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We study theoretically a setup consisting of excitons formed in two valleys, with proximity-induced Cooper
pairing, different in conduction and valence bands. Due to the combination of Coulomb interaction with su-
perconducting proximity effects, Cooper pairing between electrons from conduction and valence bands from
different valleys is formed. This finite-energy intervalley Cooper pairing has both even- and odd-frequency con-
tributions. We show that there is a phase transition into formation of a robust macroscopic condensate of such
Cooper pairs and present characteristics of the corresponding Higgs modes.

Introduction.– Exciton is an electron-hole pair bound via
Coulomb interaction. It is often formed in semiconductors,
when an electron is excited from the valence band into the
conduction band via light [1]. Due to its structure, exciton
is a charge-neutral particle and a composite boson. Both of
these properties allow for interesting phenomena and applica-
tions [2], e.g., Bose-Einstein and other types of condensation
[3, 4]. Excitons can also effectively couple to light, producing
exciton-polaritons that also exhibit condensation and super-
fluidity [5–7].

Another well-known example of a composite boson is a
Cooper pair. The conventional type of a Cooper pair is two
electrons with opposite spins and momenta. However, there
are cases, when electrons pair with non-zero net momentum,
e.g., FFLO state [8, 9]. The spins of electrons in a Cooper pair
can form triplet in, e.g., p-wave superconductor [10]. If elec-
trons have also non-zero orbital momenta, Cooper pairing can
be classified by their total orbital momenta, giving, e.g., quin-
tet or septet pairing [11, 12]. Cooper pair can be formed at
finite energy, i.e. constituent electrons belong to different en-
ergy states, e.g., in an Ising superconductor [13, 14] or a con-
ventional one [15]. Our main interest is to find a system with
robust and macroscopic condensate of finite-energy Cooper
pairs, possibly of unconventional type of pairing in frequency
domain, because odd-frequency superconductors exhibit vari-
ous exotic properties, e.g., paramagnetic Meissner effect [16–
18].

In this work, we study emergence of a condensate of
Cooper pairs formed by electrons from conductance and va-
lence bands from different valleys, i.e. finite-energy interval-
ley Cooper pairing. We consider two valleys with excitons,
see Fig. 1. The superconducting proximity effect can be in-
duced in both conductance and valence bands: they both are
not fully filled. In principle, the proximity effects induced
in the conductance and valence bands can be different due
to the initial coupling between superconductor and electrons
from the conduction band and consequent coupling via spin-
orbit interaction to electrons in the valence band [19]. Even
if the proximity effect in the valence band is induced by di-
rect coupling between superconductor and the valence band
electrons, it will be different from the one with the conduction
band electrons due to the difference in the wavefunctions of

  

CB 1, Layer 1CB 2, Layer 1

VB 2, Layer 2 VB 1, Layer 2

SC 1

SC 2

FIG. 1. Schematic picture of the studied system: a semiconductor
has two valleys at ±K, with the gap 2Eg . The chemical poten-
tial µ = µ0 − Eg shows how the conduction band is filled by the
pumped electrons, consequently, the valence band is emptied by the
same amount (the occupied states are depicted with the blue circles).
Electrons in the conduction band experience proximity effect from
superconductor 1 (with the gap 2∆̃1) and electrons in the valence
band from superconductor 2 (with the gap 2∆̃2). This can happen,
if conduction and valence bands are also separated in real space, e.g.
are situated in different crystal layers. One finite-energy intervalley
Cooper pair is pictorially shown with red circles.

electrons in conductance and valence bands. Nonetheless, we
would like to assume that there are two superconductors that
produce proximity effect in our system: superconductor 1 for
conduction band and superconductor 2 for the valence band,
see Fig. 1.

We show that we obtain finite-energy intervalley Cooper
pairing with even- and odd-frequency contributions from the
combination of Coulomb interaction between electrons and
holes, which form excitons, and different superconducting
proximity effects in conduction and valence bands. We then
study, whether the induced Cooper pairing leads to the ac-
tual phase transition with the macroscopic condensate. For
that, we employ time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau theory and
derive the spectrum of the corresponding Higgs modes. We
present the phase diagram in the space of the proximity-
induced superconducting mean fields. Importantly, the emer-
gence of this finite-energy Cooper pair condensate is very ro-
bust at the phases of superconductors ϕ1 = π and ϕ2 = 0.
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Therefore we expect that this setup can be actually used for
further theoretical and experimental investigation of finite-
energy Cooper pair condensates and odd-frequency conden-
sates. We discuss possible experimental realization of it
in heterostructures with layers of transition metal dichalco-
genides and in semiconducting quantum wells.

