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W eextend theBlum e-Em ery-G ri�ths(BEG )m odelto a two-com ponentBEG m odelin orderto

study 2D system swith two orderparam eters,such asm agnetic superconductorsortwo-com ponent

Bose-Einstein condensates. The m odel is investigated using M onte Carlo sim ulations, and the

tem perature-concentration phase diagram isdeterm ined in thepresence and absence ofan external

m agnetic �eld. Thism odelexhibitsa rich phase diagram ,including a second-ordertransition to a

phase where superconductivity and m agnetism coexist.Resultsare com pared with experim entson

Cerium -based heavy-ferm ion superconductors. To study cold atom m ixtures,we also sim ulate the

BEG and two-com ponentBEG m odels with a trapping potential. In the BEG m odelwith a trap,

thereisno longera �rstordertransition to a truephase-separated regim e,buta crossoverto a kind

ofphase-separated region. The relation with im balanced ferm i-m ixtures is discussed. W e present

the phase diagram ofthe two-com ponentBEG m odelwith a trap,which can describe boson-boson

m ixturesofcold atom s.Although thereareno experim entalresultsyetforthelatter,we hopethat

ourpredictionscould help to stim ulate future experim entsin thisdirection.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

M ixtures of3He and 4He atom s exhibit a rich phase

diagram ,wherebesidesa norm alphase,thereisa phase

where 4Heissuper uid,and a phaseseparated region of

super uid4Heand norm al3He.1 In 1971,Blum e,Em ery

and G ri� ths2 proposed a m odelto describe such m ix-

tures. They sim pli� ed the continuous phase ofthe su-

per uid orderparam etersuch thatitcould acquireonly

two values. Although they m ade this very rough ap-

proxim ation and m odelled the uniform system in a lat-

tice, their results are very interesting. Q ualitatively,

they reproduced the right phases and the right orders

ofthe phase transitions. Furtherm ore,ifdisorderis in-

troduced by placing them ixtureinto aerogel,aftersom e

m odi� cations,3 the m odelcan stillyield the experim en-

tally observed phasediagram .4

Here, we generalize this m odel to a two-com ponent

casein orderto describe system swith two orderparam -

eters and study the problem num erically,using M onte

Carlo sim ulations.The m otivation forthe m odelwe are

proposingistwofold.Firstly,wewould liketo study con-

densed m atterm aterialslikeheavy ferm ions,high-Tc su-

perconductors,and organicsuperconductors.In particu-

lar,wewanttostudy theinterplaybetween m agneticand

superconducting ordering in thesem aterials.Both order

param etersarem odelled asan Ising spin variable.Con-

cerning the m agnetism ,we consider the ferro-and the

antiferro-m agneticcases,and investigatealsothee� ectof

an additionalm agnetic� eld.W e� nd thatin theabsence

ofa m agnetic � eld,in the region where the two orders

coexist, the system is always phase separated. W hen

we add a m agnetic � eld,we also � nd regions with m i-

croscopic coexistence ofthe two phases. Secondly, we

wantto study m ixturesofcold atom s.Cold atom shave

em erged in recent years as an ideal sim ulator of con-

densed m atter system s. Because experim ents with cold

atom sareoften carried outin a trap,weadd a trapping

potentialto the m odel. This fact qualitatively changes

thephysicsoftheproblem .Forthecaseofa singlecom -

ponentBEG m odelin a trap,the results are com pared

with experim entaland theoreticalwork on im balanced

Ferm im ixtures.Forthecaseofthetwo-com ponentBEG

m odel, we m ake predictions for the phase diagram of

boson-boson m ixtures.

Theoutlineofthispaperisthefollowing:in section II,

weintroducethetwo-com ponentBEG m odel,and inves-

tigateitin thepresenceand absenceofan externalm ag-

netic� eld.Thee� ectofa trappingpotentialisdescribed

in section III.In section IV,wecom paretheresultswith

m agnetic superconductorsand cold atom system s. O ur

conclusionsarepresented in section V.

