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I. INTRODUCTION

The unitary Fermi gas, consisting of non-relativistic fesmc particles of two species with
equal mass, has been studied intensively during the laatldd@é—3]. The growing interest in this
system was prompted especially by the ability of tuning tiheraction between different fermionic
species in ultracold atomic gases through a Feshbach mes®bg varying an external magnetic
field. This technique allows one to bring the two-body scattelength of the two species to
infinity and therefore makes it possible to study the unitaéeymi gas experimentally. Using
photoemission spectroscopy, the measurement of the elargasxcitations of ultracold atomic
gases has in recent years become a realistic possibility][4Understanding these elementary
excitations from a theoretical point of view is hence impattand a number of studies devoted to
this topic have already been carried out [6—8]. We will irstivork propose a new and independent
method for computing the single-particle spectral densitthe unitary Fermi gas, which makes

use of the operator product expansion (OPE).

The OPE, which was originally proposed in the late sixtieependently by Wilson, Kadanoff
and Polyakov [9-11], has proven to be a powerful tool for yriah processes related to QCD
(Quantum Chromo Dynamics), for which simple perturbatioeotry fails in most cases. The rea-
son for this is the ability of the OPE to incorporate non-pdsative effects into the analysis as
expectation values of a series of operators, which are eddaccording to their scaling dimen-
sions. Perturbative effects can on the other hand be treatedefficients of these operators (the
“Wilson-coefficients”). The OPE has specifically been usesttidy deep inelastic scattering pro-
cesses [12] and has especially played a key role in the fatoualof the so-called QCD sum rules
[13, 14].

In recent years, it was noted that the OPE can also be apmiesrangly coupled non-
relativistic systems such as the unitary Fermi gas [15-2#]ally, the OPE was used to rederive
some of the Tan-relations [28—30] in a natural way [15] aled,ifistance, to study the dynamic
structure factor of unitary fermions in the large energy ammmentum limit [20, 23]. Further-
more, the OPE for the single-particle Green’s function & timitary Fermi gas was computed
by one of the present authors [25] up to operators of momentinmension 5, from which the
single-particle dispersion relation was extracted. As@RE is an expansion at small distances
and times (or large momenta and energies), the result of andmnalysis can be expected to

give the correct behavior in the large momentum limit anddard to become invalid at small
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momenta. The analysis of [25] confirmed this, but in addisomewhat surprisingly showed that
the OPE is valid for momenta as small as the Fermi momemynwhere the OPE still shows
good agreement with the results obtained from quantum MGatéo simulations [7].

The purpose of this paper is to extend this analysis to smalbenenta, by making use of the
techniques of QCD sum rules, which have traditionally beapleyed to study hadronic spectra

from the OPE applied to Green'’s functions in QCD. Our genstrategy goes as follows:

e Step 1: Construct OPE

At first, we need to obtain the OPE for the single-particle e functionG, (ko, k) in

the unitary limit, which can be rewritten as an expansiorhefdingle-particle self-energy
Z+(ko, k). The subscriptt here represents the spin-up fermions. The main work of this
step has already been carried out in [28};(ko,k) can be considered to be an analytic
function on the complex plane of the energy varidtplewith the exception of possible cuts
and poles on the real axis. Considering the OPH at 0, with equal densities for both
fermionic speciesri = n;) and taking into account operators up to momentum dimension
5, the only parameters appearing in the OPE are the Bertsemp#er and the contact
density, which are by now well known from both experimentaasurements [31-33] and

theoretical quantum Monte-Carlo calculations [34, 35].

e Step 2: Derive sum rules

From the fact that the OPE is valid at laridgg| and the analytic properties of the self-energy,
a general class of sum rules forIg(w, k) can be derived. In contrast to the complegx

w here is a real parameter. These sum rules are relationsdreteetain weighted integrals
of ImZ;(w, k) and corresponding analytical expressions that can bengutéiom the OPE

result (for details see Section II):
DOPE(M, k) :/_wdeC(w,M)lmZT(w,k). 1)

The kernel(w,M) here must be an analytic function that is real on the real aki®
and falls off to zero quickly enough ab — +, while M is some general parameter that
characterizes the form of the kernel. In the practical dateans of this paper, we will use

the so-called Borel kernels of the forkih(w,M) = (w/M)”e*‘*’Z/MZ.

e Step 3: Extract I (w, k) via MEM and obtain RE(w, k) from the Kramers-Kronig

relation



As a next step, we use the maximum entropy method (MEM) taekthe most probable
form of ImZ;(w, k) from the sum rules, following an approach proposed in [36]the

QCD sum rule case.

It should be mentioned here that this method is somewhardift from the analysis pro-
cedure most commonly employed in QCD sum rule studies, wtierespectral function
(which corresponds to Il here) is parametrized using a simple functional ansatz avith
small number of parameters which are then fitted to the suesrurhis method has tradi-
tionally worked well if some sort of prior knowledge on theesfral function is available and
assumptions on its form can thus be justified. On the othed,harcases where one does
not really know what specific form the spectral function carelipected to have, sum rule
analyses based on (potentially incorrect) assumptionb®spectral shape always involve
the danger of giving ambiguous and even misleading redMEdM is therefore our method
of choice, as it allows us to analyze the sum rules withoutingakny strong assumption
on the functional form of the spectral function and henceesakpossible to pick the most

probable spectral shape among an infinitely large numbenaites.