Model.– We consider a semiconductor with two valleys,
symmetric with respect to the center of the Brillouin zone,
with their extrema being at ±K, see Fig. 1. Electrons are
pumped into the conduction band from the valence band, and
we assume that their lifetime is enough long to consider the ef-
fects we are interested in within the static formalism [20, 21].
The pumping of electrons gives the effective chemical poten-
tial µ = µ0 −Eg , where µ0 is the chemical potential for con-
duction band electrons with respect to E = 0, and Eg is half
of the semiconducting gap. The Hamiltonian for the valleys
without intervalley interactions is

H0 =
∑

j=1,2;k

c†j,k

(
k2

2m
− µ

)
cj,k + v†j,k

(
− k2

2m
+ µ

)
vj,k

+
∑
k,k′,q

[
Vq

2
(c†j,k+qc

†
j,k′−qcj,k′cj,k + v†j,k+qv

†
j,k′−qvj,k′vj,k)

+Wqc
†
j,k+qv

†
j,k′−qvj,k′cj,k

]
. (1)

Here, operators cj,k and vj,k are annihilation operators of
electrons in the conduction and valence bands of the valley
j, respectively. The interaction potentials Vq and Wq are due
to Coulomb interaction and are different, if conduction and
valence bands are spatially separated, see e.g., Ref. [22]. The
momenta k are counted from ±K for the first and the second
valleys, respectively.

The terms with Vq can be approximated within Hartree-
Fock approximation and give a shift in energy, which we ab-
sorb into Eg . The term with Wq , though, should be consid-
ered in more detail, because Coulomb electron-hole interac-
tion allows for formation of excitons, that can form excitonic
condensate [23]. This condensate should be taken into ac-
count at least in the mean field approximation. For that, we
perform Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation with the mean
fields ∆j,k and ∆̄j,k of the action associated with H0 in Mat-
subara representation, and obtain:

S0 =
∑
j=1,2

∑
k,n

[
c̄j,n,k

(
−iωn +

k2

2m
− µ

)
cj,n,k

+v̄j,n,k

(
−iωn − k2

2m
+ µ

)
vj,n,k − ∆̄j,kv̄j,n,kcj,n,k

−∆j,k c̄j,n,kvj,n,k + βL2∆̄j,kW
−1
k−k′∆j,k′

]
. (2)

Here, ωn is a Matsubara frequency, β = 1/T , and c, c̄, v,
and v̄ are Grassmann fields corresponding to operators c , c†,
v, and v†. We assume that the main contribution to excitonic
condensate comes from electron-hole pairs with opposite mo-
menta [6, 24, 25].

The intervalley Coulomb coupling is described as follows:∑
k,k′,q

Vq[c
†
1,k+qc

†
2,k′−qc2,k′c1,k + v†1,k+qv

†
2,k′−qv2,k′v1,k]

+Wq[c
†
1,k+qv

†
2,k′−qv2,k′c1,k + c†2,k+qv

†
1,k′−qv1,k′c2,k]. (3)

The first two terms can be again approximated within Hartree-
Fock approximation and give the shift of Eg . The Fock term
should be smaller than in case of intravalley interaction be-
cause of the large momentum mismatch between the valleys,
2K.

The last two terms of Eq. (3) can potentially be rep-
resented in direct and exchange channels for Hubbard-
Stratonovich transformation, i.e. with the mean fields
related to ⟨c†1,k+qc1,k⟩, ⟨v†2,k′−qv2,k′⟩ and ⟨c†1,k+qv2,k′⟩,
⟨v†2,k′−qc1,k⟩, respectively. The mean fields from the di-
rect channel can be absorbed into Eg , while the exchange
channel could give non-zero mean field in case of interval-
ley excitons occurring due to Coulomb interaction. However,
W2K+k ≪ Wk and we consider valleys with the same dis-
persion, and therefore we neglect its contribution here. Thus,
these terms do not give additional mean fields.

