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This paper is an investigation of the properties of excitonic matter in a superstrong magnetic field.
The binding energy of an excitonic molecule is first calculated as a function of the magnetic field. The
molecule is found to be bound relative to two excitons and so is expected to occur when the
electron-hole concentration is small. When the electron-hole concentration is large, a new phase
consisting of a two-dimensional van der Waals “solid” of electron-hole cylinders is proposed—analogous
to situations at the surface of neutron stars. The binding energy of these cylinders is calculated for the
case that the electron and hole have equal isotropic masses.

I. INTRODUCTION

This paper is stimulated by recent progress
made in (i) matter on neutron stars, (ii) electron-
hole drops. The electron-hole drop is the con-
densed phase obtained when a high-intensity laser
is shone on a semiconductor crystal such as Ge.

It is now believed that this condensed phase is a
plasma of electrons and holes! (though there are
still some who believe that this might be a molecu-
lar solid?) that form metallic droplets inside the
semiconductor. The question that I am interested
in here is what happens when a magnetic field is
applied to these drops. When the magnetic field

is small, nothing drastic is expected to happen (by
that I mean that all that the B field does is to pro-
duce a small perturbation on the ground state);
however, an interesting possibility arises when the
magnetic energy becomes comparable to the exci-
tonic energy. Then it is conceivable that major
structural change can occur in the electron-hole
fluid.

A similar problem arises in the investigation of
matter on top of neutron stars where a super-
strong magnetic field is present. In such cases
Ruderman? has predicted that a new phase of mat-
ter may exist in which chains of atoms form a
two-dimensional solid. These chains consist of
nuclei arranged at periodic intervals with the elec-
trons spread in cylinders around them. The Kki-
netic energy of the electrons in these cylinders is
much less than that in the atomic case due to the
delocalization of the electrons in the z direction.
On the other hand, as contrasted with the case of
the atom, there is no sacrifice in the potential en-
ergy because here, as the electron goes away from
one positive charge center and loses its potential
energy relative to it, it approaches the next one on
the chain and regains a comparable amount of po-
tential energy.

The cylinders so formed can then attract each
other and form a two-dimensional van der Waals
“solid.” Such a phase is believed to exist for mag-

s

netic fields of the order of 10'¢ G; Ruderman also
pointed out that because of the large dielectric con-
stants and small effective masses in semiconduc-
tors the critical field in those cases could just be
about 108-10" G. However, in his calculation
Ruderman made heavy use of the fact that the pro-
ton mass is much heavier than the electron mass.
In a typical semiconductor, the electron and hole
mass are approximately equal, and the direct
Coulomb potential that gives rise to Ruderman’s
binding goes to zero when the electron mass be-
comes equal to the hole mass. His calculation is
therefore not applicable in the present situation.
Another source of binding can come from ex-
change; from the exclusion principle the electrons
tend to stay away from each other and thus this
exchange Coulomb term can contribute a certain
amount to the binding.

It is the purpose of this paper to investigate how
much binding this exchange term can provide.

The organization of the paper is as follows: the
binding energy of an excitonic molecule is first
calculated in a superstrong magnetic field by the
vibrational method. These molecules should exist
in the “excitonic matter” at low densities. The de-
tails of this calculation are presented in Secs. II-
IV where the effect of the exchange is emphasized.
The binding energy of the excitonic cylinders is
next estimated. The various physical aspects of
this new state and its possible detection are dis-
cussed in Secs. V-VII.

In this paper a model calculation will be per-
formed. The model assumes one electron band
and one hole band with equal masses. It is also
assumed that all the spins are lined up because of
the magnetic field. The latter assumption may
not be exactly correct in the case of Ge, but its
effects can be easily incorporated and will not
affect our qualitative conclusions about the exis-
tence of the electron-hole-liquid cylinders. A
second paper which applies this calculation to
germanium is being prepared.

