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W e extend the Blum eEm ery-G ri ths BEG ) m odelto a two-com ponent BEG m odel in order to
study 2D system s w ith two order param eters, such asm agnetic superconductors or tw o-com ponent
BoseE instein condensates. The m odel is investigated using M onte Carlo sinulations, and the
tem perature-concentration phase diagram is determ ined in the presence and absence of an exteral
m agnetic eld. Thism odelexhibits a rich phase diagram , including a second-order transition to a
phase where superconductivity and m agnetism coexist. R esults are com pared w ith experin ents on
C erfum -based heavy-ferm ion superconductors. To study cold atom m ixtures, we also sim ulate the
BEG and two-com ponent BEG m odels w ith a trapping potential. In the BEG m odelw ith a trap,
there isno longera rst order transition to a true phase-separated regin e, but a crossover to a kind
of phase—separated region. The relation with inbalanced ferm im ixtures is discussed. W e present
the phase diagram of the two-com ponent BEG m odelw ith a trap, which can describe boson-boson
m ixtures of cold atom s. A lthough there are no experim ental results yet for the latter, we hope that

our predictions could help to stim ulate future experin ents in this direction.

I. NTRODUCTION

M ixtures of *He and *He atom s exhibit a rich phase
diagram , w here besides a nom alphase, there is a phase
where *He is super uid, and a phase separated region of
super uid’He and nom al®Hed In 1971,Blum e, Em ery
and Gri ths proposed a m odel to describbe such m ix—
tures. They sinpli ed the continuous phase of the su—
per uild order param eter such that i could acquire only
two valies. A lthough 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
of the phase transitions. Furthem ore, if disorder is In—
troduced by placing the m ixture into aerogel, affer som e
modi cations} the m odel can still yield the experin en—
tally observed phase diagram

Here, we generalize this m odel to a two-com ponent
case In order to describe system s w ith two order param —
eters and study the problem num erically, using M onte
Carlo sinulations. The m otivation for the m odelwe are
proposing is twofold. F irstly, we would lke to study con—
densed m atter m aterials likke heavy fermm ions, high-T. su—
perconductors, and organic superconductors. In particu—
lar, wewant to study the interplay betw een m agnetic and
superconducting ordering in these m aterials. Both order
param eters are m odelled as an Ising soin variable. Con-
ceming the m agnetisn , we consider the ferro— and the
antiferro-m agnetic cases, and investigate also thee ectof
an additionalm agnetic eld.W e nd that In the absence
of a magnetic eld, in the region where the two orders
coexist, the systam is always phase separated. W hen
we add a magnetic eld, we also nd regions wih m i-
croscopic coexistence of the two phases. Secondly, we
want to study m ixtures of cold atom s. Cold atom s have
em erged In recent years as an ideal simulator of con—
densed m atter system s. Because experim ents w th cold
atom s are often carried out In a trap, we add a trapping

potential to the m odel. This fact qualitatively changes
the physics of the problem . For the case ofa single com —
ponent BEG model In a trap, the resuls are com pared
w ith experin ental and theoretical work on imbalanced
Fem im ixtures. Forthe case ofthe two-com ponent BEG
model, we m ake predictions for the phase diagram of
boson-boson m xtures.

T he outline of this paper is the ollow ing: in section [T,
we Introduce the two-com ponent BEG m odel, and inves—
tigate i in the presence and absence of an extemalm ag—
netic eld. Thee ectofa trapping potential is described
in section [IT. I section[IV], we com pare the results w ith
m agnetic superconductors and cold atom system s. Our
conclusions are presented in section [7].

II. THE TW O-COMPONENT
BLUM E-EM ERY GRIFFITHS M ODEL

The BEG model was originally proposed to de-
scribbe super uidiyZ The phase diagram found by
M onte Carlo sin ulations exhibits large sin flarities w ith
the phase diagram of He*He m ixtures m easured by
experin entalistsd The mai idea of studying super u-
diy wih the BEG modelrelieson the U (1) symm etry—
breaking of the ground-state wave function. For super-
conductiviy and B oseE Instein condensation we have the
sam e symm etry breaking, hence we can try to m odel
these phenom ena In the sam e way.