II. T H E T W O -C O M P O N EN T

B LU M E-EM ER Y -G R IFFIT H S M O D EL

The BEG m odel was originally proposed to de-

scribe super uidity.2 The phase diagram found by

M onte Carlo sim ulationsexhibits large sim ilaritieswith

the phase diagram of 3He-4He m ixtures m easured by

experim entalists.1 The m ain idea ofstudying super u-

idity with the BEG m odelrelieson the U (1)sym m etry-

breaking ofthe ground-state wave function. For super-

conductivityand Bose-Einstein condensation wehavethe

sam e sym m etry breaking, hence we can try to m odel

thesephenom ena in the sam eway.

Severalphysicalsystem sexhibittwo unequalsym m e-

trybrokenphasessim ultaneously.A generalHam iltonian

describing thisclassofsystem sreads

H = � J1

X

< ij>

�i�j � J2

X

< ij>

sisj + D
X

i

�
2

i + H
X

i

�i;

(1)

where (�i;si) can take the values (0;1);(0;� 1);(1;0),

and (� 1;0).Thischoiceim pliesthatonly onekind ofbo-
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son can occupy each latticesite.D isan anisotropy � eld

thatcontrolsthenum beroflatticesiteswith nonzero �i.

H playstheroleofan externalm agnetic� eld,which m ay

coupleonly totheorderparam eterdescribingam agnetic

transition. The Ham iltonian (1) is appropriate for de-

scribingphasetransitionswhich requiretwoorderparam -

eters,one describing the ordering ofthe fraction ofthe

system with nonzero �,theotheroneofnonzero s.This

yieldsseveralpossibilities,both fractionscan m odelsu-

per uidity, superconductivity,or (anti)ferrom agnetism .

Possibleapplicationscould bem agneticsuperconductors,

ortwo-com ponentBose-Einstein condensates.

From now on,we willconsiderthe fraction with non-

negative� asdescribing m agnetism ,and s superconduc-

tivity (preform ed bosonsthatcan Bose-Einstein conden-

sate). Thus,�i represents the spin ofparticle iand si

the discretized phase ofthe wavefunction.Therefore,J1
can beboth positive(ferrom agnetism )and negative(an-

tiferrom agnetism ),butJ2 hasto be positive. W e de� ne

the concentration,the ferrom agnetic,antiferrom agnetic,

and superconducting orderparam etersas

c=
1

N

X

i

�
2

i; (2)

m fm ;� =
1

N

X

i

�i; (3)

m af;� =
1

N

X

i

(� 1)
i
�i; (4)

m s =
1

N

X

i

si: (5)

Note thatm fm ;� and m af;� can reach a m axim um value

ofc,and m s of1� c. W e de� ne the ratio between the

two coupling constantsJ2 and J1 as

K =
J2

jJ1j
: (6)

A . T he M ethod

W einvestigatethism odelby M onteCarlosim ulations.

To determ ine the location ofsecond-orderphase transi-

tions,we perform ed sim ulations at constant concentra-

tion,in which theelem entarym oveswere ipsofsiand �i
ornonlocalspin exchanges.Thelocation ofthetransition

isthen obtained from the peak location ofthe m agnetic

susceptibility. The locations of� rst-orderphase transi-

tionsare obtained from sim ulationsatconstanttem per-

ature,with aselem entary m oveslocal ipsofsi and �i,

as wellas sam e-site replacem ents ofsi by �i and vice

versa. A jum p in the concentration c as a function of

the anisotropy � eld D isthen the signatureofthe phase

transition.

Allsim ulationsareperform ed on latticeswith approx-

im ately 40� 40 sites. Per point in the phase diagram ,

sim ulationswere run over3� 105 to 3� 107 M onte Carlo

stepspersite,depending on the correlation tim es.

B . Zero m agnetic � eld,H = 0

In theabsenceofam agnetic� eld,theHam iltonian (1)

hasferro-antiferrom agneticsym m etry.

First,we considerK = 1. In this case,J1 = J2,and

theshapeofthephasediagram m ustbesym m etricunder

thetransform ation c! 1� c.The resultsofthe sim ula-

tionsare plotted in Fig.1. W e see thatitindeed obeys

thissym m etry and exhibitsfourphases:a superconduct-

ing phase(S),wheretheorderparam eterm s isnonzero,

a ferrom agnetic phase (FM ),where m fm ;� is nonzero,a

phase-separated regim e(PS)wherethespinsand thean-

gular phases have form ed ordered clusters, and � nally

the norm alphase (N),in which there is neither order

nor phase separation. Analogous to the BEG m odel,

the transition from the phase-separated regionsto other

phases are � rst-order (dashed line),the other ones are

second-order(continuousline).

