subbands inside the QW is much larger than the kinetic
energy of holes (electrons) in an exciton, we neglect the
probability of hole transition from one subband to an-
other. From the total energy and transverse momentum
conservation, we get the resonant tunneling condition

21,2 2,2
M—‘?—:Eez—Eex—eVa— L .
2me, 2p

(5)

This condition is different from the ordinary resonant
tunneling condition of an electron into the electron sub-
band inside the QW. In that case the transverse momen-
tum conservation and total energy conservation give
27.2
-’?27’:7 — B..—eV,. (6)
This condition implies that all electrons with certain k.,
can resonantly tunnel in no matter what initial trans-
verse momentum k.| they have. Since the resonant tun-
neling into an exciton level is a two-particle problem,
the required k., for an electron to tunnel in depends on
which hole state the electron will combine with to form
an exciton. In other words, k. and kj determine the
required k... Therefore, different initial electron states
could tunnel into the same final exciton state but with
different initial hole states. This results in broader reso-
nant tunneling peak in a current-voltage (I-V) curve (in
comparison with the peak from electron tunneling into
an electronic subband).
As an example, let us consider the upper limit Via.x
and lower limit V,,;, of the effective bias V, at T' = 0 K.
For electron resonant tunneling into an electron level in

the QW,
Vinax = Eez/ea Vinin = (Eez - EFe)/e'

For electron resonant tunneling into an exciton level in
the QW,

Vmax = (Eez - Eez)/e )
V. = (Eez - Eex - EFe - |EFhi)/e if kFe > th (7)
min = (B, — Eex — Ere + Epn + F*(kpn — kre)?/2M] /e if kpe < kpn ,

where Ef. is the electron’s Fermi energy with respect to
the conduction band edge in the n-type GaAs layer, Erp
is the hole’s Fermi energy with respect to the valence
band edge inside the QW, and kpe (kpp) is the Fermi k

vector of electron (hole), i.e., kpe = V2mcEre (krn =
v/2mp||EFr|). Below we only consider the case when
kre > kpn.

From the above equations, we can see that the vari-
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ation range of the bias voltage for the resonant elec-
tron tunneling into the exciton level is (Er. + |EFw|)/e,
while for the resonant tunneling process into the elec-
tron level the variation range of bias is only Er./e. At
low bias regime where eV, < FE., — Eey — EFpe, even
though A%2kZ, /2m. < E., — Ecx — €V, and thus the con-
ventional electron resonant tunneling followed by a sub-
sequent formation of an exciton is forbidden, electron

resonant tunneling into the exciton state is still possible

since an electron can tunnel to combine with a hole mov-
ing laterally in the opposite direction so that the electron-
hole excess transverse kinetic energy A%2k2/2u will add up
with A%k2, /2m, to reach E., + E., — eV,. In this sense,
this process is a hole-assisted electron resonant tunneling,
which creates excitons directly in the QW. It is another
type of assisted tunneling with phonon assisted tunneling
being the most prominent representative. 10

On the other hand, excitons formed under such low
bias have very small transverse momentum, i.e., key) =
ke + kg = 0. The range of k., under bias V, is

\/2M e(Va — Vinin)

0< kex“ < %

Therefore at minimum bias, i.e., V, = Viin, all excitons
created have ke, = 0.

III. CONVENTIONAL ELECTRON RESONANT
TUNNELING

Under a positive bias, when the energy of electron in
the n-type GaAs layer approaches an electron subband
inside the QW, an electron can resonantly tunnel through
the barrier into the electron level of the QW. This tunnel-
ing process can be treated as a transition from an initial
state [i) = |k, kez) to a final state |f) = |k'¢, Ee.).!?
According to Fermi’s golden rule, the tunneling proba-
bility is

27
P = 7 |Mc(ke:)|* (2m) 6(ke — K'ep)
h

21.2
x6 (’;L _E..+ ev,,) , (8)

Me

where M, is the tunneling matrix element.