Several physical system s exhbit two unequal symm e-
try broken phases sin utaneously. A generalH am ittonian
describing this class of system s reads

X X X X

H= 0 i Js siSy+ D
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where ( ;;s;) can take the values (0;1); O; 1); @;0),

and ( 1;0). Thischoice In plies that only one kind ofbo—
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son can occupy each lattice site. D is an anisotropy eld
that controls the num ber of lattice sites w ith nonzero ;.

H playsthe rok ofan extemalm agnetic eld,whichm ay
couple only to the order param eter describbing a m agnetic

transition. The Ham iltonian [I) is appropriate or de-
scribing phase transitionsw hich require tw o orderparam -
eters, one describing the ordering of the fraction of the

system w ith nonzero , the other one ofnonzero s. This

yields several possibilities, both fractions can m odel su—
per uidiy, superconductiviy, or (anti)ferrom agnetisn .
P ossible applications could be m agnetic superconductors,

or tw o-com ponent B oseE Instein condensates.

From now on, we w ill consider the fraction w ith non—
negative asdescrbing m agnetisn , and s superconduc—
tiviy (oreform ed bosons that can B oseE instein conden—
sate). Thus, ;i represents the spin of particle i and s;
the discretized phase of the wavefunction. T herefore, J;
can be both positive (ferrom agnetisn ) and negative (an-—
tiferrom agnetisn ), but J, has to be positive. W e de ne
the concentration, the ferrom agnetic, antiferrom agnetic,
and superconducting order param eters as

11X,
c= N_ i; (2)
i
1 X
Mmeg,; = — ir 3)
N i
1 X .
may = — (D' @)
N i
1 X
meg= — Si: ©)
N i
Note thatm s ; andm,f can reach a maxinum value

ofc,andmg ofl c. Wede ne the ratio between the
two coupling constants J, and J; as

Jz
K = -, (6)
YiJ

A . TheM ethod

W e investigate thism odelby M onte C arlo sin ulations.
To determ ne the location of second-order phase transi-
tions, we perform ed sim ulations at constant concentra—
tion, in which theelem entarym oveswere ipsofgand ;
ornonlocalspin exchanges. T he location ofthe transition
is then obtained from the peak location of the m agnetic
susceptibility. The locations of rst-order phase transi-
tions are obtained from sin ulations at constant tem per-
ature, wih as elem entary m oves ocal IPpsofsg and i,
as well as sam esite replacem ents of s; by ; and vice
versa. A Jump in the concentration c as a function of
the anisotropy eld D is then the signature ofthe phase
transition.

A 11 sin ulations are perform ed on lattices w ith approx—
Inately 40 40 sites. Per point In the phase diagram ,
sinulationswere run over 3 1®to 3 10 M onte Carb
steps per site, depending on the correlation tin es.

B. Zeromagnetic eld,H =0

In the absence ofam agnetic eld, the H am iltonian )
has ferro-antiferrom agnetic sym m etry.

First, we consider K = 1. In this case, J; = J,, and
the shape ofthe phase diagram m ust be sym m etric under
the transform ation ¢! 1 c¢. The results of the smula—
tions are plotted in Fig.[d. W e see that it indeed cbeys
this sym m etry and exhiits four phases: a superconduct—
Ing phase (S), where the order param eterm ¢ is nonzero,
a ferrom agnetic phase FM ), wherem g ; isnonzero, a
phase-separated regin e P S) where the spins and the an—
gular phases have form ed ordered clusters, and nally
the nom al phase N ), n which there is neither order
nor phase separation. Analogous to the BEG m odel,
the transition from the phase-separated regions to other
phases are rstorder (dashed line), the other ones are
second-order (continuous line).
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FIG.1: (color online) Phase diagram , tem perature (in units
of J1=kg ) versus concentration, in the absence of a m agnetic
eld. N indicates the nom alphase, S superconductivity, FM

ferrom agnetism , and P S phase separation. Solid lines repre—
sent second order phase transitions, dashed lines st order
ones. Lines are guides to the eye. Snapshots of the sim ulation
are shown. Black white) represents ;= 1 ( 1), red (blue)
si=1( 1).