In doing the calculation, the field strength I
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9 “EXCITONIC” MATTER IN A SUPERSTRONG MAGNETIC FIELD

have assumed is such that the magnetic energy is
comparable to an exciton rydberg but smaller

than the ordinary rydberg. With such a field
strength one does not expect the basic band struc-
ture to change very much since the magnetic ener-
gy is of the order of an meV (the exciton rydberg
in Ge is 3.6 meV) whereas the typical pseudopo-
tential well depth is of the order of a Ry. One
could also question whether there would be some
sort of structural phase transition as the magnetic
field is applied if the difference in energy between
the two places is very small. In the absence of
detailed calculation, it is of course impossible to
answer the question definitely. But such a situa-
tion seems rather unlikely, and since nobody has
ever observed it in the materials that we shall be
interested in (Ge for example), we shall, there-
fore, assume that no such phase transitions occur.
Also, no magnetic breakthrough can occur because
the band gap of Ge is of the order of 0.56 eV, where
as the excitonic rydberg is 3.6 meV.

II. VARIATIONAL WAVE FUNCTION

In this section, I shall propose the form of the
variational wave function. The system of interest
consists of two electrons and two holes with equal
masses. Whereas in the atomic case the binding
energy is only reduced by a factor of 4 when the
hole mass becomes equal to the electron mass,
from previous calculations*® the molecular binding
is reduced by a factor of 100 in the corresponding
limit. Calculation of binding of “ordinary mole-
cules” (i.e., hole mass much larger than electron
mass) under strong magnetic fields has been done
by Kadomtsev.® We expect intuitively that this
binding energy will correspondingly be reduced
dramatically when the electron mass is set equal
to the hole mass. In the zero-magnetic-field case
the spin wave function is antisymmetric so that the
spatial wave function is symmetric, and one can
say that there is some kind of “bond” between the
two “atoms.” The excitonic molecule remains
bound as the electron-hole mass ratio goes from
0 to 1. Inthe high-B-field case, all the spins are
lined up. The spin wave function is symmetric
and the space wave function is then antisymmetric;
the atoms are, so to speak, in an “antibonding”
orbital. Whereas when the hole mass is very
heavy, they can still be bound due to the large
quadrupole moment of each atom, such moments
vanish when the electron and hole mass become
equal. Intuitively therefore, one would doubt very
much whether the system would be bound relative
to two excitons. Were it ot for the exchange
terms, such would indeed be the case, as we shall
learn at the end of this calculation.

If the B field is fairly large, we expect the
four particles to move around in circles in the
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lowest Landau level. In order to extremize the
potential energy, they should move in orbits of
the same radius and stay right on top of each
other. The above reasoning therefore suggests
that we should choose our trial function as Landau
orbitals with the same center. Let us denote the
electron coordinates by the subscripts 1 and 2 and
the hole coordinates by the subscripts 3 and 4.
The Landau wave functions can be represented in
cylindrical coordinates by the set

wn,m,kz = e'C/ZglmI/Zw(g) eime pikez , (2. 1)
where z/ict = eBp? and the energy E is given by
_eBR a0y, TR
Epn m ks e (n+ 2] m| =im+1)+ T (2.2)
and
w(®)=F(=n, |m] +1, 0 (2.2a)

is the appropriately normalized hypergeometric
function.

The wave function ¢, ,, ,, describes an electron
state moving around the origin with a mean radius

r=(2m+1)"?%, , (2.2b)
where
po=(fic/eB)"?, (2.3)

and a momentum in the z direction equal to %, .
Note that the energy (2. 2) is independent of |m!.
As the Coulomb interaction is turned on, it is
found that this Coulomb energy becomes bigger as
m increases and so the smallest possible m con-
sistent with the exclusion principle should be
chosen. From the introduction we know that the
spatial wave function has to be antisymmetric.
The above reasoning suggests the following form
for the wave function:

= [um=1(—\’1)um=o(xz) - um:l(XZ)um:D(xl)]
X [um=1(X3)llm=0(X4) - um:l(x4)um=0(x3)]