FIG .1: (color online)Phase diagram ,tem perature (in units

ofJ1=kB )versusconcentration,in the absence ofa m agnetic

�eld.N indicatesthenorm alphase,S superconductivity,FM

ferrom agnetism ,and PS phase separation. Solid lines repre-

sent second order phase transitions,dashed lines �rst order

ones.Linesareguidesto theeye.Snapshotsofthesim ulation

are shown. Black (white)represents�i = 1 (� 1),red (blue)

si = 1 (� 1).

Second,we consider the case K = 0:1. The results

ofthe sim ulationsare plotted in Fig.2. W e can under-

stand the resultsasfollows:J2 ism uch sm allerthan J1,

hencethespinswillnotpay m uch attention to theangu-

larphases,and thepartofthephasediagram concerning

the spins willbe very sim ilar to the BEG m odel. Be-

cause J2 is so sm all,the phases willonly order at very

low tem peratures (at zero concentration,the tem pera-

ture is ten tim es lowerthan the one atwhich the spins

order at a concentration ofone). Ifthe concentration

isslightly raised from zero,the system isalready in the

phase separated regim e. Allthe states with a nonzero

phasehaveclustered,and arenotdiluted by stateswith

nonzero spin. Therefore,the criticaltem perature in the

phase separated region willapproxim ately rem ain con-

stant. Because the tem perature at which the angular
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FIG . 2: (color online) Phase diagram in the absence of a

m agnetic �eld,fora relative coupling constantofK = 0:1.

phases order is lower than the tem perature at which

phase separation begins,there is a phase separated re-

gion in which theangularphasesofthewavefunction are

notordered,which m ay appearunexpected at� rstsight.

The transition within the phase separated regim e,from

the region where the angularphases are not ordered to

the phase where they are ordered (superconductivity),

is second-order. This is expected,because in the phase

separated regim e,allthe phaseshave clustered,and the

transition willbe com parable with the transition in the

Ising m odel,which isalso second-order.

C . A dding a m agnetic � eld: the antiferrom agnetic

case

Ifwe apply a nonnegative uniform m agnetic � eld to

thesystem ,theferro-antiferrom agneticsym m etry isbro-

ken. W e choose to consider the antiferrom agnetic case

here,because then there are two com peting e� ects,the

m agnetic � eld tends to align the spins,whereasthe ex-

changeinteraction wantstoorderthespinsantiferrom ag-

netically.Them agnetic� eld H willbem easured in units

ofJ1.

K im eletal.5 havestudied theantiferrom agneticBEG

m odelin the presence ofa m agnetic � eld,using M onte

Carlo sim ulations. Their results at zero tem perature

suggest that the behavior ofthe system should be sep-

arated into three qualitatively distinct regions,nam ely

H 2 [0;2];H 2 [2;4]and H 2 [4;1 ]. W e considerhere

thecasesK = 1 and K = 0:1 forvaluesofH within each

oftheseintervals.

1. H= 1.5

First,we considered a m agnetic � eld in the interval

[0;2],nam ely H = 1:5. Both for K = 1 and K = 0:1,

the results(notshown)are qualitatively the sam e asin

the case ofH = 0. This behavior was expected from

the phase diagram ofthe single-com ponentBEG m odel

atzero tem perature.Becausethe m agnetic� eld triesto

align thespins,theantiferrom agnetictransition tem per-

atureislowerthan in the absenceofa m agnetic � eld.

2. H= 2.5

In the usualBEG m odel,the � rst-order phase tran-

sition disappears in the presence of a m agnetic � eld

H 2 [2;4].Atzero tem perature,there isa second-order

phase transition between a state with �i = 0 at every

site,and a checkerboard phase,whereonesublatticehas

�i = 0 atevery site,and the otherone �i = � 1. There

isalso a transition between the checkerboard state,and

an antiferrom agneticphase,butthistransition isabsent

atnonzero tem perature.5

ForK = 1,the behaviorofthe two-com ponentBEG

m odelisstillverysim ilartothecaseH = 0.ForK = 0:1,

the� rst-orderphasetransition disappears,and therefore

thereisno phase-separated region,seeFig.3.W edo ob-

servean antiferrom agneticand a superconducting phase,

butitisnotclearfrom the� gurewhetherthetwo phases

overlap. To better understand this low-T interm ediate

regim e,wealso sim ulated the problem ata relativecou-

pling strength ofK = 0:5. In Fig.4,we clearly observe

thatthere isa region where antiferrom agnetism and su-

perconductivity coexist, without true phase separation,

since the � rst-order phase transition has disappeared.