Second, we consider the case K = 0:d. The resuls
of the sinulations are plotted in Fig.[2. W e can under—
stand the results as follow s: J, ismuch am aller than J;,
hence the spins w illnot pay m uch attention to the angu-—
larphases, and the part of the phase diagram conceming
the spins will be very sim ilar to the BEG model. Be-
cause J, is so am all, the phases will only order at very
low tem peratures (@t zero concentration, the tem pera-—
ture is ten tin es lower than the one at which the spins
order at a concentration of one). If the concentration
is slightly raised from zero, the system is already In the
phase separated regin e. A 1l the states w ith a nonzero
phase have clustered, and are not diluted by states w ith
nonzero spin. T herefore, the critical tem perature in the
phase separated region will approxin ately rem ain con—
stant. Because the tem perature at which the angular



FIG. 2: (color online) Phase diagram In the absence of a
m agnetic eld, for a relative coupling constant ofK = 0:1.

phases order is lower than the tem perature at which
phase separation begins, there is a phase separated re—
gion in which the angular phases of the wavefunction are
not ordered, which m ay appear unexpected at rst sight.
T he transition within the phase separated regin e, from
the region where the angular phases are not ordered to
the phase where they are ordered (superconductivity),
is second-order. T his is expected, because In the phase
separated regin e, all the phases have clustered, and the
transition w ill be com parable w ith the transition in the
Ising m odel, w hich is also second-order.

eld: the antiferrom agnetic
case

C. Adding a m agnetic

If we apply a nonnegative uniform magnetic eld to
the system , the ferro-antiferrom agnetic sym 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, whereas the ex—
change interaction w ants to order the spins antiferrom ag—
netically. Them agnetic eld H willbem easured In units
of Ji.

K in elet al® have studied the antiferrom agnetic BEG
m odel in the presence of a m agnetic eld, using M onte
Carlo sinulations. Their results at zero tem perature
suggest that the behavior of the system should be sep—
arated into three qualitatively distinct regions, nam ely
H 2 0;2;H 2 R2;4]land H 2 [E;1 ]. W e consider here
thecasesK = 1 andK = 0 PorvaluesofH wihin each
of these Intervals.

First, we considered a m agnetic eld in the Interval
0;2], namely H = 15. Both orK = 1 and K = 01,
the results (not shown) are qualitatively the sam e as in

the case of H = 0. This behavior was expected from
the phase diagram of the single-com ponent BEG m odel
at zero tem perature. Because the m agnetic eld tries to
align the spins, the antiferrom agnetic transition tem per-
ature is lower than in the absence ofa m agnetic eld.

In the usual BEG model, the rst-order phase tran-
sition disappears In the presence of a magnetic eld
H 2 2;4]. At zero tem perature, there is a second-order
phase transition between a state wih ; = 0 at every
site, and a checkerboard phase, w here one sublattice has

i = 0 at every site, and the otherone ;= 1. There
is also a transition between the checkerboard state, and
an antiferrom agnetic phase, but this transition is absent
at nonzero tem perature