We place conventional s-wave superconductor layers in
proximity with the layers with excitons: superconductor with
the order parameter ∆̃1e

iϕ1 near the layer with electrons
(layer 1) and superconductor with the order parameter ∆̃2e

iϕ2

near the layer with holes (layer 2), see Fig. 1. Assuming that
there is a sufficient insulating barrier between the layers 1 and
2, we obtain proximity-induced superconducting spectral gaps
for electrons in the layer 1 and layer 2. The chemical poten-
tial of superconductors must be tuned with ∼ ±µ0 or at least
∼ ±Eg , so that superconducting pairing is induced in a band
with electrons, not in the gap 2Eg , where there are no charge
carriers. In order to suppress possible supercurrent flowing
through this structure, we consider ϕ2 − ϕ1 = {0, π}. The
proximity effect should couple electrons with opposite mo-
menta, i.e. electrons from valley 1 and valley 2, giving:

HSC =
∑
k

(∆1e
iϕ1c†1,kc

†
2,−k +∆1e

−iϕ1c2,−kc1,k +

+∆2e
iϕ2v†1,kv

†
2,−k +∆2e

−iϕ2v2,−kv1,k), (4)

where ∆1 and ∆2 are different from ∆̃1 and ∆̃2, because they
are induced due to the proximity effect, and thus depend on
the wavefunction overlap between electrons in the excitonic
layers and in the superconductors, and other parameters of the
structure.

If we calculate the Green’s function of this setup as G0 =
(iωn −H∆

0 −HSC)
−1, where H∆

0 contains mean fields ∆ as
in Eq. (2) instead of full Coulomb interaction from Eq. (1), we
will obtain the term that couple c†1,k with v†2,−k:

[∆(eiϕ1∆1 − eiϕ2∆2)(Ek + iωn)](E
4
k +∆4 + 2∆2ω2

n

+(∆2
1 + ω2

n)(∆
2
2 + ω2

n) + E2
k(2∆

2 +∆2
1 +∆2

2 + 2ω2
n)

+2∆2∆1∆2 cos (ϕ1 − ϕ2))
−1. (5)
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The term coupling v†1,k and c†2,−k has −i in front of ωn in
the numerator. The corresponding terms between annihilation
operators are Hermitian conjugate to these ones except for the
term iωn in the numerator. All these terms contain both even
and odd in ωn contributions. Thus, there is odd-frequency
Cooper pairing at finite energy, i.e. between electrons in the
conduction and valence bands, as a result of Coulomb interac-
tion between electrons and holes, ∆, and proximity-induced
∆1e

iϕ1 and ∆2e
iϕ2 . It is important that ∆1e

iϕ1 and ∆2e
iϕ2

are different, otherwise there is no pairing. This can be also
understood from the point of view that an ordered state is usu-
ally a consequence of symmetry breaking.

Time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau theory.– However, it is
still unclear whether this pairing leads to a corresponding con-
densate. In order to clarify this question, we place mean fields
A denoting the finite-energy Cooper pairing in the Hamil-
tonian, and then study via time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau
theory, if A can become an order parameter, i.e. lead to the
macroscopic condensate that is described by A. For simplic-
ity of the calculation we assume that Wk ≈ W = const, and
then ∆ ≈ const. This is motivated by the fact that we con-
sider small k only, k ≪ K, and Wk is a smooth function of
k resulting from Coulomb potential in 2D and electron and
hole wavefunctions of the Gaussian shape [26, 27]. In order
to suppress possible Josephson current, we assume ϕ1 = π
and ϕ2 = 0 or π, that can be regulated, e.g., by SQUID-type
of device. Thus, the action is

S = 2βL2W−1∆2 −
∑
n,k

Ψ̄n,kG
−1Ψn,k,

G−1 =


iωn − Ek ∆ An,k ∆1

∆ iωn + Ek −∆2e
iϕ2 A−n,k

An,k −∆2e
−iϕ2 iωn − Ek −∆

∆1 A−n,k −∆ iωn + Ek

 ,(6)

where the inverse Green’s function G−1 is in the basis Ψn,k =
{c1,n,k, v1,n,k, v̄2,−n,−k, c̄2,−n,−k}. We can integrate out
these fermionic degrees of freedom in the partition function,
obtaining

Z = Z0

∫
e−SD[A,∆,Ψ, Ψ̄] = (7)

= Z0

∫
D[A,∆]e−2βL2W−1∆2+Tr ln [G−1].

The effective action that we have obtained in the second line
allows us to build Ginzburg-Landau theory [28]. We can ex-
pand

Tr ln[G−1] = Tr lnG−1
0 −

∞∑
n=1

Tr[(G0HA)
2n]

2n
, (8)

where we have neglected all odd terms due to Gaussian inte-
gration in Z , and HA is the A-dependent part of G−1. The
first term is an unperturbed one, but the sum gives the neces-
sary expansion in Ginzburg-Landau functional.
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FIG. 2. The dependence of Γ, α, Λ2,kF , Λ0, Γ̃, α̃, Λ̃2,kF , and
Λ̃0 on ∆1 (or ∆2, because the dependences are the same). These
coefficients constitute the dispersions of Higgs modes correspond-
ing to the condensate of finite-energy Cooper pairs: (a) ℜ[am,q]
and (b) ℑ[am,q]. Here, we have taken ∆ = 1, m = 1, µ =
2(|∆|+ |∆1|+ |∆2|), ϕ2 = 0, and ∆2(or ∆1) = 1.1.