W hatisalso interesting isthatatzero tem perature this

region begins at a nonzero concentration,and ends at

a concentration sm allerthan one. W hen there is phase

separation,thiscoexistenceregion alwaysbeginsatc= 0

and endsatc= 1.
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FIG . 3: Phase diagram at a m agnetic �eld H = 2:5 and

relative exchange strength K = 0:1. N denotes the norm al

phase,S superconductivity and AF antiferrom agnetism .
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FIG .4:(coloronline)Phasediagram ata m agnetic�eld H =

2:5 and relativeexchangestrength K = 0:5.Thereisa region

wheresuperconductivity and antiferrom agnetism coexist,but

where there isno true phase separation.

3. H= 5

In theoriginalBEG m odel,when them agnetic� eld is

increased to a valuehigherthan H = 4 atzero tem pera-

ture,antiferrom agnetism totally disappearsbecause the

spinstend to align with them agnetic� eld.5 Thesystem

istherefore m agnetized,butnotbecause ofthe nearest-

neighborinteractions.Therefore,thisisnotreally ferro-

m agnetism ,but for the sake ofsim plicity,we denote it

likethis.ForthecaseofK = 1,weobservea phasewith

ferrom agnetic and superconducting ordering,and a fer-

rom agneticphase(notshown).ForK = 0:1,we� nd an-

otherinteresting phase,nam ely a ferrom agneticchecker-

board phase,consisting oftwo sublattices,seeFig.5.At

the � rst sublattice,allsites are random ly occupied by

phaseswith a value ofsi = 1 orsi = � 1.Atthe second

one,allsitesare occupied by the spin thatisfavored by

them agnetic� eld,�i = � 1.Thisphaseism ostlikely to

occurata concentration ofc = 0:5 because in thiscase

a perfectcheckerboard ispossible.

FIG .5:(coloronline)Phase diagram atH = 5 and K = 0:1.

FM denotes ferrom agnetism ,S superconductivity and CFM

denotescheckerboard ferrom agnetism .

III. A D D IN G A T R A P P O T EN T IA L

A . T he B lum e-Em ery-G ri� ths m odel

Because experim ents with cold atom s are often car-

ried out in a trap,we willadd a harm onic potentialto

the originalBEG Ham iltonian,to describe m ixtures of

ferm ionsand bosonsin a trap.In general,the potential

felt by the bosons is di� erent from the one felt by the

ferm ions,whatim pliesthatwem ustinclude two term s,

ab

X

i

(x
2

i + y
2

i)�
2

i + af

X

i

(x
2

i + y
2

i)(1� �
2

i): (7)

Here,xi and yi arethe horizontaland verticaldistances

ofsitei,m easured from thecenterofthelattice,in lattice

units,and ab and af m easurehow m uch thebosons(the

stateswith �i = � 1),and the ferm ions(the stateswith

�i = 0) feelthe in uence ofthe trap. Ifab = af,this

term isconstant,and thephasediagram isnotm odi� ed.

W e willconsider the case ab > af,which is the m ost

relevantexperim entally. Using the hard core constraint

�2i + s2i = 1,wecan then rewritethisterm and add itto

the BEG Ham iltonian,thusobtaining

H = � J
X

< ij>

�i�j + D
X

i

�
2

i + a
X

i

(x
2

i + y
2

i)�
2

i; (8)

where a = ab � af. This m eans that, e� ectively, the

bosonswillfeela strongertendency to go to the center

ofthe trap.

In thelim itofa ! 1 ,allthestateswith �i = � 1 will

clusterin thecenterofthetrap,and thereforetheorder-

ing tem perature willbe the sam e asin the Ising m odel.

Note that the m axim um value ofthe extra term in the

Ham iltonian willdepend on the size ofthe lattice. This

way of including the trapping potentialis com parable

with thework ofG ygietal.,6 wherea spatial-dependent

chem icalpotentialwasadded totheBose-Hubbardm odel

in orderto describe bosonicatom sin an opticallattice.