ForK = 1, the behavior of the two-com ponent BEG

m odelis stillvery sim ilarto thecaseH = 0.ForK = 01,
the rst-orderphase transition disappears, and therefore
there is no phase-separated region, see Fig.[3. W e do ob-
serve an antiferrom agnetic and a superconducting phase,
but it isnot clear from the gurewhetherthe two phases
overlap. To better understand this low-T intem ediate
regin e, we also sin ulated the problem at a relative cou-
pling strength of K = 05. In Fig.[d, we clearly doserve
that there is a region where antiferrom agnetisn and su—
perconductivity coexist, without true phase separation,
sihce the rstorder phase transition has disappeared.
W hat is also Interesting is that at zero tem perature this
region begins at a nonzero concentration, and ends at
a concentration sm aller than one. W hen there is phase
separation, this coexistence region alwaysbeginsatc= 0
and endsatc= 1.
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FIG. 3: Phase diagram at a magnetic eld H = 235 and
relative exchange strength K = 0:. N denotes the nom al
phase, S superconductivity and AF antiferrom agnetisn .
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FIG .4: (coloronline) Phase diagram at am agnetic eld H =

235 and relative exchange strength K = 0:5. T here is a region
w here superconductivity and antiferrom agnetism coexist, but
w here there is no true phase separation.

3. H=5

In the origihalBEG m odel, when them agnetic el is
Increased to a value higherthan H = 4 at zero tem pera—
ture, antiferrom agnetism totally disappears because the
spins tend to align w ith the m agnetic eld3 T he system
is therefore m agnetized, but not because of the nearest-
neighbor interactions. T herefore, this is not really ferro—
m agnetiam , but for the sake of sin plicity, we denote i
like this. Forthe case ofK = 1, we observe a phase w ith
ferrom agnetic and superconducting ordering, and a fer—
rom agnetic phase (not shown).ForK = 0:1,we nd an-—
other Interesting phase, nam ely a ferrom agnetic checker-
board phase, consisting of tw o sublattices, see Fig.[H. At
the rst sublattice, all sites are random ly occupied by
phaseswih a value ofs; = 1 ors; = 1. At the second
one, all sites are occupied by the soin that is favored by
themagnetic eld, ;= 1. Thisphase ism ost likely to
occur at a concentration of c= 035 because In this case
a perfect checkerboard is possble.
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FIG .5: (coloronline) Phase diagram atH = 5and K = 0:1.
FM denotes ferrom agnetisn , S superconductivity and CFM
denotes checkerboard ferrom agnetism .

IIT. ADDING A TRAP POTENTIAL
A. TheBlumeEmery-Gri thsm odel

Because experin ents with cold atom s are often car-
ried out in a trap, we w ill add a ham onic potential to
the origihal BEG Ham iltonian, to describe m ixtures of
ferm jons and bosons In a trap. In general, the potential
felt by the bosons is di erent from the one felt by the
ferm ions, what in plies that we m ust include two tem s,

X 2 2 2 X
ap x{+vyy) §+ as

i i

&E+yHa  H: oo

Here, x; and y; are the horizontal and vertical distances
ofsite i, m easured from the center ofthe lattice, in lattice
units, and ap and ar m easure how much the bosons (the
stateswih ;= 1), and the fem ions (the states w ith

i = 0) feelthe In uence of the trap. If 3 = ar, this
term is constant, and the phase diagram isnotmodi ed.
W e will consider the case a, > af, which is the m ost
relevant experin entally. U sing the hard core constraint

2+ 52 = 1, we can then rew rite this tem and add i to
the BEG Ham ilttonian, thus obtaining

X X 2 X 2 2y 2
H= J i 3t D it a =i+ vyy) 77 @)
< ij> i i
where a = a, ar. This means that, e ectively, the

bosons w ill feel a stronger tendency to go to the center
of the trap.

Inthelmiofa! 1 ,allthestateswih ;= 1will
cluster in the center of the trap, and therefore the order—
Ing tem perature w ill be the sam e as In the Ising m odel.
Note that the m axin um value of the extra term in the
Ham ittonian w ill degpend on the size of the lattice. This
way of including the trapping potential is com parable
w ith the work of G ygiet al,? where a spatialdependent
chem icalpotentialw asadded to the B oseH ubbard m odel
In order to describe bosonic atom s in an optical lattice.