Once In%(w, k) is obtained from the MEM analysis of the sum rules, it is a $empatter
to compute RE;(w, k) by the Kramers-Kronig relation,

ImZT((d,k)

RezT(w,k:):—%P/_mdw’ = )

e Step 4: Compute single-particle spectral density

From the real and imaginary parts of the self-energy, thgiaiparticle spectral density can

then be obtained as,

1 1
A k)=——I - - 3
(@ k) nmw+|0+—ek—ZT(w+|0+,k:)’ ®)

wheregy, is defined agy, = k?/(2m), with mbeing the fermion mass.

The above steps are shown once more in pictorial form in Eig. 1

As a result of the above procedure, we find a two-peak streictuthe imaginary part of the
self-energy, the two peaks moving from the origin-£ 0) to positive and negative directions of
the energy with increasing momentykl. Translated to the single-particle spectral density, this
leads to a typical superfluid BCS-Bogoliubov-like dispersielation with both hole and patrticle

branches and a nonzero gap value.
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FIG. 1. Steps for computing the single-particle spectrakidg from the OPE of the single-particle Green’s

function of a fermionic operator.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section I, we disches@QPE of the single-particle
Green’s function and explain how it can be rewritten as arapgn of the single-particle self-
energy. Next, we outline the derivation of the sum rules ftbenOPE. In Section Ill, the MEM
analysis results of the sum rules are shown and the consefijjp@nform of the single-particle
spectral density and the dispersion relation are presemtezlspectral density is visualized in Fig.
5 as a density plot and the detailed numerical propertieseoflispersion relation are described in
Table Il. Section IV is devoted to the summary and conclusiointhe paper. For the interested

reader, we provide in the appendices detailed accountseafeflevant calculations, which were
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needed for this work.

II. FORMALISM

A. The operator product expansion

The operator product expansion (OPE) is based on the oligerthat a general product of

non-local operators can be expanded as a series of localtoperThis can be expressed as
Oi(x+3)0j(x—3y) = ZWOkW)Ok(X)- 4)

Here, we have used the abbreviatigrs= (xo, ) and(y) = (Yo, y) for the four-dimensional vec-
tors.Wp, (y) are the Wilson-coefficients, which only depend on the reddtiime and distancgof
the two original operators. The operators on the right-tsade of Eq.(4) are ordered according to
their scaling dimension&y, in ascending order. This expansion works for small timéedéinces
(or small distances), as the Wilson coefficients behavig Ago|)2 441 (jy|A4~41) and be-
cause the operators with larger scaling dimensions arestipysressed by higher powersm
(ly]). Fourier transforming Eq.(4), the above statement isstedad into energy-momentum space,
where the OPE is a good approximation in the large energy onentum limit as operators with
larger scaling dimensions are suppressed by higher powew (1/|k|)-

For the above expansion to work in the context of a non-resditt atomic gas, certain condi-
tions have to be satisfied. Firstly, it is important that tbegptial rangeg of the atomic interaction
is much smaller than all other length scales of the systernthatahe detailed form of the inter-
action becomes irrelevant. Furthermore, the energy or mamescale at which the system is
probed needs to be much larger than the corresponding tyguakes of the system. Hence, for

the OPE to be a useful expansion, the following separaticstakes must hold, which must be
satisfied by either A,/|Ko| or 1/|k|:

ro < 1/y/Tkol, 1/|k| < |al, g™, A (5)

Here, a is the s-wave scattering length between spin-up and -downides, n;1/3 the mean

interparticle distance of both fermionic species, aqd~ 1/+/mT the thermal de Broglie wave
length. In other words,/ |ko| or |k| have to be large enough so that for example an expansion in
1/(a\/|kol), ncl,/s/\/|ko\ and 1/ (At+/|ko|) is valid, while they should be still small enough not to

probe the actual structure of the individual atoms.
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In practice, we will in this work take the zero-range limjt— 0, study the system at vanishing
temperaturd = 0 and will in the course of the derivation of the sum rules tddesunitary limit
a — oo, Furthermore, for studying the detailed momentum deperelehthe spectral-density, we
will in the following discussion make use of an expansion j/Ako|, but not in ¥/|k|. |k| will

instead always be kept at the order of Fermi-momentum ofttitiexd system.