W e sim ulated the new m odelusing the sam e proce-

dures as for the BEG m odel and the two-com ponent

BEG m odel. The results for three di� erent strengths

ofthe trapping potentialare plotted in Fig.6. In the

BEG m odelwithoutatrap,thereisasecond-orderphase

transition from a norm alstateto an ordered state,and a

� rst-orderphasetransition to a phase-separated region2.

Forthethreevaluesofa considered here,wedo not� nd

a � rst-order phase transition any m ore. A part ofthe

� rst-order phase transition line disappears,and a part

changesinto a second-orderone.

W eseethatfora sm alldi� erencebetween thetrap po-

tentialfeltby thebosonsand theferm ions,a=J = 0:001,

the transition tem peraturesare very sim ilarto the case

without a trap. For a large di� erence,a=J = 0:1,the

transition tem peraturesapproach thetransition tem per-

atureoftheIsing m odelforalm ostallconcentrations,as

expected.W hen thestateswith �i = � 1 areordered,we
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FIG .6:(coloronline)Phasediagram softheBEG m odelwith

a trapping potential.N denotesthenorm al,unordered state,

C the condensed phase,in which the sites with �i = � 1 are
ordered. Linesare guidesto the eyes. Snapshotsare shown,

where blue represents�i = 1,red �i = � 1,and white �i = 0.

willnotspeak ofa super uid state,butofa condensed

state,because wenow considerbosonsin general.

Itisim portantto estim ate atwhich tem perature the

system starts to feelthe in uence ofthe trapping po-

tential. Letusassum e thata clusterofsize m feelsthe

potentialwhen the energy di� erence between the state

with this cluster in the center and in the corner ofthe

lattice is ofthe order kB T=J. For a lattice ofsize L2,

thisestim ation resultsin

m aL2

2J
�
kB T

J
: (9)

In this approxim ation,a single particle (m = 1) in a

lattice ofsize L = 41 willstart to feelthe potentialif

kB T=J � 800a. For a=J = 0:1 and a=J = 0:01 this

resultsin kB T=J � 80 and kB T=J � 8,respectively,in

both cases m uch higher than the tem peratures we are

interested in,because ordering starts around kB T=J �

2:4. Therefore,the single particles willexperience the

in uence ofthe trap in the entire tem perature range of

Fig.6 (b) and (c). For a=J = 0:001,a single particle

willfeelthe trapping potentialfor tem peratures lower

than kB T=J � 0:8.However,forhighertem peraturesthe

system alreadyorders,and thereforetherearesom elarge

clustersthataccording to Eq. (9)willfeelthe potential

already atm uch highertem peratures. Thisreasoning is

in agreem entwith thesnapshotsin Fig.6(a).Fora=J =

0:001,we clearly observe the in uence ofthe trap when

thestateswith �i = � 1haveclustered.In thedisordered

state,the in uence is less visible. For a=J = 0:1 and

a=J = 0:01,we indeed see the in uence ofthe trap for

alltem peratures,even in the disordered state.

B . T he tw o-com ponent B lum e-Em ery-G ri� ths

m odel

Analogousto theprevioussubsection,wewillalso add

a trapping potentialto the two-com ponentBEG m odel.

In the latter,both the stateswith �i = � 1 and si = � 1

describebosons,thatboth can condense.Therefore,this

m odelcan beapplied to study cold atom sm ixtureswith

two speciesofbosons.W ewillconsidertherealisticcase

that the two species feeldi� erent trapping potentials.

Therefore,weadd the extra term s

a�

X

i

(x
2

i + y
2

i)�
2

i + as

X

i

(x
2

i + y
2

i)s
2

i (10)

to the Ham iltonian. Because at every lattice site �2i +

s2i = 1,we can rewrite thisterm and add itto the two-

com ponentBEG Ham iltonian,to get

H = � J1

X

< ij>

�i�j � J2

X

< ij>

sisj + D
X

i

�
2

i

+ a
X

i

(x
2

i + y
2

i)�
2

i; (11)

where a = a� � as is now the di� erence between the

potentials felt by the two species ofbosons. Now,the

bosonswith �i = � 1 have a strongertendency to go to

the centerofthe lattice.