X v(X X2X3X4) (2.4)

where

u,(x) = e 408 pm gimoy (o) (2.5)

(the z dependence has to be different because the
wave function has to be localized in the case of a
bound state); v is symmetric with respect to the
interchange of variables 1, 2 and 3, 4 and essen-
tially takes into account the correlation effects
that enter. As is mentioned, the maximum cor-
relation in p is to have the orbits sitting on top of
each other, and this has already been taken into
account. Also, the maximum correlation in &
would be to have the electrons (holes) sitting on
opposite ends of the diameter of the circular orbit;
the latter being fixed by the magnetic field. This
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has also been taken into account by the Hartree-
Fock-type term multiplying v in (2. 3).% v thus
depends only on z. The choice of v is guided by
the work of Hylleras and Ore.” Specifically, I
choose .

v(z) =exp (- als |z |> eBlaveazgegl

i=1

(2.6)

where ¢ and B are the variational parameters.
Note the symmetry with respect to the variables
1,2 and 3,4. The first factor on the right-hand
side of (2.6) localizes all the particles around the
origin, while the second factor tries to keep the
electrons and holes closer to each other than to
members of their own species.

We thus finally arrive at the following wave func-
tion:

4
¥ =Nexp (_ a E lz,l)e‘“'v'z"s"d
i=1
. 2,2 2,2 ; 02/ 452
X (ewlpl P14 8-92/400 - ewapze 02/490)

i 027802 -p2/4p2 i 02/4,2 _.2/4.2
X (e'%3pg €773/ 400 ¥/ 40 — oio4p, ¢4/ 40 o70F ¥ )
(2.7

N here is the normalization constant. Note also
that for the ease of calculation we have included
only the leading term in w(p) [see Eq. (2.1)] in
(2.7).

III. ALGEBRAIC DETAILS

In this section the detail of the calculation of
(@I H1¥) will be presented. The result of this cal-
culation will be presented in the next section. We
have

(3.1)

(3.2a)

i-h‘_z[l.i(p. a_>+ # 1 o
; mLp; 8p; \'" py 8z " pZoag?

iel 9 e2H? 2]
~2me? 5, t M) (3.2b)
~ e, _% 1, éj=12 or 34
V_,Z;; Iri—;fjl » €T )-1, otherwise .
(3.3)
We split H, into two parts :
4 52
Hy=22 Hi+231——5 . (3.4)
i=1 i 9z

(We have changed to atomic units so that #%/2m=1.)
Appendix A shows that, just as in the free-electron
case, (W H'14)=2(E%w,) = Hw,, Where w, is the cy-
clotron frequency defined by w, = eB/mc. The cal-
culations of (¥12; 8%/822|¥) is straightforward but
tedious. First, the normalization of the z part of
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the wave function, N,, is obtained from the condi-

tion
4

NE fe-ZaEIxil o 2Bleyraor eyl Hdz,. =1. (3.5)
i=1
Because of the absolute values in the exponent,
the regions of integration have to be split up for
every possible sign of the exponent. After some
tedious but straightforward arithmetic we obtain
the result

NZ= 1
* 6(A;+Ay, +B;)+8(A,+B,) +2I,) ’

(3.6)

1 1 1 1
A= 2(a-p) (8(01-8)(01 +B)? 32(a-/3)012-32a2)’

P 1
17 640° (@ +B)’

1

A= 32a%(a+B)’

(3.7

P ( 1 1 >
2" 2(a-p) \8(a+p)°  64a%/°

1
12803 +p)’

1
L= Totap® -

B,

The value of ($12}.,98%/32%|¢) is calculated in a
similar manner as the normalization integral, and
we obtain

4
o2
(¥| 22 8—?|¢>=N52013(3A1‘3A1a"331
i=1 925
+2A,-2B,+I)+a?+ 3. (3.8)

Lastly, we turn our attention to (¢| V|3 ) which
can be expressed as a sum of a direct term plus
an exchange term, viz.,