B. The OPE of the single-particle Green’s function for geneal values ofa

In this paper, we will employ the OPE of the single-particleén’s function, which was com-
puted in [25]. Let us here briefly recapitulate this resuld aliscuss its form rewritten as an
expansion of the self-energy (ko, k). The starting point of the calculation is

oy A |
6:(K = [Ayed (Tl ocr Dol Y = ot
wherek should be understood &k) = (ko, k). The OPE forG; (k) can then be carried out, as

discussed in detail in [25]. If translational and rotatibmaariance holds, all sorts of currents

(6)

vanish and the OPE expression (taking into account terme apmentum dimension 5) can be
simplified as follows:

C 0 C
OPE(| e B 2 _ v e O
GPE(k) =G(K) ~ GEAKIN, — 1 GP(K) 5 AK) — G (KT™(K, 0k 0) .
3 ‘92 q q C
_ G2 4
G(k[ SZ\dk? ]/ m[pi( = q“]
Here,G(k) is the free fermion propagator,
1
G(k) = ) 8
== @)
A(K) represents the two-body scattering amplitude betweenigpand -down fermions,
amn 1
AK) = 9)

E\/——mko 1/a

andTTreg(k, p; K, p') stands for the regularized three-body scattering ammiai@ spin-up fermion
with initial (final) momentunk (k') and a dimer with initial (final) momentum(p’). “regularized”
means that infrared divergences originally appearing éntbinee-body scattering amplitude have
been subtracted (see Sections Il C and Il F of [25]):

dqm2

g (10)

Tk 01k.0) = Ty (k. 01k.0) ~ A(K) [ 57 (
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Furthermorepg(q) is the momentum distribution function of spinfermions,n; the density of
spin-down fermions and the so-called contact density [28—30].

Comparing Eq.(7) with the definition of the self-energy of.6j, one can easily find an ex-
pression forz, (k), which (again up to terms with momentum dimension 5) is csiasi with the

OPE of the single-particle Green’s function:

c 0 C
OoP _ o ¥ Tleg
SOPHK) =—A(k)n, 4makOA(k) 5Tk, 0:k,0)
3 02 dq q C (11)
[ "3 deﬁ (] (2m)32m P _?]
Assuming the considered system to be spin symmevitg) = p(q)], the integral of the mo-

mentum distribution function appearing in the above equatian be evaluated by one of the
Tan-relations [28-30],

dg ¢° C C
2 - | =4+ —, 12
O_ZN/ (2m)32m [p"(@ q4] Arma (12)
where¢ is the energy density of the system. We hence get,
c o0 C
OPE/|,\ _ reg
>PHK) =—A(k)n, — —%A(k) — STk, 0k,0)

3 52 (13)

C
[ "3 Zlalé 9] (£ Zrara)
Among the various terms appearing in Eqg.(13), the most vaapiece to evaluate is the three-

body scattering amplitudﬁreg(k,o;k, 0), which will be studied next in a separate subsection.

C. Three-body scattering amplitude

The difficulty in obtainingT.*(k, 0;k, 0) stems from the fact that this scattering amplitude by
itself does not solve a closed integral equation and thexefan not be computed directly. We
thus have to us&;(k,0;p,k— p) with a more general momentum dependence, which will, for
simplicity of notation, from now on be denotedBgk; p). T;(k; p) satisfies the following integral

equation (note that we for the moment work with the non-rageéd version of the amplitude):

Ti(kip) =G(—p) +1 [ T () Ga) Ak~ )Gk~ p—0)
1

T Potg (14)

dqg am TT(k; Eq,q) .
(2m)31./3¢2 —2q -k + k2 —dmiko — L (PHERZ | gy 2 g
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In going to the second and third lines, the integral aygis performed and thugy is fixed tog,.

Next, settingpo = &, provides a closed equation,

) m dqg by Ti(K; &, q)
Tep )= 1z,

2m)3 1/3q2—2q - k+k?—4mig— 1 (p+quk)2 4 p242rq2 — mko

, (15)

which needs to be solved numerically. The technical devdilsis step are presented in Appendix
A. Once the above equation is solved dhtk; £, p) has hence been obtained, one can extract the
desired amplitud@; (k; k) from Eq.(14) by settingp = k:

Ti(kK) = — 1 _/ dq AT Ty (K &q,9)
e kot+er J (2m31,/3¢2 -2 -k+k2—dmko—L  @°
_ 1 / dg 4t m
ko+exn ) (2m31,/3g2—2q k+ k?—dmko— L ¢° (16)
/ dg ATT Ti(Ki€q,q) + 35
(231, /3g2—2q - k+k?—4mko— 1 q’

Finally, returning to the regularized scattering amplﬂl]'g{eg(k,o;k, 0) = T{eg(k; k) [defined in
Eq.(10)], we get,

Tk k)
2
~Ti(kk - AK) [ 5k ()
1 +/ dg [ ATT B ATT m (17)
kot+ee J (2m)3 |1./32—2q k+k2—4mko— 1 1\/k2—4mko—1|d*
dq am Ti(kieg @)+ 5
_/(2")3%\/3q2—2q-k+k2—4mko—% q? '

D. The OPE of the single-particle Green’s function in the uniary limit

So far, we have studied the OPE for arbitrary values of thegevgcattering length between
the two spin degrees of freedom (which should however be lkegpe enough for the conditions
of a valid OPE to apply). One could in principle continue wiitlese general expressions, derive
sum rules for nonzera ! values and analyze them according to our strategy outlinetthe
introduction.