W e sinulated the new m odel using the sam e proce—
dures as for the BEG m odel and the two-com ponent
BEG model. The results for three di erent strengths
of the trapping potential are plotted in Fig.[d. In the
BEG m odelw ithout a trap, there is a second-orderphase
transition from a nom alstate to an ordered state, and a

rst-order phase transition to a phase-separated regior .
For the three values of a considered here, we do not nd
a rstorder phase transition any m ore. A part of the

rst-order phase transition line disappears, and a part
changes Into a second-order one.

W e see that ra an alldi erence between the trap po—
tential £l by the bosons and the ferm ions, a=J = 0001,
the transition tem peratures are very sin ilar to the case
w ithout a trap. For a large di erence, a=J = 0:, the
transition tem peratures approach the transition tem per-
ature of the Ising m odel for alm ost all concentrations, as
expected. W hen the stateswih ;= 1areordered,we
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FIG .6: (coloronline) Phase diagram s ofthe BEG m odelw ith
a trapping potential. N denotes the nom al, unordered state,
C the condensed phase, n which the siteswih ;= 1 are
ordered. Lines are guides to the eyes. Snapshots are shown,
where blue represents ;= 1, red ;= 1,andwhite ;= 0.

w il not goeak of a super uid state, but of a condensed
state, because we now consider bosons in general.

Tt is in portant to estim ate at which tem perature the
system starts to feel the in uence of the trapping po—
tential. Let us assum e that a cluster of size m feels the
potential when the energy di erence between the state
w ith this cluster In the center and In the comer of the
lattice is of the order kg T=J. For a lattice of size L?,
this estin ation results in

maL? kgT
: 9)
2dJ J
In this approxin ation, a sinhgle particle m = 1) n a

lattice of size L = 41 will start to feel the potential if
kg T=J 800a. For a=J = 01 and a=J = 001 this
results in kg T=J 80 and kg T=J 8, respectively, In
both cases much higher than the tem peratures we are
Interested in, because ordering starts around kg T=J
24. Therefore, the single particles w ill experience the
In uence of the trap in the entire tem perature range of
Fig.[d ) and (). For a=J = 0001, a single particle
w il feel the trapping potential for tem peratures lower
thanksg T=J 0:8. However, orhighertem peraturesthe
system already orders, and therefore there are som e large
clusters that according to Eq. [d) will feel the potential
already at m uch higher tem peratures. T his reasoning is
in agreem ent w ith the snapshotsin Fig.[d @). Fora=J =
0:001, we clearly observe the in uence of the trap when
the stateswih ;= 1 have clustered. In the disordered
state, the ln uence is less visble. Fora=J = 01 and
a=J = 001, we Indeed see the in uence of the trap for
all tem peratures, even in the disordered state.

B. The two—com ponent B lum eEm ery-G ri ths
m odel

A nalogous to the previous subsection, we w illalso add
a trapping potential to the two-com ponent BEG m odel.
In the latter, both the stateswih ;= lands;= 1
describe bosons, that both can condense. T herefore, this
m odel can be applied to study cold atom sm ixtures w ith
tw o species ofbosons. W e w ill consider the realistic case
that the two species feel di erent trapping potentials.
T herefore, we add the extra termm s
&+ yi)st

2 2y 2
a ®{+vyi) i+ as

(10)
i i

to the Ham iltonian. Because at every hattice site ? +

s? = 1,we can rewrite this term and add it to the two-

com ponent BEG H am iltonian, to get

X X X
H = J1 i Jo sisy t+ D 12_
< ij> < ij> i
+a &+ yh % a1)
i
where a = a as is now the di erence between the

potentials f£lt by the two species of bosons. Now, the
bosonswith ;= 1 have a stronger tendency to go to
the center of the Jattice.