O V] 9)= Ve + Vg

2
ler=_flum=l(1)|2 I“mx(z)’a %3‘ UI 2

(3.9)

—f‘um=0(1)‘2|um=c(3)|zi'l’lz, (3.10)
73

2
V== uf(3)uy(3) —e—z¢1(4)u:(4)va
V34

2 .
- fur(Z)ul(l) Vﬁlzua(Z)u;(l)vz . (3.11)

Note that in the direct term, what is left is just the
“self-energy” term between the electrons and the
holes in the same states. The exchange terms, of
course, are only effective between particles of the
same species. The interaction potential can be ex-
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pressed in a separable form in cylindrical coor-
dinates as®

©

1 _3 f” im(g, ~¢ q)
=7l 7 E A dke'™ 1793 cosk(z, - z,)
m (kp<)Km(kP>) . (3.12)

J

; 2e
(1) _
Vdir__

1n2(a + 3)P1m
(B+3a)?

2a(a+l3 (a+B)

2 T m
= {(- Py P Indap;, = 45(a® - B In2p;n(cr + ) + 8a%(a - B)

(a+p)

This expression is substituted into (3.10) and (3.11)
and the resulting integration carried out. The
arithmetic turns out to be rather complicated; one
obtains

_ (2
Vair = Vair + Vi

Indap;,
(B +3a{)2

n1n4apm) _11_( 1 _
20(B +3a)

- ety  L¥ler o), iz ) )

a+h

Pom = ﬁpo s Pim= Po>

n< 1 1 1 1 )}
8(a+B)3 2a(a+ P2 40X a+P) 4aa-B) 2ala-p? (a-pPia+p/f’
]
Ep=- <1n 91)2 4.1)
T md \Tp ) '

Vex=— fl_ei [- z + T
ex u 8a(a+B) ~ 8aZ(a -B)

* % <_ (B+13oz)2 " (a +IB)2>] :

We can now go ahead and try to minimize the
total energy as a function of o and B. Since the
expression for the energy is algebraically rather
complicated, the minimization is not done explicit-
ly but is rather done by means of the computer.
The expression for the energy is evaluated for a
range of values of ¢ and 8 and the minimum is ob-
tained by inspection. The result of this calcula-
tion is presented in the next section where its sig-
nificance is also discussed.

1V. BINDING ENERGY OF THE MOLECULE

The results of the binding of the molecules are
presented in Table I for both the case with ex-
change and that with the exchange term excluded.
Note that the parameter that we use instead of B
is the ratio of the cyclotron radius to the Bohr ra-
dius, viz.,

I L(E&)"az 4.9x10°
ap eB B2

One thing is immediately obvious from the table.
The exchange term is very important! It caused
the molecule to be about twice as bound as it would
be without the exchange.

Ruderman?® has shown that in the extreme-high-
field limit the binding energy of an atom goes as

Calling the molecular binding energy E,,, a plot of
E, vs p is shown in Fig. 1. The points fall rough-
ly on a straight line, suggesting that the binding of
the molecule depends on the magnetic field strength
B roughly as

E,= - a(lnB)? (4.2)

The next question concerns the stability of the
molecule against its decay into two excitons. The
binding energy of the hydrogen atom in a strong
B field has been calculated by Cohen et al.%° us-
ing a variational method. However, the binding
energy of the exciton is not just half that of the
atom. Indeed, in the high-B-field limit, one ex-
pects the binding energy of the exciton to be

a n? 2(%
EY=——>1n (—i) (4.3)
* pa \p/’
TABLE I. Binding energy of the molecule as a func-

tion of the B field (p,/a,=4.9%10*/B'/? where B is in G)
with and without exchange. Note that the binding energy
is expressed in terms of the ordinary rydberg, not the
exciton rydberg.