In order to provide a clear account of the proposed methodyMéowever not do this here
but concentrate on the unitary limé (& o), which considerably simplifies many of the equations

needed to derive the sum rules, but already exhibits alltnieial technical difficulties that will
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arise in an analogous, but more involved manner when gezniegathe calculations to nonzero
al.
Firstly, looking at the unitary limit of the OPE result of E#3), the terms proportional !

vanish and the factor containing derivativesAdk) can be obtained in a simple form:

0 ma 92 = 252m g -k
i3 2 1A = T 5, g

(18)

As for the calculation of the three-body scattering amplitli *“(k, 0;k, 0), the integral equa-
tion of Eq.(15) is made slightly more manageable becausewainashinga— term in the first
denominator of the integrand on the right-hand side. Thaleeged scattering amplitude itself,
givenin Eq.(17), also simplifies as the integral appeanmitsisecond term [see Eq.(17)] can now

be performed analytically:

/ dqg ar B art m
(2m)3 3v3q2—2q - k+k2—4mky  1/k2—4mkg q*
1[ V3 3ko — & |og< 1+/3,/1—2ko/ex )]

(19)

TP Ve 2077 0\ “14V3y T B/

For a spin-symmetric system, making use of the equationsatiom and Tan-relations, it is
possible to express the expectation values of the locabt@erappearing in the OPE in terms of
particle densityr, energy density, and contact density [see Eq.(13)]. In the unitary limit, these
guantities only depend on one single scale, which detesiime properties of the system. Here,
we define the Fermi momentum and the Fermi energgiby n| = k3/(67%) andeg = kZ/(2m).

At infinite scattering lengtla — o« (and zero temperatuie= 0), £ andC are then given as

£=¢ i szké (20)

10m2m’ 3m

These values have by now been extracted from both thedrgtiaatum Monte-Carlo simulations
and experimental measurements, which give consistenitgseas shown in Table I. In the spe-
cific analyses presented in this paper, we will use the valb&sned from quantum Monte-Carlo

studies (denoted as “simulation” in Table I).

Assembling all the results and definitions of the last twossgtions, we reach the following
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TABLE I. Numerical values of the Bertsch paramefeand the dimensionless contact densjtyn the
unitary limit at zero temperature. The column “simulatiggives numbers extracted from quantum Monte-

Carlo simulations, while the column “experiment” contauagues from ultracold-atom experiments.

simulation experiment
'3 0.372(5) [34] 0.370(5)(8) [31, 32]
14 3.40(1) [35] 3.33(7) [33]

final form for the OPE in the unitary limit,

8 30 1 4 1 V3 1
ZOP k) =— 2 Y-
T ko, k) 37'[8': \/ek—2k0+3n258F ko+e& 1 2Kko— &

_1 ko — & |Og 1+ \/:_))\/ 1_2k0/8k: -i-il_(ﬁ)
TT /& (er — 2ko)3/2 —1+/3y/1—2ko /&,

(21)

& €k

8 . 52 &—ko -2
SHESF (gk—2k0>5/2+0(k0 )7
where we, for simplicity of notation, have introduced thadtionL(x), which is defined as:
. m
L(@) _ Sk/ dq 4m T (K g, q) +?‘ (22)
& (231, /3¢2—2q - k+ k2 — 4mko q?

Note that we here have made use of the factltiia) is dimensionless and hence can only depend
on the ratidky/ €. As mentioned earliet,(x) can be obtained by solving Eq.(15) and substituting
the result into the above definition. The detailed stepsisfftocedure are given in Appendix A.
Here, we simply note that the imaginary partigk) (which is its only piece that will play a role

in the sum rules to be derived later) is a finite, but sharpaked function, which is non-zero only
in the interval: ¥3 < x < 1 (see Fig. 7).

E. Derivation of the sum rules

We now derive the sum rules from the OPE of Eq.(21). For ddiigy tve considekp to be a

complex variable and study the contour integral,
L. dko[%:(kou ) — E2P5(ko )| (ko) = O (23)
C1+Co

Here,>;(ko, k) is the exact (and at this moment unknown) self-eneI@F/’,E(ko,k) is its approx-

imate OPE expression of Eq.(218.(ko) is assumed to be an analytic function on the upper and

12



Im[ko]

FIG. 2. The contour€; andC, on the complex plane &, used for deriving the sum rules. The wavy line

on the real axis represents possible locations of non-iaglgles or cuts o (ko, k) andZ?PE(ko,k).