The results of our sin ulations are plotted in Figs.[d
and[8. W e considered two di erent strengths of the trap-
ping potential, and two di erent ratios of the coupling
strengths of the bosons, namely K = J,=J; = 1 and
K = 0d. ForK = 0{, the right part of the rst-
order phase transition disappears and the left one be-
com es second-order (see F ig.[7), whereas orK = 1 both
kft and right parts ofthe rst-orderphase transition are
converted into second-order (see F ig.[8)).
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FIG.7: (color online) Phase diagram s of the tw o-com ponent
BEG m odelw ith a trapping potential. N denotesthe nom al,
unordered state, C and Cs the phases where the bosons rep—
resented by the state with ; = 1, respectively s; = 1
are condensed. Lines are guides to the eyes. Snapshots are

shown,whereblack and white represent ;= 1, and red and
bles;i= 1.
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FIG . 8: (color online) Phase diagram s of the tw o-com ponent
BEG modelwih a trapping potential. T he notation used is
the sam e as in Fig.[7.

In the Imitofa ! 1 ,allthesitteswih ;= 1 wil
have clustered in the center of the lattice, and all sites

wih s; = 1 atthe comers. T herefore, for all concentra—
tions, the system behaves astw o uncoupled Ising m odels.
In the case of K = 1, we see indeed that the transition
tem peratures for both species approach the Ising transi-
tion tem perature. ForK = 0:, because J, is ten times
an aller than J;, one of the species w ill order at the Ising
transition tem perature, and the other one at one tenth
of the Ising transition tem perature.

To nd the tem perature at which the system starts
to feel the presence of the trap, we can m ake the sam e
analysis as in subsection [IIIAl. A Iso here, we see in the
snapshotsofF igs [l and[8 that ora=J; = 0: (otshown)
and a=J; = 0:01, the system always feelsthe In uence of
the trap, and for a=J; = 0001, i does only when the
system is ordered. Ifwe inspect Fig.[8 @), we see that
there is a phase Cs in which the bosons represented by
si = 1 are ordered, but the bosons represented by ;3 =

1 are not. This is som ewhat surprising. A reason for
the occurrence of this phase is that when all the bosons
that have the tendency to go to the center of the trap
have clustered there, autom atically also the otherbosons
have clustered at the edge. Therefore, they can have
nearest-neighbor interactions, and they can easily order.
Tt rem ains to see whether such a phase indeed occurs in
experin ents. From the theoreticalpoint ofview , it would
be interesting to also allow for stateswih ;= s;= 0,
to verify the stability of this phase, when we relax the
constraint that every lattice site m ust be occupied by one
ofthebosons. N ote that for sm allenough concentrations,
thisphasew illalw aysoccur, sihce thebosons s arehardly
diluted by the bosons

Iv. COMPARISON W ITH EXPERIM ENTS

A . M agnetic superconductors
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FIG.9: Phase diagram of CeCo(In; xCdx)s. The gure is
extracted from Ref.lg.

T here are severalexam ples of C erium -based supercon—
ductors, for exam ple CeC oIns and CeIrlns, aswellasan—
tiferrom agnets that contain this elem ent, lke CeRhIns,



CeCoCds, CeRhCds, and CelrCds. Let us consider
CeColns and CeCoCds. These two m aterials have two
elem ents In comm on, Ce and Co, and di er in the third
element. By doping CeColns wih Cd on the In site,
we can change the superconductor CeC oIns into an an-
tiferrom agnet. There are m ore of these Cerium -based
pairs, and therefore, this class of m aterials is appropri-
ate for studying the interplay betw een superconductivity
and m agnetism .

Let us consider the heavy fem ion superconductor
CeColns, wih Cadm um doping on the In-site. Thism a—
terialhas the highest superconducting transition tem per—
ature (T, = 23K ) ofallheavy ferm ions, and itselectronic
structure is quasi2D J Nicklas et al® and Pham et al?
determm ined the antiferrom agnetic and superconducting
onset tem peratures of thism aterialas a function of dop—
Ing by elastic neutron scattering, sceci c heat, and resis—
tivity m easurem ents. T heir results are plotted i F ig.[d.
For experin ental details we refer the reader to Ref. |§.
T he phase diagram ofCeCo (In; xCdy)s show s three or—
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.