/@y E(Ry) (- E)'72
Without exchange
0.1 -3.6 1.89
0.05 -6.119 2.5
0.01 -18.5 4.3
0.001 -59.3 7.7
With exchange

0.1 —6.60 2.6
0.05 -10.9 3.3
0.01 —-28.9 5.4
0.001 -80.9 9.0
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FIG. 1. Binding energy of the excitonic molecule with

exchange (O), without exchange (x), and that of two ex-
citons (+). The latter is estimated according to Sec. V,
using the values of Cohen et al. (Ref. 9). The straight
lines are arbitrarily drawn between the points to illus-
trate that they roughly behave linearly (but not quite—as
is seen in the deviation).

where af,, the exciton Bohr radius, is twice that
of the atom. u here is the effective mass and is
equal to tm.

Thus in this approximation

2 2
EW = % miag (ln2 +In ‘-‘pl) (4.4)
[and not just as (%#%/2ma?) In¥(ay/p)].

For a field strength B=2.4x10'! G (correspond-
ing to p,=0.1). Cohen et al.® obtained a value 8.25
Ry for their binding energy of hydrogen whereas
formula (4.1) gives a value of —=10.12 Ry. This
suggests that formula (4. 3) is not exactly appli-
cable to the region of field strength in which we
have calculated the binding energy of the molecule,
but it suggests the following estimate. We take
Cohen, Lodenquai, and Ruderman’s binding ener-
gy in Ry, divide it by 2 Ry and subtract In2 from
its square root, and then square it. Since we are
interested in two excitons, the above result has to
be multiplied by 2. We find that the total binding of
two excitons for the case p,=0.1 (corresponding to
B=2.4x10' G) to be — 3.6 Ry. This value is small-
er than our binding energy which is —6.61 Ry.
Cohen et al.!® have only done the calculation for a
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limited value of the B field. Our estimate using
his results is shown in Fig. 1. As is seen, the
binding energy of the molecule without exchange is
so close to that of two excitons that it is not possi-
ble to say that the molecules (without exchange) are
bound. On the other hand, it is fairly obvious that
the molecules are bound relative to two excitons
when the effect of exchange is included.

V. ELECTRON-HOLE CYLINDER-THE TRIAL WAVE

FUNCTION

In Secs. II-IV we have calculated the binding
energy of an excitonic molecule in a magnetic
field, and we find that even though the exchange
does increase the binding, it does not change the
logarithmic dependence of the binding energy on
the magnetic field. In this section we shall in-
vestigate what happens in the high-density limit
and what role the exchange plays in this case.

As contrasted with the low density case, it will be
found that the binding energy has a power-law de-
pendence on the strength of the magnetic field,
viz., Ex B¥3,

Suppose we ignore the Coulomb interaction.
Then the ground state of such a system is just the
Hartree-Fock wave function of the Landau wave
functions described in Eq. (2.1). The levels are
filled in the usual manner; i.e., one first takes
k, =0 and starts filling up all the m states until one
reaches a 7, such that p,, =(2mpe, + 1) V2py equals
the sample size; thenonegoes toahigher &,, and soon.
When the Coulomb interaction is included, it turns
out that the exchange interaction is essentially pro-
portional to 1/m, so that it might be more profit-
able to sacrifice some kinetic energy and gain
more potential energy by going to a smaller m,,
and a larger k. In this way one will have cylin-
drical electron-hole drops, the radii of which can
be tuned by a B field.

To be more precise then, the wave function we
are proposing is

v(e, p, z) =det(P%(p, ¥, 2))

o 1" 1 (s

m=1l k=0 \M

: 2,2 . 1
X gimei gne-pi/bg ezkz; _,_] .
P VI

Our task is to find (¥ |H! ¢) and determine what
M . and kg should be for a magnetic field of
strength B. We shall come back and discuss the
suitability of this wave function after the calcula-
tion.