lower half of the complex plane & and to be real on the real axis, but is otherwise completely
arbitrary. The contour€; andC, are shown in Fig. 2, in which the wavy line depicts possible
non-analytic poles or cuts & (ko, k) andZ?PE(ko, k), whose actual locations depend on the cho-
sen value ofk|. The above integral vanishes because the exact self-ehefgy k) and its OPE
counterpart are analytic in the upper and lower half of thegex plane. Furthermore, we know
that the OPE is valid at largép|, from which follows that the integrand on the left-hand side
Eq.(23) vanishes (to the order we are considering) alonatge half-circles irC; andCy. As we
have assumeff (ko) to be real on the real axis, it is noted that the added conextians along
the real axis leave just the imaginary parts of the self-gieer while their real parts vanish. Thus,

we can now write down the sum rules as
/ dolm= (w-+i0", k)K(w) :/ dwIm=PE(w-+i0", k)K(0), (24)

where here and in the rest of the papels understood to be a real variable. The right-hand
side of this equation can be calculated from Eq.(21), one&kénnellC(w) is specified. This last
step, however needs some care, as some terms of Eq.(21} aidirslead to divergences on the
right-hand side of Eq.(24). This is for instance the caseatierlast term in Eq.(21), which has
an imaginary part fokg = w > &,/2 and diverges a&w — &,/2) /2, whenw approaches;, /2
from above. This superficial divergence originates in oapginess of treating cuts in the above

derivation and can be cured by taking into account all pdrteecontoursC; andC, which run

13



along the cuts and their thresholds. The details of thisqmoe are given in Appendix B, where
it is explicitly shown how all superficial divergences carmed that hence the right-hand side of
Eq.(24) is indeed finite.

All this then leads us to the following form of the sum rules:

/w dak(w)IME: (w4107, k)

_5 S/Z/sk/z w\/ 2w — g K' (W) + o— ZSF[\/:S’ K(%)- K(—ek)}

2 £/2

3”25\/7 e/3
2 £ ©
3n258k Sk/?)deC(w)lm[L(a)]

—ifeé/z/ dw\/ 2w — &, [3/C”(w)+(w—ek)lc”’(w)}.
15 &/2

For deriving this expression, we have, additionally to teeumnptions mentioned earlier, assumed

dw\/ek—Zw[GIC’(w) — (ek—Bw)IC”(w)} (25)

that C(w) vanishes atw — o faster than 1,/w. If one wishes to use kernels which behave
differently (as for instance in the so-called finite energsngules in QCD [37], see also Appendix

C), one should go back to the OPE of Eq.(21) and rederive thesmonding sum rules. Our

statement made above on the cancellations of superficiaigbnces however still holds for this

case.

Furthermore, in the limiky = w > &, Eq.(21) takes a considerably simpler form, making it
thus possible to derive the resultant sum rule with much ééfest. Moreover, if one introduces
certain assumptions of the functional form of the self-ggeone can even analytically extract
some of its properties from the sum rules. How this can be dgmeaking use of the finite energy
sum rules, is demonstrated in Appendix C. While providingrapge and qualitatively correct
picture, this approach however has the drawback of relatiger heavily on mean-field theory for
fixing the form of the self-energy and therefore is inferiothie MEM analysis to be presented in

the following sections, which does not need any other inpstdes the sum rules themselves.

F. Choice of the kernelC(w)

As a next step, we have to fix the concrete form of the kekbgb). As discussed in the
previous sections, this kernel must be analytic on the cerplane ofw and real on the real axis.

Furthermore/C(w) should vanish faster thary {/w at w — o on the real axis. Obviously, these

14



restrictions still give room for an infinite number of chasce=rom the experience of QCD sum
rule analyses, it is however known that a simple Gaussiatewsh at the origin works well for
extracting the lowest poles of the spectral function. We withis paper follow a similar strategy

and use

Kn(w,M) = (M) e @M n=01 (26)

as our kernelM is usually referred to as the Borel mass in the QCD sum rudedlitire, which
we will follow in this work, while in [23, 24] the symbadyp was used for this variabléV can in
principle be freely chosen as long as the OPE converges. INsawever be shown in Fig. 3, the
OPE convergence worsens for decreasing valuds,athich means that there exists some lower
boundary oM, below which the OPE is not a valid expansion.

As the imaginary part of the self-energy on the right-hartk 9f Eq.(25) extends to both
positive and negative values @fand is in general not an even function, it is noted that usimg o
the most simple kernel with= 0 does not suffice to determine ip(w+i0", k) as for this kernel
all odd-function contributions automatically drop out bétsum rules. We hence need to introduce
one more kernel which should be an odd functiomirfor which then = 1 case in Eq.(26) seems
to be the most natural choice.

Let us mention here that in the literature of QCD sum ruleseokernel choices have been
proposed, such as a Gaussian with a variable center [38+@#@frocomplex Borel masses, which
leads to an oscillating kernel [41, 42]. For this first stuag, however prefer Eq.(26) because of
its simple analytic form.

Substituting the above kernels into Eq.(25) then gives tiad form of the sum rules,

/ daCo(w, M)IM3 (e, k) = DOSEM, k)

“aeeet(g) S e s
——{<——>< ) et ) )

} (27)

2
€L

~ve(3+3) :

(k) 15 (k)
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and

/ dwK1(w,M)ImE(w, k) = DPYTHM, k) =

€2 2 2 2 2
183/2 o e ( _i)u( g >+5_k |
6F e M2/ z\8M2) " M2

1 <8‘|Sv|£z> —l3 <8‘|S\;|GZ) A <8‘IS\;IQZ)

}

(V3 S’% 711262
+3—nZs M<3—e M2 e am )
2\/7 1 ZM 2
3n258 \/—G 1(&k/M) + 5 ZZSF—Gl(Ek/M)
£2 2
5/2\7 E G (ke
gt o (erzh - ) (58

2 2 2
&

- (oo~ )11 () + i 1) 4 (i)} e

wherel, (y) andK (y) are the modified Bessel functions of the first and second kesgectively.