Since the Hamiltonian is time reversible, to get the
matrix element, we consider the reverse process, namely,
when one electron inside the QW tunnels out to the n-
type GaAs layer. Assuming that all the electron states
in the n-type GaAs layer are empty, from Eq. (8) the
electron tunneling-out rate can be expressed as follows:

1 Me

T Bkl | Me(ke2)|? . (9)

Using the WKB approximation, we have calculated the
electron tunneling-out rate in our structure:
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1 ke ( 4 [ome gy

Te | mew _3eVa h2

~(Ve = B)*) (10)

From Egs. (9) and (10), the tunneling matrix element
is

8h2(E.. — eVy)

2 ~Y
(M o) P = B
X exp(—% 2;;;6 [(‘/e - Eez + 6Va)3/2
(Ve Eez>3/21) - (11)

After the electrons resonantly tunnel into the QW,
they either recombine with holes or tunnel back to the
n-type GaAs layer from the QW. From (10), we have es-
timated that the typical tunneling time constant for our
structure is about 50 ps,'? which is much longer than the
typical electron-hole recombination time constant (~ 10
ps) due to the presence of the many holes inside the QW.
Therefore, the electron population inside the QW is very
small, and the tunneling-back current is negligible.

To get the electron resonant tunneling current density
Je, we integrate the tunneling rate over all the initial
electron states in the n-type GaAs layer and the final
electron states in the QW, taking into account the Fermi-
Dirac distribution of electrons in the initial states,!3715
and get

_ emlee|2kBT
¢ onht 2me(Ee, — eV,)

X In{1 + exp [(Ere — Ee. + €Vo)/(ksT)]} . (12)

Using (11), we can find the asymptotic behavior of J,
at the upper and lower limit of the bias V,. When V,
approaches its upper limit Viyax = Fe. /e, the z-direction
velocity fike,/me of electrons that satisfy the resonant
tunneling condition is proportional to (E., —eV,)/2, and
thus goes to zero. Therefore J,, which is proportional
to k.., also approaches zero as (Vijax — Va)'/2. When
V. approaches its lower limit Vipin = (Ee, — Ere)/e at
T = 0 K, the number of electrons, which can tunnel into
the QW, goes to zero as a function of V, —Vi,;,. Therefore
Je, which is proportional to the number of electrons that
can tunnel, also approaches zero as V;, — Viin.

IV. EXCITON FORMATION BY
HOLE-ASSISTED
ELECTRON RESONANT TUNNELING

In this case, the initial state is a free electron in the n-
type GaAs layer and a subband hole in the QW, i.e., |i) =
|ke|js kez)|Kn|s Enz), and the final state is a 2D exciton in
the QW, i.e., |f) = |Kex||; Eex; Eez, Enz). From Fermi’s
Golden rule, the tunneling probability is
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2
Pioys = 5 [Mex(ke:)|” (2m)? 8 (ke + knj — keex))

27,2 27,2

X0 (m + g k.,. —E., + Eex + eVa) 3 (13)
2me 2u

where M,y is the tunneling matrix element.

Again, in order to get the matrix element M., we
consider the reverse process, i.e., an exciton in the QW
dissolves into a free electron and a subband hole by the
electron tunneling back from the QW to the n-type GaAs
layer. Assuming that all the electron states in the n-
type GaAs layer are empty, the tunneling-out rate can
be expressed as follows:

1 27 h%k2 A%k2
- = = Mex 2 o —= ~ Va
Tex h | | ( 24 + 2u te
Fes + Box) = dke, — dk (14)
€ez ex 27[' ez (277)2 T

Since the tunneling rate is independent of the initial
exciton’s center of mass transverse motion, we assume
kex)| = 0, or in other words, we move to the exciton’s

|
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center of mass frame.

Next we will use WKB method to estimate the
tunneling-out rate 1/7ex. In a thin QW where the well
width w is equal to or less than the exciton Bohr radius

ap, the 2D approximation for the exciton wave function
inside the QW gives

8 1/2
Yi(r), 2e, 2n) = <7m32)

x exp(—27|/aB) Ye(ze)¥n(zn), (15)

where r) is the electron-hole relative coordinate in the
plane parallel to the QW plane; e(ze) [¢r(21)] is the
confined electron (hole) wave function in the z direction.
It should be pointed out that due to the high hole density
in the QW, the screening effect will modify the simple
hydrogenlike 2D exciton wave function, which has been
neglected in our first-order calculation.