VI. ALGEBRAIC DETAIL

We shall follow the calculation in Sec. III and
shall use the same notation with the generalization
that particle indices ¢ now runs from 1 to » instead
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of from 1to0 2, We have a cylinder of N electrons
and N holes spread out in mg,, shells of increasing
radius, each shell has N, electrons (holes) so that
the total number of electrons (holes) N is equal to
N;Xmy,,. From Sec. III and Appendix A, we have
W|H'|¥)=2NX Yhw, = Niw, . (6.1)
The evaluation of (|2 8%/82%|9) is much easier.
One just proceeds as in the free-electron theory
and finally obtains the energy per electron (hole)
(see Appendix B for details):
4ar® 7% [p, \?
el () -

" (6.2)

The total kinetic energy is that due to the elec-
trons and the holes and is therefore 2E ,'dn, i.e.,

_8r* n? (B_Q_)a
B3 o\ ) -3
where
L v2 L
=S r oy 2 .4
! N, 2p0; N’ (6.4)

¥ = (2Mpae+1) %0, .

We next turn our attention to the potential energy
terms

W V[9) = Vg + Vo (6.5)

As indicated, they can again be decomposed as a
sum of a direct and an exchange term. Here

Vm=—ezzflw,ﬁ(n!ZLIw;(Z)Izdr,drz,
- "2 (6.6)

Va==26 I [bnD850(2) 50, D, 2).

mky

The factor of 2 that appears in V,, is due to the
fact that there are contributions from both the elec-
tron-electron and the hole-hole terms. We shall
first concentrate on the exchange term because,
as it turns out, it is the only term of importance
here.
Using Eq. (3.12) we have
2 j‘ . .
- - 2 2 Z2>, i(py=0 o) (m mg+m)
Vex 2"%1 lekleéké o %T e rtem
make
2 2,2 .. _ N
X (plpa)mpmz&l e-(pppa)/apo et (21-22) (Ry=k)
X cosk(z, = z,) I,(kp ) K,(kps)

Xde,dp,dz,dz,dp, dp,dk . (6.8)

Here

N = —]:__ )1/2 (6 9)
mk "~ an!(Zp(z))"”l .
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is the normalization constant. Using the fact that

[ due™cosub=n[6(x+b)+6(x—b)],  (6.10)

we can do both the z and the ¢ integration, arriving
at the following expression for V,, :

_ 2 5 ar2 2

V. =-L167 maN’"l"lN’"zkz

maky

X f( pyp) M2 g7 ohord)/ 268 dp, dp,

X Iy B = Bel 0 O Kooy (| By = ol ) -
(6.11)
L here is the total length of the cylinder.

Let us write

Vex=Va+ Vg, (6.12)

where V, is the contribution from those terms for
which m; =m, and V, is from those terms with m,
# My,

The small expansion for I,(x)K,(x) will be used,
in particular Ij(x)Ky(x) =~ — In(x) as x=0. With this
simplification, the k integral can be easily done,
and we have

462 m+
Va= =N 2N}, f( p1p2)*™!
x ¢ ofeod/aed g dpz(ln 2—’;"—1 - 2) . (6.13)
Here

~ L _ 2 )1/2
l= Nl ’ Nm’((ng)nwlm!

After some tedious algebra we obtain an approxi-
mate formuia for Vv, !,

2
VA=2N[¥ In fz;” - fl—z— (e- (Zf;) )] . (6.15)

(6.14)

From Appendix B, we have

ea
Vg=-72Na , (6.16)
where o is of the order of unity. Thus

2 ‘/_2— 2
Vex= 2N (—z'ie—ln l"‘r —el_

(0.4+o¢)) . (6.17)

Vars as it turns out, is also much smaller.
In fact,

2 2 2
Vdir :z 8TLN :kf(Pxpa)zm’l e-(91+pz)/2ﬂ0dpl dpg

mk

© 1/2

Xf dk cosk(z, = z,)dz,dz,
0 -1/2

XIo(kp<)Ko(kp>) . (6.18)

Since there is only one sum over % (those electron-



3444 S.

hole terms for which &, # k, are zero because the

corresponding contribution from the electron-elec-

tron terms exactly cancels it out), this term

should be 1/N, times smaller than the exchange

terms.