NFL

Temperature

\
control parameter
FIG . 10: Schem atic phase diagram of unconventional super-
conductors in tem perature-control param eter space. AF de—
notes antiferrom agnetism , S superconductivity and NFL a
non-Fem i liquid. Experin entally, antiferrom agnetism often
disappears abruptly at som e critical value 1 of the control

param eter, although one would expect a m agnetic quantum
critical point at som e value , of the controlparam eter.

Tt is interesting to observe that in thism aterialantifer—
rom agnetian suddenly disappears at the point w here the
onset tam peratures for superconductivity and antiferro-
m agnetiam are equal. T his feature, however, m ay change
in the presence of an applied m agnetic eld. In Fig[IQd
we see a scheam atic phase diagram of unconventional su—
perconductors, In tem perature-control param eter space.
In the case ofCeCo(In; xCdx)s, the control param eter
would be doping. Another exam pl of such a param eter

is pressure. Park et all® detem ned the phase diagram
ofCeRhIng in tem perature-pressure space w ith and w ith—
outamagnetic eld.W ithoutamagnetic eld,they also
found this abrupt disappearance of the incom m ensurate
antiferrom agnetic order at ;. However, when they ap—
plied a eld 0of33 KO g, the line of the m agnetic ordering
tem perature went an oothly down to zero at ;. Such a
phase diagram show sm any sin ilarities w ith Fig.[d ifwe
dentify pressurew ith Inverse concentration in ourm odel.
Indeed, or an extermalm agnetic eld ofH = 235 and a
relative exchange strength K = 05 (seeF ig[4), thephase
diagram show s the sam e three ordered phases. Further,
the coexisting phase is not phase separated.

F inally, we consider the com pound Celr(In; 4Cdy)s,
see Fig.[I1l and Ref.|9. For thism aterial, it is not clear if
there is a region w here superconductivity and m agnetiam
coexist. If there is such a region, it is in a sm all doping
Interval. T he phase diagram ofthism aterial strongly re—
sem bles the phase diagram of the two-com ponent BEG
modelwih an extemalm agnetic eld of H = 2:5 and
a relative coupling strength of K = 0:, see Fig.[3. A 1
though this experim ent was also carried out w ithout an
extemalm agnetic eld,weonly nd sim ilaritiesw ith our
m odel in the presence of a m agnetic eld.
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FIG. 11: Phase diagram of the heavy fem ion
Celr(In; xCdx)s. The gure is extracted from Ref.|9.

B. Cold atom system s

In 2006, two experimental groups, the group of
Ketterle at M IT 2! and the group of Hult at Rice
University*2 have perform ed experin ents with inbal
anced ultracod ®Liatom s in a trap, and cbtained con-
tradictory results. TheM IT group m easured a transition
between a nom aland a super uid phase at a polariza-—
tion of P 0:70, w hereas the group at R ice Universiy
observed a transition between two super uid phases at
P 0:09. Here, P m easures the im balance between the
son-up and the spin-down atom s,

N N4 .

P= —: 12
Nn+N# ( )