We assume for simplicity that frequency and momentum
dependences of An,k are weak, taking into account that An,k

has both even and odd in frequency parts, and there is no
strongly momentum-dependent interaction that would pro-
duce mean field A. Thus, they can be taken into account just
in the second order of expansion:

S(2) =
1

2βL2

∑
n,m;k,q

G0,n,kHA,m,qG0,n−m,k−qHA,−m,−q. (9)

As the system is uniform in 2D plane, we consider the time
and space degrees of freedom independently, i.e., with HA,m

and HA,q . We sum over Matsubara frequencies ωn and then
expand in ωm and q − k, respectively, up to the second order.
We integrate over energy Ek the terms of the series in ωm, and
we also integrate over k the term of the zero-approximation in
q − k. We obtain

Seff = {Λ0 +
∑
k,q

Λ2,k

L2
(q − k)2 +

∑
m

Γω2
m + α}(ℜ[Am,q])

2

+{Λ̃0 +
∑
k,q

Λ̃2,k

L2
(q − k)2 +

∑
m

Γ̃ω2
m + α̃}(ℑ[Am,q])

2

+bA4
0 + γA6

0. (10)
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FIG. 3. The phase diagram in space of proximity-induced ∆1 and
∆2. The yellow region denotes presence of the condensate of finite-
energy intervalley Cooper pairs. The grey region denotes its absence
in frames of our model. This is a density plot over discrete numerical
data and we opted not to use interpolation methods. We can see that
the phase region, where the condensate is present, is really wide.

Thus, there are two non-degenerate Higgs modes: ℜ[Am,q]
and ℑ[Am,q]. We expand the action up to the sixth power in
HA, because we have found that b < 0 in the large area of the
phase space, therefore the sixth power in HA is necessary for
stabilization of the action. Considering that frequency- and
momentum-dependent part of A is small, we define Am,q =
A0 + am,q , where A0 is the equilibrium state of the mean

field A, and A2
0 =

−b+
√

b2−3αγ

3γ . The saddle point equations
δSeff/δℜ[al,p] = δSeff/δℑ[al,p] = 0 give the dispersions of
the Higgs modes:

Γω2 =
∑
k

Λ2,k

L2
(p− k)2 + Λ0 + α, (11)

Γ̃ω2 =
∑
k

Λ̃2,k

L2
(p− k)2 + Λ̃0 + α̃, (12)

where we have transferred to the real frequency ω after vari-
ation of Seff . The dependence of the coefficients Γ, α, Λ0,
Λ2,kF

, and Γ̃, α̃, Λ̃0, Λ̃2,kF
on ∆1 (or ∆2, as the dependences

are the same) are shown in Fig. 2. There, we have taken
∆ = 1, m = 1, and ϕ2 = 0. In order to be sure that the
pumping of electrons is above possible interaction-induced
gap, µ = 2(|∆| + |∆1| + |∆2|). As ∆1 = ∆2 = ∆ with
ϕ1 = π and ϕ2 = 0 induces numerical instability at Ek = 0,
we take ∆2 = 1.1 (∆1 = 1.1, if the dependence is on ∆2).
In Fig. 2 (a), we can see that Γ has the most pronounced de-
pendence on ∆1 and ∆2 compared to α, Λ0, and Λ2,kF

. For
1.21 < ∆1 ≲ 1.4, we have approximately Γ ∝ C1 +C2∆

−6
1 ,

where C1,2 are constants, for 1.4 ≲ ∆1 < 1.91 the power-law
is approximately Γ ∝ C3 + C4∆

−5
1 with C3,4 being con-

stants. The parameters of the Higgs mode ℑ[Am,q] shown in
Fig. 2 (b) do not exhibit any strong dependences.

We note that Higgs modes can be used in order to detect a
condensate, e.g., via driving with the light, see Refs. [29–31],
where the third harmonic generation can be a strong indicator
of the presence of a Higgs mode of a certain order parameter.