Furthermore, the functior@. (y) have been defined as follows:

y/2
Gi(y) = / dxy/y — 2X 2x[6x (y—3x)(1—2x )] e,

1 v/2 fxz
Gl(y) = / dxy/y— 2X[6(1- 2¢) + 2x(y— 30)(3- 2¢)|e

(29)
Ga(y) = y/delm [L(y)} e,
y 2
Gi(y) = y/3dxxlm[L(y)}e :

The ratios of the right-hand sides of Eqgs.(27-28) and tlesipective leading order terms are shown
in Fig. 3 as functions of the Borel mabtfor three typical values of the momentykj.

The sumrules of Egs.(27) and (28) look quite cumbersomehbkutanalytic structure becomes
clearer if one takes the small momentum lingi (~ 0). Using the kernel of Eq.(26) with general
values ofn, one can show that in this limit the LO term behave®@d$>" and the NNLO term as
M~1/2tn The NLO term on the other hand can be shown to be proporttoMf = 1 forn =0

while it vanishes for all other positivevalues. The results for= 0 andn = 1 are given by

/ dwKo(w,M)ImZ; (w, k)

Zﬁr Y212 020749825_4 1 5/2( 55k> 1

== (1/4); ——3 5F(L/2)%F E—-— 12 (30)
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FIG. 3. The right-hand sides of Egs.(27) and (28), dividedHsir LO terms, as a function of the Borel
massM. The left and right plots show the casesnof 0 andn = 1, respectively. Starting from the top,
each line shows the OPE for momeié/kes = 0, 0.6 and 12. Here, LO corresponds to the first line on the
right-hand side of Egs.(27) and (28), NLO to the second aimd times and NNLO to the fourth and fifth
lines. The vertical arrows at the bottom of each plot ingidht lower and upper boundaries of the regions

of M, which will be used in the MEM analysis of Section Ill.
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and

/ dwK1(w,M)ImZ; (w, k)

_ AL apyee, V2 52(¢ 58\ V12
= “3raF M T ior (VA (¢ 3eF)M ‘ (31)

Here, the term proportional tg, in the last term comes from Taylor expanding the leadingrorde
terms of the first lines of Eqgs.(27) and (28)dp/M. The above equations should give the reader
an idea on the behavior of the OPE at least for smgllin the actual analysis of the next section,

we will however use the full result of Egs.(27) and (28).

.  MEM ANALYSIS FOR THE SPECTRAL DENSITY

Next, we discuss the imaginary parts of the self-energieg;iwwe have extracted numerically
from the sum rules by using the maximum entropy method (MEMi)s sort of approach for
analyzing sum rules, was recently applied to QCD in a similay [36] and has during the last
few years been used to study hadrons in various environnjédis13—47]. For the technical

details of this analysis, we refer the reader to Appendix O tte references cited therein.

A. The Borel window and the default model

Before discussing our results, let us here at first briefljarpow to determine the lower
and upper boundaries of the Borel m&ssused in the analysis. For fixing the lower boundary
Mmin, we demand that the highest order (NNLO) OPE term, whichap@rtional toé, should be
smaller than 10% of the leading order term. Note, that thigldmn generally leads to a value of
Mmin, Which depends on the momentuk]. We will here first fixMmn at |k| = 0 and take this
momentum dependence into account only if it leads to an asing value oM. This keeps the
momentum dependence M, to a minimum and at the same time ensures that for any value of
|k|, only Borel mass ranges with a satisfactory OPE convergareesed as input for the MEM
analysis.

For fixing the upper boundanylnhay, We do not have such a clear-cut criterion and therefore
can in principle choose it freely as long as it lies ab®g,. For the analysis presented in this
paper, we will set it adlnax = Mmin + X, With X = 5&r. We have checked that our results do not

much depend on this choice and the exact valuet@nce does not play any important role in the
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present analysis. The specific valuesW#in, and Mmax for some typical momentum values are
indicated in Fig. 3 as vertical arrows at the bottom of eaci. pl
As for the default modain(w), which is an input of the MEM algorithm (see Appendix D for

details), we will use
A2 3p 1
M(w) = =3 & (W2 +y)l/4
withy = sE. As can be understood from Eq.(21), the above default mquebaches the correct

asymptotic limit of InE(w, k) ~ —(4\552/2)/(377\/?)), asw > g, and is therefore a suitable

(32)

choice for the present analysis. For avoiding singulaititco = 0, we have introduced the pa-
rametery for smoothing out the function around the origin. We havésigslifferent choices foy

and found that this affects our analysis results only vergikiye

B. The single-particle spectral density

After these preparations, we can now finally proceed to oalyais results. First, we show the
imaginary part of the self-energy, for three represengatiomenta in the left column of Fig. 4. For
illustration, we show in these plots also the used defautiehof Eq.(32). It is seen that for zero
momentum, the spectral function is composed of one sing& peoundw = 0 and a continuum
behaving as- 1/\/w in the positive energy region. As the momentum increasesinitial peak
separates into two distinct peaks which start to move infisjte directions. The continuum also
recedes into the positiv@ region with increasing momentum, leaving a growing regiosuad
the origin without any strength at all.