G ubbels et all3 have set up a theoreticalm odel to de—
scribe these In balanced Ferm im ixturesand determ ined a
generalphase diagram in tem perature-polarization space
that can explain the observations of both groups. The



topology of their phase diagram show s large sin ilarities
w ith the phase diagram ofthe BEG model. W e can un—
derstand this resem blance as follow s. In the BEG m odel,
the concentration c is the fraction of lattice sites w ith
; = 0, and thus the fraction of the system that cannot
condense. The polarization P isam easure orthedi er-
ence ofthe atom s in the spin-up and the spin-down state,
and thus for the num ber of ferm ions that rem ain after
the others have paired. T he atom sw ith soin up and spin
down will form pairs, and such a pair can be described
as a boson. T herefore, the polarization is also a m easure
for the fraction of the system that cannot condense, and
the concentration can be m apped onto the polarization.
W e can dentify the paired atom s, the preform ed bosons,
with thestates ;= 1, and the ram aining ferm onsw ith
i= 0, e F ngﬂ

keT/J

SF + phase separ ation

0 02 04 06 08,
FIG .12: Phase diagram ofthe originalBEG m odel, obtained
by M onte Carlo simulations. N denotes the nom al phase,
SF super uidity. Lines are guides to the eyes. T he transition
between the nom aland the super uid state is second-order,
the transition to the phase separated regin e is rst-order.

The experin ents with °Li are carried out i a trap,
and the theoreticalm odelofG ubbels et al. only includes
the presence of the trap by using the local density ap—
proxim ation. Now , we would like to com pare their phase
diagram w ith our results ofthe BEG m odelw ith a trap—
ping potential, in Figs.[7 and [8. A though in the case of
Inbalanced ferm ions the frequency ! of the optical trap
felt by the pairs of ferm ions (posons) and the rem aining
unpaired ferm ions is the sam e, the m ass of the bosons
is tw ice as large, and the potential constant a,, is thus
larger than af. This means that the com parison must
bemade wih the BEG modelin a trap. In thism odel,
the rst-order phase transition, m easured by a Jimp in
the concentration as a function of the anisotropy eld
D has disappeared, thus there is no true transition to
a phaseseparated regin e. However, if we Inspect the
snapshots, we see that for low enough tem peratures, or
large enough trapping potential, there still is a clear sep—
aration between the condensed bosons and the fermm ions,
suggesting som e kind of e ective phase separation. W e

note that in experim ents, phase separation is m easured
by inspecting the radii of the clouds of the atom s in the
di erent hyper ne states, and notby a jimp in som e or—
der param eterd? O ur resuls thus suggest that the m ea—
sured di erent radii are not per se an evidence of a true
them odynam ic phase separation. Further experim ents
are required to clarify this issue.

A though ourm odel describes qualitatively the exper—
In entally observed phases, it cannot capture the nede-
tails of recent experin ental results. Studies by Shin et
all? indicate that there isno super uid phase, or phase—
separated phase for polarizations above P 036.By a
quantum M onte C arlo approach, Lobo et ali® predict a
phase transition between a nom aland a super uid state
at a polarization of P 039 at zero tem perature, and
G ubbels and Stoof® recovered this resutsusinga W ilso—
nian renom alization group theory.

V. CONCLUSIONS

W e sin ulated a tw o-com ponent extension of the BEG
m odelw fthout an externalm agnetic eld and determm ined
the phase diagram In the concentration-tem perature
space. In the region where m agnetisn and superconduc—
tivity coexist, the system is always phase separated. 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 w ith true coexistence of two ordered phases.
T hese diagram s are com parable w ith the phase diagram
of doped heavy ferm ions in the presence of a m agnetic

eld.

In order to describe cold atom system s, we added a
trapping potentialto the BEG m odel, and our extension
of this m odel. The added potential changes the phase
separation regin e conoeptually. W e cannot speak any-—
more about true phase sgparation, but m ore about a
crossover to a phase separated region. W e argue that
the BEG m odelw ith a trapping potential can be used to
m odel in balanced Fermm im ixtures. However, there are
still quantitative di erencesw ith experin ents, w hich our
m odel is not able to cover. W e also m ade predictions
for the phase diagram ofboson-boson m ixtures based on
our sin ulations of the two-com ponent BEG m odel w ith
a trapping potential. A lthough there is no available ex—
perin ental data on boson-boson m ixtures, we hope that
our work can m otivate fiirther studies in this direction.
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