For a high and thin barrier, as the electron tunnels
through the barrier to its right edge, the exciton wave
function can be approximated as

g \1/2
Yi(r), ze = d, zp) = 2 (@) exp(—2r)/aB) Ye(ze = 0) exp(—b/2) P (zn) , (16)

where k(ze) = \/(2me/R%)(Veg — Ee. + €V,), and

4d+/2m.

d
b= 2/0 n(ze)dze = m

x[(v;ff - Eez + eVa)S/z - (‘/Eﬂ" - Eez)s/z]’ (17)

where Vg is the effective barrier height for the electron.
Since the barrier height is increased by the exciton bind-
ing energy Fex and decreased by the Coulomb interaction
between the electron in the barrier and the hole in the
QW, the upper and lower bound for Vg is

V. < Vg < Ve + Eex. (18)

From this bound and Eq. (17), we get the range of b.
For the typical parameters in our structure, i.e., V, ~ 230
meV, E.x ~ 10 meV, and barrier width d ~ 100 A, we
find that Ab/b < 0.3. Therefore the error for exp(—b/2)
is within 15% no matter whether we use the upper or the
lower bound for V,g.

To match both the wave function and its derivative at
ze = d, we also consider the reflected component of the
wave function inside the barrier, which is increasing with
ze (0 < 2z, < d). It is the reflected wave that results in
factor 2 in the right hand side of (16).

After the exciton has dissolved into a free electron in
the n-type doped GaAs layer and a subband hole in the
QW, the wave function becomes

Y5(r)s Ze, 2n) = exp(ik, - r) explike, (ze — d)]¢n(2) ,
(19)

where k, is the electron-hole relative transverse momen-
tum.

We match the in-barrier wave function v;(r, ze, zn)
with a linear combination of the outgoing wave function
Y#(r||, ze, 2n) at the boundary of the barrier and the n-
type GaAs layer:

bi(r, 7o = dy zn) = /A(kr)zﬁf(r”,ze — d, zn)dk, , (20)

From this equation, we get

8ap

Ak,) =2
() =2 T at k2o

Ye(ze = 0) exp(—b/2) .
(21)

The tunneling rate is

= = [lage)r e a,

Tex me

(Bap)® 4 g Mhex g 22
_/27r(4+a23k£)3 wexp( 2 me (22)

By comparing Egs. (14) and (22), we get the matrix

element
28(2m)2a2 AAK2,

Sl Sl At A =2 -b) . 23
m2w(4 + a}k2)3 exp(~b) (23)

IMeX(kr)lz =
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Note that k., and k, are related by the resonant tunnel-
ing condition (5).

Before finishing the derivation of the tunneling current,
we need to outline the classification of formed excitons.
Due to electron-hole exchange interaction, noninteract-
ing QW exciton should be described in terms of the z-
component of its total angular momentum, rather than
the individual z-components of the electron and hole an-
gular momentum. However, the hole spin-orbital inter-
action combined with QW confinement effect results in
a mixing of light-hole (LH) and heavy-hole (HH) exci-
ton states with different z components of exciton angu-
lar momentum!® (compare with a similar mixing of HH
and LH states of a QW hole when k| # 0)'7. But we
may still classify excitonic states in terms of LH and HH
excitons at small k., where the mixing of LH and HH
states is small.

The electron-hole exchange interaction (of both short-
range exchange interaction and longitudinal transverse
splitting!®) splits the QW LH and HH exciton levels into
four close sublevels each.'® Of the total eight sublevels,
six correspond to the excitons in a mixed state, with
both spin singlet and spin triplet parts. These excitons
can relax to k.. = 0 by phonon scattering and then ra-
diatively decay. Excitons at the other two sublevels (one
for LH and one for HH excitons) are paraexcitons (i.e.,
their spin states are pure triplets). Paraexcitons are not
radiatively active, so they are first converted into opti-
cally active excitons (by means of exciton-exciton and
exciton-free carrier interaction) and then radiatively de-
cay. One-quarter of the total created LH and HH excitons
are paraexcitons.