Collecting (6.5), (6.11), (6.15), (6.16), and

(6.18), we finally have

2¢2. V2ur

v=2 Tll’l 7

_el—zx(0.4+a)) . (6.19)

VII. BINDING OF THE ELECTRON-HOLE CYLINDER

From the previous section, the total energy per
unit electron-hole pair can be written as (apart
from N#w,)

E _8n* rt z gl l
Lo B () - (impgr080a)
(7.1)

Minimizing with respect to both / and », we ob-

tain (taking o to be zero)

r=1.1ag( pg/ay)??, (7.2)
1=0.58 ay( py/ag)?? (7.3)
=-13.4(ay/pg)¥? €%/ a, . (7.4)

One might wonder how good Eq. (7.4) is since
correlation has not been included. Recently,
Horing, Danz, and Glasser!2 have evaluated the
correlation energy of a free-eleetron gas in a
magnetic field. Realizing our cylinder is just a
free-electron gas with a Fermi energy

n? 1

AN 7.5
2m 1%’ (7.5

we can directly apply their formula. They obtain

1 [(hw )
=—— (=< )1n 7.6
Ecorr 16,”.2 ( § Y ( )
y=rlwp?/4thw, . (7.7)

Iny is typically of the order unity, e.g., with
po=10ay Iny =5. Substituting Eq. (7.5) into
Eq. (7.6), we obtain

- 1 gﬂ_ 2/8
Emrr" 60 (po) Ry,

which is much smaller than Eq. (7.4), thus justi-
fying the neglect of the correlation energy.

It is conceivable that the above-mentioned cylin-
ders can attract each other by van der Waals
forces and form some sort of a two-dimensional
structure. However, one has to have an idea of
the surface energy involved to make a prediction
as to whether there should be one or more than one
cylinder in an electron-hole drop. Intuitively, one
would expect the surface energy to be much smaller
than the volume energy that we just calculated so
that at low pumping power level there should just

(7.8)
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be a few cylinders present in the drop. These
cylinders should be easily detected from light scat-
tering. Recently, Pokrovskii and Svistunova!® did
light scattering on the electron-hole drops and
from the angular dependence of this Raleigh scat-
tering was able to obtain an estimate of the dimen-
sions of the drops. It is expected that this light
scattering will be strongly anisotropic in the pres-
ent strong-magnetic-field case.

Without detailed calculation taking the full band
structure of a crystal into account, it is not possi-
ble to make statements as to how large a field is
required for the above to be seen. A rough esti-
mate could be made from the fact that the magnetic
field must be such that the exciton binding energy
be comparable with the binding energy [Eq. (7.14)],
i.e.,

13.4(a,/p)¥3x2=1 . (7.9)

Since we shall be mainly interested in Ge, we
take a, to be the excitonic radius in Ge. The p,
that appears in Eq. (7.9) should in this case be
[(7c/eB)el/?]'/?, where ¢, is the static dielectric
constant and is equal to 15.4 in germanium. (Since
typical excitonic energy is much less than the band
gap, the use of a static dielectric constant is justi-
fied.) With this, we obtain a necessary B field of
4 G. This estimate is of course too rough to be
true, but it does indicate that the B field required
by condition (7.9) is not very large. Another cri-
terion that has to be satisfied is that only the low-
est Landau orbital is occupied. That results in a
B field limit of about 10° G.

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have calculated the binding ener-
gy of an excitonic molecule with equal electron and
hole masses and showed that a large amount of the
binding relative to the state of two excitons comes
from exchange. We have also showed how it is
possible for the electron-hole drops to form a new
phase consisting of cylinders as the magnetic field
becomes large and have estimated its binding ener-
gy in the model for which the electron and hole
masses are equal. In these pseudo-one-dimension-
al cylinders it is conceivable that there can be
some Peierls-type!* instabilities that convert the
cylinder into an insulator if the temperature is low
enough. This will not affect our estimate of the
binding energy very much since such effects will
have been included in the correlation-energy cal-
culation already and they are shown to be small.
Lastly, it is also possible that there can be some
spin-density-wave instabilities, but this is also
expected not to change our binding energy very
much,