The results ofour sim ulations are plotted in Figs.7

and 8.W econsidered two di� erentstrengthsofthetrap-

ping potential,and two di� erent ratios ofthe coupling

strengths ofthe bosons,nam ely K = J2=J1 = 1 and

K = 0:1. For K = 0:1, the right part of the � rst-

order phase transition disappears and the left one be-

com essecond-order(seeFig.7),whereasforK = 1 both

leftand rightpartsofthe� rst-orderphasetransition are

converted into second-order(see Fig.8).
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FIG .7:(coloronline)Phase diagram softhe two-com ponent

BEG m odelwith atrapping potential.N denotesthenorm al,

unordered state,C � and C s thephaseswherethebosonsrep-

resented by the state with �i = � 1, respectively si = � 1
are condensed. Lines are guides to the eyes. Snapshots are

shown,whereblack and whiterepresent�i = � 1,and red and
blue si = � 1.

FIG .8:(coloronline)Phase diagram softhe two-com ponent

BEG m odelwith a trapping potential. The notation used is

the sam e asin Fig.7.

In the lim it ofa ! 1 ,allthe sites with �i = � 1 will

have clustered in the center ofthe lattice,and allsites

with si = � 1atthecorners.Therefore,forallconcentra-

tions,thesystem behavesastwouncoupled Isingm odels.

In the case ofK = 1,we see indeed thatthe transition

tem peraturesforboth speciesapproach the Ising transi-

tion tem perature. ForK = 0:1,because J2 isten tim es

sm allerthan J1,oneofthespecieswillorderattheIsing

transition tem perature,and the other one at one tenth

ofthe Ising transition tem perature.

To � nd the tem perature at which the system starts

to feelthe presence ofthe trap,we can m ake the sam e

analysisasin subsection IIIA. Also here,we see in the

snapshotsofFigs.7and 8thatfora=J1 = 0:1(notshown)

and a=J1 = 0:01,thesystem alwaysfeelsthein uenceof

the trap,and for a=J1 = 0:001,it does only when the

system is ordered. Ifwe inspectFig.8 (a),we see that

there is a phase Cs in which the bosonsrepresented by

si = � 1 areordered,butthebosonsrepresented by �i =

� 1 are not. This is som ewhatsurprising. A reason for

the occurrence ofthisphase isthatwhen allthe bosons

that have the tendency to go to the center ofthe trap

haveclustered there,autom atically also theotherbosons

have clustered at the edge. Therefore, they can have

nearest-neighborinteractions,and they can easily order.

Itrem ainsto see whethersuch a phase indeed occursin

experim ents.From thetheoreticalpointofview,itwould

be interesting to also allow forstateswith �i = si = 0,

to verify the stability ofthis phase,when we relax the

constraintthateverylatticesitem ustbeoccupied by one

ofthebosons.Notethatforsm allenough concentrations,

thisphasewillalwaysoccur,sincethebosonssarehardly

diluted by the bosons�.

IV . C O M PA R ISO N W IT H EX P ER IM EN T S

A . M agnetic superconductors

FIG .9: Phase diagram ofCeCo(In1� xCdx)5. The �gure is

extracted from Ref.8.

Thereareseveralexam plesofCerium -based supercon-

ductors,forexam pleCeCoIn5 and CeIrIn5,aswellasan-

tiferrom agnetsthat contain this elem ent,like CeRhIn5,



7

CeCoCd5, CeRhCd5, and CeIrCd5. Let us consider

CeCoIn5 and CeCoCd5. These two m aterials have two

elem entsin com m on,Ce and Co,and di� erin the third

elem ent. By doping CeCoIn5 with Cd on the In site,

we can change the superconductorCeCoIn5 into an an-

tiferrom agnet. There are m ore of these Cerium -based

pairs,and therefore,this class ofm aterials is appropri-

ateforstudying theinterplay between superconductivity

and m agnetism .

Let us consider the heavy ferm ion superconductor

CeCoIn5,with Cadm ium dopingon theIn-site.Thism a-

terialhasthehighestsuperconductingtransition tem per-

ature(Tc = 2:3K )ofallheavyferm ions,and itselectronic

structure isquasi-2D.7 Nicklasetal.8 and Pham etal.9

determ ined the antiferrom agnetic and superconducting

onsettem peraturesofthism aterialasa function ofdop-

ing by elasticneutron scattering,speci� cheat,and resis-

tivity m easurem ents.Theirresultsareplotted in Fig.9.