An alternative scenario for both types of excitons is for
them to dissolve into a free electron and a subband hole
by the electron tunneling back to the n-type GaAs layer
from the QW. We have estimated that the typical exciton
lifetime set by the back-tunneling process is about 50 ps,
which is much longer than the typical exciton conversion,
relaxation, and radiative recombination lifetime (~ 10
ps). Therefore, the exciton population inside the QW is
negligibly small, and the net exciton tunneling current is
approximately given by the forward tunneling current.

To get the total tunneling current density Jex into
one exciton level, we integrate the tunneling rate over
all possible combinations of initial and final states, tak-
ing into account the Fermi-Dirac distribution of electrons
Je(ke||; kez) and holes fp(kp|, Epz) in the initial states,
and get

Me |MeX(kr)|2
T = i / dk, / diky 5 =t

X fe(Kejjs kez) fr(kn|; Enz) - (24)

In Eq. (24), we can change the integration variable
from k| and kp|| to ke and k, by expressing k| and
k| in terms of key and k,. Since the integrand only
depends on the magnitudes of key| and k,, and the angle
0 between k.. and k,, we simplify Eq. (24) to
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_ Me lMeX(kr)lz
Jex = /kex” dkex“/k,. dk,./d9 Py ™

Xfe(kex“7 kr1 0) fh(kex|]7 kra 0) .

(25)

Before we calculate Jox numerically, let us estimate
the peak value of J.x as compared to that of J.. Since
k. ~ 1/ap, from Eq. (23), we have |Mcx|? ~ 2ma%| M,|%.
From Eq. (25), we get

Jex ~ 2ma% Np Je . (26)
Where Nj is the 2D hole density inside the QW. For
ma% Np ~ 0.1, the ratio of Jex over J. is about 0.2.
Hence J.y is comparable in magnitude with J,.

Figure 2 shows the calculated tunneling current den-
sity as a function of the effective bias V, for T = 0 K and
T = 4 K. The QW is 50 A wide, and the Alg3Gag 7As
barrier is 100 A wide. The 1s HH exciton binding en-
ergy E. in the QW is about 12 MeV.?° The electron
Fermi level in the n-type GaAs layer is 3 MeV above
the conduction band edge, and the hole Fermi level in
the QW is 1 MeV below the first hole subband edge in
the QW, corresponding to ma% Nj ~ 0.08. The second
current peak represents the normal resonant tunneling of
electrons into the first electron subband in the QW. The
first current peak corresponds to the resonant tunneling
into the 1s HH-exciton level below the first electron sub-
band. We have neglected the fine structure of exciton
tunneling current due to the exciton level splitting, since

30000
25000 |-
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15000 |

J (A/m?)

10000 -

5000 |

8 IR SO S |

5000 Lo o 40 .
0.055 0.06 0.065 0.07

0.075

Va (V)

FIG. 2. Numerically calculated tunneling current density
as a function of bias at 7' = 0 K (dashed line) and T = 4 K
(solid line).
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the splitting is quite small. From Fig. 2, we see that the
ratio of the peak value of J., over that of J. is about
0.25 at T = 0 K. The width of J.x is slightly broader
than the width of J., which agrees with our qualitative
prediction from the resonant tunneling condition. Figure
2 also shows that at finite temperature, Jox has a tail in
the low bias side, meanwhile its peak value decreases.
We can estimate the asymptotic behavior of J.x on the
upper and lower limit of the bias V, using (24). When
V, approaches its upper limit Vipax = (Eez — Fex)/e,
the z-direction velocity Ake./me of electrons which can
tunnel in, approaches zero since it is proportional to
(Vmax — Va)l/z. Since k, < \/ZN(Eez — Eox — eV,)/ Rk,
also goes to zero. This means electrons can only com-
bine with holes with same lateral velocity to form exci-
tons. Both restrictions lead to the asymptotic behavior
Jex ~ (Vmax - Va)s/z'