With the extracted IrB;(w, k), we next compute the real part of the self-energy by using the

Kramers-Kronig relation

ImZ (', k)
w—o

and executing the principal value integral numericallye Tasult of this evaluation is given in the

ReZ; (w, k) = —7—1TP/ de (33)

middle column of Fig. 4, where we also show the cuive &, which appears in the denominator
of the right-hand side of Eq.(3). It is clear from this eqaatihat if the imaginary part of the self-
energy happens to be small, the single-particle spectraityewill have a narrow peak wherever
ReX,(w, k) coincides withw — &.

As a last step, we simply plug the real and imaginary parte®self-energy into

1 1
Ar(w, k) :_E'mw+io+_sk—ZT(w+i0+,k>’ >
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FIG. 4. Left column: Results of the MEM analysis of Eqgs. (2}l §28) are shown as red lines, while the
used default model [see EQq.(32)] is indicated in blue. Médchlumn: The real parts of the self-energies
obtained from Eq.(33) and Im(w, k) are plotted as red lines, and the functi@n- &, is given in blue.
Right column: The spectral densi(w, k), as computed from the results of the two columns on the left
and Eq.(3). Asin Fig. 3, each row from top to bottom corresj{soro momentak|/k= = 0.0, 0.6 and 12,

respectively.

to obtain the single-particle spectral density(w, k). The resulting functions are given in the
right column of Fig. 4. It can be seen there, that for small reota|k|, the spectral density
is dominated by the narrow hole-branch in the negative gneagion, while the particle-branch
consists of only a relatively broad bump. This changes atrat¢k| ~ 0.5kg, where the main
strength of the spectral density switches over to the particanch, which, as the momentum is
further increased, starts to move into the positive enemgction. On the other hand, the hole-
branch bends back into the negative energy region, whildugidéy losing its strength. To give the
reader a better visual grasp of the spectral density as aevdral especially on the behavior of

the particle and hole branches, we shavWw, k) in a density plot as a function of both energy
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FIG. 5. Density plot of the spectral densiy(w, k) shown as a function of energy and momentunk|.

The green dashed lines indicate the results of a fit of thécf@meind hole peak-maxima to Eq.(35).

and momentunik| in Fig. 5. To improve the visibility of this plot without chging its essential
features, we have artificially increased the imaginary paE, (w, k) in Eq.(34) by an amount of
0.2¢&f.

In this figure, the typical BCS-like dispersion of the pddiand hole branches clearly manifest
themselves. Qualitatively, this result agrees with thespedensities extracted from both quan-
tum Monte-Carlo calculations [7] and a Luttinger-Ward aygwh [6]. In order to make a quantita-
tive comparison with other methods, we fit the peak maximadispersion relation parametrized

as

2
E,f:ui%(%ewrui—u) +42, (35)

which we have adopted from [6]. The resultant curves are showig. 5 as green dashed lines,
while the corresponding values pf A, m*t andU* are given in Table Il. It is seen in Figure 5
that the fit is able to reproduce our dispersion relationyfairell, with the exception of the low

momentum region of the particle branch, whose curvaturenoabe captured fully by the simple

formula of Eq.(35). Note that this leads to a slight overaation of the gaj. If we simply read it
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TABLE II. Fit results of the particle and hole branches shawRig. 5 to a dispersion relation parametrized

as in Eq.(35).
Particle Hole
U/ &k AJee m*/m Ut/ee m-/m U~ /e
thiswork  -0.18 0.57 1.02 -0.37 1.09 -0.12
[6] 0.36 0.46 1.00 -0.50 1.19 -0.35

of from the point at which the particle and hole branches krgest, we get a value &f/ eg = 0.54
instead of the one given in Table II.

Comparing the values of this work with those of [6], it is sekat the two approaches give
comparable results for the gap paraméteeffective massesr™ and Hartree shifts) = for both
the particle and hole branches. On the other hand, the chépuotentialy deviates significantly
from [6], even giving a different sign. The reason for thisatepancy apparently originates in the
low sensitivity of the sum rules to the absolute positionh& @ axis. This can be understood by
inspecting the OPE of Eq.(21). After settikg= w and making a change of variables— «/
asw = ' + wy, with ay of the order ofer and expanding the resulting expressiondgsy o', one
notes that only the NNLO term of the OPE will be modified, whichbist be kept small due to the
convergence condition of the OPE. Therefore, we can expatstich a change of variables will
introduce no qualitative modification of the OPE, while tpedtral density experiences a parallel
shift of wy.