For experim entaldetails we refer the reader to Ref.8.

Thephasediagram ofCeCo(In1� xCdx)5 showsthreeor-

dered phases:a superconducting phase,a com m ensurate

antiferrom agnetic phase,and a region where supercon-

ductivity and antiferrom agnetism m icroscopically coex-

ist.

δ δ

NFL

1 2

AF

S

AF+S

control parameter

T
em

pe
ra

tu
re

FIG .10: Schem atic phase diagram ofunconventionalsuper-

conductors in tem perature-controlparam eter space. AF de-

notes antiferrom agnetism , S superconductivity and NFL a

non-Ferm iliquid. Experim entally,antiferrom agnetism often

disappears abruptly at som e criticalvalue �1 ofthe control

param eter,although one would expect a m agnetic quantum

criticalpointatsom e value �2 ofthe controlparam eter.

Itisinterestingtoobservethatin thism aterialantifer-

rom agnetism suddenly disappearsatthepointwherethe

onsettem peraturesforsuperconductivity and antiferro-

m agnetism areequal.Thisfeature,however,m ay change

in the presence ofan applied m agnetic � eld. In Fig.10

we see a schem atic phase diagram ofunconventionalsu-

perconductors,in tem perature-controlparam eterspace.

In the case ofCeCo(In1� xCdx)5,the controlparam eter

would be doping.Anotherexam ple ofsuch a param eter

ispressure.Park etal.10 determ ined the phase diagram

ofCeRhIn5 in tem perature-pressurespacewith and with-

outa m agnetic� eld.W ithouta m agnetic� eld,they also

found thisabruptdisappearance ofthe incom m ensurate

antiferrom agnetic orderat �1. However,when they ap-

plied a � eld of33 KO e,thelineofthem agneticordering

tem perature wentsm oothly down to zero at�2. Such a

phasediagram showsm any sim ilaritieswith Fig.4 ifwe

identifypressurewith inverseconcentration in ourm odel.

Indeed,foran externalm agnetic � eld ofH = 2:5 and a

relativeexchangestrength K = 0:5(seeFig.4),thephase

diagram showsthe sam e three ordered phases. Further,

the coexisting phaseisnotphaseseparated.

Finally,we consider the com pound CeIr(In1� xCdx)5,

seeFig.11 and Ref.9.Forthism aterial,itisnotclearif

thereisaregion wheresuperconductivity and m agnetism

coexist. Ifthere issuch a region,itisin a sm alldoping

interval.Thephasediagram ofthism aterialstrongly re-

sem bles the phase diagram ofthe two-com ponent BEG

m odelwith an externalm agnetic � eld ofH = 2:5 and

a relative coupling strength ofK = 0:1,see Fig.3. Al-

though thisexperim entwasalso carried outwithoutan

externalm agnetic� eld,weonly � nd sim ilaritieswith our

m odelin the presenceofa m agnetic� eld.

FIG . 11: Phase diagram of the heavy ferm ion

CeIr(In1� xCdx)5.The �gure isextracted from Ref.9.

B . C old atom system s

In 2006, two experim ental groups, the group of

K etterle at M IT,11 and the group of Hulet at Rice

University,12 have perform ed experim ents with im bal-

anced ultracold 6Liatom s in a trap,and obtained con-

tradictory results.TheM IT group m easured atransition

between a norm aland a super uid phase ata polariza-

tion ofP � 0:70,whereasthe group atRice University

observed a transition between two super uid phases at

P � 0:09.Here,P m easuresthe im balance between the

spin-up and the spin-down atom s,

P =
N " � N #

N " + N #

: (12)

G ubbels etal.13 have set up a theoreticalm odelto de-

scribetheseim balancedFerm im ixturesand determ ined a

generalphasediagram in tem perature-polarization space

that can explain the observations ofboth groups. The
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topology oftheirphase diagram showslarge sim ilarities

with the phase diagram ofthe BEG m odel. W e can un-

derstand thisresem blanceasfollows.In theBEG m odel,

the concentration c is the fraction oflattice sites with

�i = 0,and thusthe fraction ofthe system thatcannot

condense.Thepolarization P isa m easureforthedi� er-

enceoftheatom sin thespin-up and thespin-down state,

and thus for the num ber offerm ions that rem ain after

theothershavepaired.Theatom swith spin up and spin

down willform pairs,and such a pair can be described

asa boson.Therefore,thepolarization isalso a m easure

forthefraction ofthesystem thatcannotcondense,and

the concentration can be m apped onto the polarization.