On the other hand, when V, approaches its lower limit
[Eq. (7)] at T = 0 K, both the number of electrons and
holes which can combine to form excitons approaches
zero as V, — Viin. Besides, the total transverse momen-
tum of electron-hole pair also goes to zero because the
energy conservation only allows small k. Therefore,

Jex"’{

The extra factor (V, — Vinin)'/? at k. < kpp, appears be-

if kFe > th

(Va - V’min)2
ifkpe < kpp -

(Va, _ Vmin)s/z (27)

0.9

T T T T T

07 |

f(kex /i )

03 [
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cause the z-component velocity of tunneling electrons is
proportional to (Vipax — Va)/2 in this case. The asymp-
totic behavior of Jey is different from that of J. due to
its two-particle nature.

From Eq. (25), we can easily get the initial transverse
k-vector (kex|) distribution f(kex)) of excitons formed by
hole-assisted electron resonant tunneling before thermal-

ization
ky | Mex(ky)[?

f(kexll) & kex” /dkr k

X /da .fe(kex||7k1"9) fh(keX”’E""o) * (28)

Figure 3 shows the initial exciton ke, distribution f (key))
under two different bias at ' = 4 K. We can see that
at lower bias (dashed line), more excitons are formed
with smaller transverse momentum. As we know, ex-
citons with small Akey have a large spatial coherence,
leading to superradiative decay.* For example, for exci-
tons with key < 3 X 10”7 m~?!, have a spatial coherence
radius of 300 A and their radiative decay rate is one or-
der of magnitude larger than the exciton without spatial
coherence.?? Figure 4 shows the percentage of excitons
created with spatial coherence radius larger than 300 A.
At T = 0 K, the percentage increases to 100% at low
enough bias, while at T = 4 K the percentage is satu-
rated at about 50% under low bias.

Unfortunately, the superradiative decay of excitons
with spatial coherence radius larger than 300 A is still
slower than the rapid thermalization due to the phonon

T T T
100 -‘ 7]
L
80 -
]
o0
8 60
= L
Q
Q
5 -
=¥ Pem~cmena
40
20
0 I . P B s 1 A .
0.054 0.056 0.058 0.06 0.062
Va (V)

FIG. 3. The transverse k-vector distribution of QW exci-
tons formed by hole-assisted electron resonant tunneling at
T = 4 K under two bias: V, = 0.054V (dashed line) and

Vo = 0.061V (solid line).

FIG. 4. The percentage of excitons created by hole-assisted
electron resonant tunneling with key(3 x 10'm~ ' at T =0
(solie line) and T = 4 K (dashed line).
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scattering and free carrier scattering at 7' = 4 K. In or-
der to make the superradiative decay of most created
excitons beat their thermalization process at T' = 4 K,
the bias has to be extremely low and consequently the
tunneling current is also very small.

V. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have demonstrated a resonant tunnel-
ing process: the direct creation of QW excitons through
hole-assisted electron resonant tunneling. The current
density of this tunneling process is on the same order
of magnitude as the conventional electron resonant tun-
neling current density. However, the two-particle nature
of this tunneling process makes it different from the or-
dinary one-particle (electron, hole or exciton) tunneling
process in both the resonant tunneling condition, and the
asymptotic behavior in the upper and lower limit of the
bias.

H. CAO, G. KLIMOVITCH, G. BJORK, AND Y. YAMAMOTO 52

In addition to its own interest as a physical process,
the direct creation of QW excitons by hole-assisted elec-
tron resonant tunneling can be utilized to make an elec-
trical current driven excitonic optoelectronic device and
to explore excitonic cavity quantum electrodynamics.?!.
It would be interesting to investigate the possibility of
observing in an electrically pumped p-i-n junction de-
vice the cavity QED effects of the low-Q regime, such as
increased spontaneous emission coupling efficiency, de-
creased threshold or thresholdless laser, and cavity en-
hanced superradiant decay,! and effects of the high-Q
regime, such as vacuum Rabi-splitting, reversible spon-
taneous emission, and nonlinear dressed biexcitons.?3:24

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

We would like to thank Professor W. Harrison for stim-
ulating discussions.