Although the stability of the electron-hole liquid
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relative to the excitonic liquid depends a lot on the
band structure in the zero-magnetic-field case,
this is not so in the high-magnetic-field situation.
Indeed, as is shown in this paper, the binding en-
ergy of the electron-hole liquid goes as B'? [Eq.
(2.3) and (7.4)] whereas that of the exciton goes
as InB, so that when the magnetic field is high
enough the electron-hole cylinder is always more
stable than the excitonic phase. This is true not
only in Ge.
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APPENDIX A

We shall confine our interest to the p and ¢ co-
ordinates and write that part of the wave function
as

U=, (1)1,(2) = 4, (2)¢,(1) . (A1)
Here

Uy =Ny e pe? e, gy= Ny e el
Then

COLH[w)=Coy B [9) + o B [0, (A2)

The cross term vanishes because H; commutes
with L, and ¥;, ¥, are different eigenfunctions of
L, (and hence orthogonal to each other).

H could be further decomposed as H:,'. +H,',‘
where

, _ m®E 1 8%  enH @
Hwa"'? p? 5-4;?+2mc g, ’ (a3)
' h’zia( _a_) eH? ,
H’i__Wpi oap; \Piap, ) T BmcE Pie (a4)
Then
711
Wl lv)=- 5= 3 7 (A5)
(ol Hyyl 2} =0, (A6)
' _FZ 13
<w1|ypllw1>—2m Z3 (A7)
n? 1
so that
1

Wil B0 = 5 5 =dhwc=(a| Hl4;)  (A9)

in agreement with what one would expect using the
full solution in (2.1). In fact, in general we have

3445
Wl L )= = Gy = 22 L
me Ho,,, wm ==\qhw,)m= 2M %gm’
7 (A10)
Gl By 0m) = 5 (m+1),
so that

| Hol 9 ) = 300,

This fact is used in Sec. VI where one is interested
in electron-hole cylinders.

APPENDIX B

In this appendix, we shall calculate the kinetic
energy of the one-dimensional electron gas de-
scribed in Secs. V and VI. The density of states
being L/2w (we use periodic boundary condition),
the total energy is

L n% K

o7 2 3 . (B1)
The Fermi momentum is obtained from the require-
ment that

kg
EL; f dk=N, (B2)

where N, is not the total number of electrons be-
cause we have not yet included the degeneracy of
the states. In fact, N, is related to the total elec-
tron density N by

Nim = Ny7¥/2p8=N . (B3)

Here 7 is the maximum radius of the cylinder
and m is the number of shells in the cylinder. In
writing down (B3) we have assumed m > 1 so that
r=(2m +1)"%py = (2m)!/2p,. Putting (B3) and (B2)
into (B1), we finally have

E 4 p? 2
B 4 La(2) (B4)

APPENDIX C

In this appendix we shall argue that Vg /mp,,

—~ o,

Using the fact that

() !

- —_—, C1
12 o Imy = my | €

Iy -my() K,

we obtain, after some algebra ,

5 {[30my +m)1 P 1

Vp=-— )
ZN' my 1 my! Iy = myl

myEmy

Using Sterling’s approximation for I'(m), we
obtain

(Z}]Z(m +m )]"'1""2“ ) gz_
n 1"71 Ny l

(c2)
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This can be written as

Vim— 3 (%(mﬁmg))”'t‘”z (%(mﬁmz))”'z'”z
B m m
my# my 1 2

1 e

X—Iml—mzl ZN,‘Z— (C3)

It is obvious from (C3) that the dominant contribu-
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tion comes from those terms for which m, is close

to m,. We thus write
2
Vo= 2N Mpu T - (ca)

To evaluate a one has to go to the computer.

Since the present calculation is a rather simplified
model, it is not worthwhile to carry out the exact
evaluation of «.
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