Phase transition.– In order to study phase transition con-
ditions, we neglect the dependence on frequency and mo-
mentum and keep only coefficient α for the second order
of expansion in Eq. (10) and correspondingly A2

0 instead of
|Am,q|2. We plot the phase diagrams in the axes ∆1 and ∆2,
see Fig. 3. We have used the following parameters: ∆ = 1,
µ = 2(|∆| + |∆1| + |∆2|), ϕ2 = π, and β = 100000 to
designate very low temperatures numerically. We have cho-
sen ϕ2 = π here in order to show that the condensate can
form also without phase difference between superconductors.
In Fig. 3, the yellow color denotes presence of finite-energy
intervalley Cooper pair condensate. The grey color means
that Seff(A0) from Eq. (10) does not give a stable conden-
sate, but in principle we do not deny its presence completely,
because maybe higher orders of A0 could stabilize it. Our
aim is to show that there is a large phase space in the coordi-
nates {∆1,∆2} that gives the condensate with Cooper pairing
of electrons from different valleys and different energy bands.
We would like to note that for the phases ϕ1 = π and ϕ2 = 0,
the condensate occurs almost any enough large (≳ 0.1∆) ∆1,
∆2 that we have tried, meaning that this condensate is highly
stable. The condensate is also present in certain ranges of
∆1(∆2) for ∆2 = 0(∆1 = 0), because one superconductor
couples the valleys too.

Experimental realization.– We think that the general
scheme discussed above can be applied to bilayers of transi-
tion metal dichalcogenides (TMDs) or semiconducting quan-
tum wells. The band valleys symmetric with respect to the
center of the Brillouin zone is characteristic to TMD mate-
rials [32]. In TMD heterostructures, electrons and holes can
be localized in different layers [33, 34] and thus induce spa-
tially indirect excitons, see Fig. 4. The insulating layer in
between TMD layers is usually made from hBN [35]. For
the experimental setup closely related to Fig. 1 see, e.g., Ref.
[36], where the layers hosting excitons are WSe2 and WS2

with hBN barrier in between them. The proximity-induced
superconductivity has already been demonstrated experimen-
tally on a MoS2 monolayer [37] and in a quantum spin Hall
edge state of WTe2 [38]. We note that indirect excitons can be
induced in other heterostructures, e.g., GaAs quantum wells
hosting electrons and holes with AlGaAs barrier [39] or InAs
quantum dot molecule with AlGaAs barrier in between the
dots [40]. Quantum well systems could be even better than
TMD heterostructures due to their stability and more macro-
scopic size, but we need a semiconductor with two symmetric
valleys, therefore GaAs quantum wells do not fit our purpose.
Si/SiGe quantum wells have two lowest valleys, the difference
to Fig. 1 is that the excitons will be indirect also in momentum
space [41]. However, we do not expect this to eliminate finite-
energy Cooper pair condensate. Superconducting proximity
effect can be obtained in quantum wells [42], and Si doped
with Ga is known to be superconducting [43]. In our opin-
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FIG. 4. Possible setup. Two monolayers divided by an insulating
layer. The monolayer 1 contains electrons and the monolayer 2 con-
tains holes from externally-excited electron-hole pairs. Monolayers
1 and 2 experience superconducting proximity effects from the su-
perconducting leads 1 and 2, respectively.

ion, both TMD heterostructures and semiconducting quantum
wells are potentially suitable for experimental realization of
the finite-energy Cooper pair condensate under study.

Conclusions. We have shown theoretically, that the ex-
citonic system with two valleys and proximity-induced su-
perconducting pairing of electrons in a conduction and va-
lence bands can have phase transition into the state with
the condensate of Cooper pairs formed by electrons from
different valleys and bands. This pairing happens due to
Coulomb interaction between electrons and holes in excitons
and proximity-induced electron pairing. The induced finite-
energy Cooper pairing has both even- and odd-frequency
components. We have derived the characteristics of the Higgs
modes of this condensate using time-dependent Ginzburg-
Landau theory, and proposed to use heterostructures of transi-
tion metal dichalcogenides or semiconducting quantum wells,
as a possible platform for experimental realization of it. We
believe that Cooper pair formation in complex band-valley
structures can allow for methods of partial engineering of fre-
quency dependence of unconventional Cooper pair conden-
sates.

I acknowledge useful discussions with Sven Höfling, Se-
bastian Klembt, Jürgen König, Atanu Patra, and Björn
Trauzettel. This work was supported by the Würzburg-
Dresden Cluster of Excellence on Complexity and Topology
in Quantum Matter (EXC2147, project-id 390858490) and by
the DFG (SFB1170).
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