* Also with NTT Basic Research Laboratories, Atsugishi,
Kanagawa, Japan.

Y. Yamamoto, S. Machida, K. Igeta, and Y. Horikoshi, in
Coherence and Quantum Optics VI, edited J. H. Eberly, L.
Mandel, and E. Wolf (Plenum, New York, 1989), p. 1249.

2 H. Yokoyama, K. Nishi, T. Anan, Y. Nambu, S. D. Brorson,
E. P. Ippen, and M. Suzuki, Opt. Quantum Electron. 24,
S245 (1992).

3 D. L. Huffaker, J. Shin, and D. G. Deppe, Electron. Lett.
30, 1946 (1994).

* E. Hanamura, Phys. Rev. B 38, 1228 (1988).

5 H. Schneider, J. Wagner, and K. Ploog, Phys. Rev. B 48,
11051 (1993).

8 R. Ferreira, P. Rolland, P. Roussignol, C. Delalande, and
A. Vinattieri, Phys. Rev. B 45, 11782 (1992).

"1. Lawrence, S. Haacke, H. Mariette, W. W. Riihle, H.
Ulmer-Tuffigo, J. Cibert, and G. Feuillet, Phys. Rev. Lett.
73, 2131 (1994).

8 H. Cao, G. Klimovitch, G. Bjérk, and Y. Yamamoto, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 75, 1146 (1995).

9 A. Celeste, L. A. Cury, J. C. Portal, M. Allovon, K. D.
Maude, L. Eaves, M. Davies, M. Heath, and M. Maldonado,
in Resonant Tunneling in Semiconductors, edited by L. L.
Chang, E. E. Mendez, and C. Tejedor (Plenum, New York,
1991), p. 183.

10 E. V. Anda and F. Flores, in Resonant Tunneling in Semi-
conductors (Ref. 9), p. 193.

11 3. Bardeen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 6, 57 (1961).

12 G. Garcia Calderén, in Resonant Tunneling in Semicon-

ductors (Ref. 9), p. 297.

13 P, Guéret and C. Rossel, in Resonant Tunneling in Semi-
conductors (Ref. 9), p. 71.

14 R. Wessel, Resonant Tunneling in Semiconductors (Ref. 9),
p- 95.

15 B. Vinter and F. Chevoir, in Resonant Tunneling in Semi-
conductors (Ref. 9), p. 201.

16 K. Leo, in Optics of Semiconductor Nanostructures, edited
by F. Henneberger, S. Schmitt-Rink, and E. O. Goébel
(Akademia-Verlag, GmbH, Berlin, 1993), p. 132.

7 C. Weisbuch and B. Vinter, Quantum Semiconductor
Structures (Academic Press, Boston, 1991), and Ref. 87
therein.

'8 G. Fishman, Solid State Commun. 27, 1097 (1978).

1% R. J. Elliot, Phys. Rev. 124, 340 (1961).

20 L. C. Andreani and A. Pasquarello, Phys. Rev. B 42, 8928
(1990).

21Y. Yamamoto and R. E. Slusher, Phys. Today 46 (6), 66
(1993).

22 G. Bjork, J. Jacobson, S. Pau, and Y. Yamamoto, Phys.
Rev. B 50, 17336 (1994).

23 C. Weisbuch, M. Nishioka, A. Ishikawa, and Y. Arakawa,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 69, 3314 (1992).

24Y. Yamamoto, F. Matinaga, S. Machida, A. Karlsson,
J. Jacobson, G. Bjork, and T. Mukai, J. Phys. (France)
IT 3, 39 (1993); J. Jacobson, H. Cao, S. Pau, G. Bjork, and
Y. Yamamoto, Phys. Rev. A 51, 2542 (1995); S. Pau, G.
Bjork, J. Jacobson, H. Cao, and Y. Yamamoto, Phys. Rev.
B 51, 14437 (1995).