W ecan identify thepaired atom s,thepreform ed bosons,

with thestates�i = � 1,and therem ainingferm ionswith

�i = 0,seeFig.12.
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FIG .12:Phasediagram oftheoriginalBEG m odel,obtained

by M onte Carlo sim ulations. N denotes the norm alphase,

SF superuidity.Linesareguidesto theeyes.Thetransition

between the norm aland the superuid state issecond-order,

the transition to the phase separated regim e is�rst-order.

The experim ents with 6Liare carried out in a trap,

and thetheoreticalm odelofG ubbelsetal.only includes

the presence ofthe trap by using the localdensity ap-

proxim ation.Now,wewould liketo com paretheirphase

diagram with ourresultsoftheBEG m odelwith a trap-

ping potential,in Figs.7 and 8.Although in the caseof

im balanced ferm ionsthe frequency ! ofthe opticaltrap

feltby the pairsofferm ions(bosons)and the rem aining

unpaired ferm ions is the sam e,the m ass ofthe bosons

is twice as large,and the potentialconstant ab is thus

larger than af. This m eans that the com parison m ust

be m ade with the BEG m odelin a trap. In thism odel,

the � rst-orderphase transition,m easured by a jum p in

the concentration as a function ofthe anisotropy � eld

D has disappeared,thus there is no true transition to

a phase-separated regim e. However,if we inspect the

snapshots,we see that forlow enough tem peratures,or

largeenough trapping potential,therestillisa clearsep-

aration between thecondensed bosonsand theferm ions,

suggesting som e kind ofe� ective phase separation. W e

note that in experim ents,phase separation is m easured

by inspecting the radiiofthe cloudsofthe atom sin the

di� erenthyper� nestates,and notby a jum p in som eor-

derparam eter.12 O urresultsthussuggestthatthe m ea-

sured di� erentradiiarenotperse an evidence ofa true

therm odynam ic phase separation. Further experim ents

arerequired to clarify thisissue.

Although ourm odeldescribesqualitatively theexper-

im entally observed phases,itcannotcapturethe� nede-

tails ofrecent experim entalresults. Studies by Shin et

al.14 indicatethatthereisno super uid phase,orphase-

separated phase forpolarizationsabove P � 0:36. By a

quantum M onte Carlo approach,Lobo etal.15 predicta

phasetransition between a norm aland a super uid state

ata polarization ofP � 0:39 at zero tem perature,and

G ubbelsand Stoof16 recovered thisresultsusingaW ilso-

nian renorm alization group theory.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e sim ulated a two-com ponentextension ofthe BEG

m odelwithoutan externalm agnetic� eld and determ ined

the phase diagram in the concentration-tem perature

space.In theregion wherem agnetism and superconduc-

tivity coexist,the system isalwaysphaseseparated.W e

added a m agnetic� eld to ourm odel,and considered the

antiferrom agnetic case. In this case,we also � nd phase

diagram s with true coexistence oftwo ordered phases.

These diagram sarecom parablewith the phase diagram

ofdoped heavy ferm ions in the presence ofa m agnetic

� eld.

In order to describe cold atom system s,we added a

trapping potentialto theBEG m odel,and ourextension

ofthis m odel. The added potentialchanges the phase

separation regim e conceptually. W e cannot speak any-

m ore about true phase separation, but m ore about a

crossover to a phase separated region. W e argue that

theBEG m odelwith a trapping potentialcan beused to

m odelim balanced Ferm im ixtures. However,there are

stillquantitativedi� erenceswith experim ents,which our

m odelis not able to cover. W e also m ade predictions

forthephasediagram ofboson-boson m ixturesbased on

oursim ulationsofthe two-com ponentBEG m odelwith

a trapping potential. Although there isno available ex-

perim entaldata on boson-boson m ixtures,we hope that

ourwork can m otivate furtherstudiesin thisdirection.
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