It is in principle possible to choosgy such that the fitted value qf approaches the correct
value of around B6¢&r. Due to the convergence criterion of the OPE, such a choioever
leads to a significantly larger value by, and therefore to a rather poor resolution of the MEM
extraction of InE;(w, k). We have thus not explored this possibility any further antp$y note
that at the present stage, the absolute positions of thetstes appearing in the spectral density
should not be taken too seriously.

As a final point, we study the density of states of the singtpuarentw, p(w), which is

obtained by integrating the spectral density over the maumeik|:

3
(@) = [ graPr(@.F) (36)

This function is shown in Fig. 6, from which one can immediatead off the approximate gap
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FIG. 6. The density of statep; (w), obtained by integrating the spectral dengityw, k) over the momen-
tum k as shown in Eq.(36).

value, which can be regarded as half the width of the regioeray (w) loses almost all of its
strength. To draw Fig. 6, we have added an constant amoun002£& to the imaginary part
of Z+(w, k), which reduces artificial effects caused by evaluating titegiral numerically from a

discrete number of data points, but does not change the gaguse of this plot.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

The work presented in this paper was carried out with twordggdegoals in mind. As the
introduced techniques are new and have not been applieddcatmm systems so far, we first
needed to test to what extent the sum rules and MEM are abkgreethe single-particle spectral
density from the result of the OPE. This is by no means a trieit, because the OPE considered
in momentum space does not converge for momenta below tha Fementum [25], as we have
already discussed in the introduction. It was therefore@beginning not clear to what degree the
sum rules can extend the applicability of the OPE to lower miota or energies. As it however
turns out, even at zero momentyiki and smalky, the sum rules of Eqs.(27) and (28) lead a fairly
reasonable behavior for the spectral density, which sugdest our approach is indeed useful for

extracting the spectral density at any momentum and energy.
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Once the proposed method is proven to work well, our secoativgas to provide an indepen-
dent framework for evaluating the superfluid pairing dagf the unitary Fermi gas. Our obtained
value is given in Table Il and can be inferred from Fig. 5. Wslwio emphasize here that even
though we have only taken into account the first few terms ef@PE, in which the Bertsch
parameter and the contact density are the only input vatuesnumerical result shows reason-
able agreement with other theoretical approaches [6, 8kciBgally, we obtainA/ex = 0.54,
when extracting the gap from point of smallest distance betwthe particle and hole branches
andA/er = 0.57 from an overall fit of our dispersion relation to Eq.(35)ile [6] and [8] get
A/eg = 0.46 andA/eg = 0.50(3), respectively. For confirming these results in the futurejll be
necessary to consider still higher order terms in the OP&pate the size of their contributions

and examine their impact on the spectral density.

Using the method proposed in this work, we have so far onlglistuthe fermionic single-
particle channel at zero temperature. As long as the camditior its applicability (that isg <
1/+/Tko| < |a], n%3, A1) are satisfied, the OPE technique is fairly general and camintiple
be applied to any kind of bosonic or fermionic systems witle on more constituents. One can
therefore envisage various future applications of this@ggh. For instance, in [23] the OPE for
the retarded correlator of the density operator has already worked out, and one in principle
just needs to apply MEM or some other sort of fitting methodkteeet information on the dynamic
structure factor from the OPE expression. Another intergslirection of research could be the
generalization of this approach to finite temperature. F@ndp able to do this, one however
needs information on the finite temperature behavior of therator expectation values which
appear in the OPE of the channel of interest. For the systesidered in this paper, this would
correspond to the finite temperature values of the Bertsdnpeter and the contact density, which

are calculable using quantum Monte-Carlo simulations.[48]
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Appendix A: Numerical solution of T{*(k, 0;k, 0) in the unitary limit

As discussed in Section 11 B, we need to solve the integraatgu given in Eqg.(15) numeri-
cally, which is then substituted in Eq.(17) to obtain theiiesscattering amplitud®“(k, 0;k, 0).
The technical details necessary for this task will be oatim this Appendix, in which we gen-
eralize the discussion given in Appendix B of [25], wh&gavas set te,, while we here have to
keep it as an independent variable and will specifically warky = w+i0", with w being real.

Firstly, it is noticed that the dimensionless function

k2
Si(kip,p) = —Ty(Ki&p, P+ ik) (A1)
satisfies a simpler integral equation, which is given as
k2
(K ép,p) =———7
e (p+3k)2
dg 16m si(ki&q,q)

A2
(27T)3\/3q2_|_%k2_4mk02p2+2q2+2p-q+:—13k'2—2mk0 (A2)

=—T(k;p) —/%J(k:p,qﬁ(k; €4,9)-

The important point here is that the Kern@(k; p, ¢) now depends only on the angle betwegn
andp, which will permit a partial wave expansion of the above gné equation.
Next, we expand, (k; &, p) into its partial waves, which depend on the angjleetweerk and

p as

s1(K; €p, D) %ST (L‘z,?) R (cosh), (A3)

whereR (x) are the Legendre polynomials. We have made use of the fadT't)Ha adimensionless
function, which can hence only depend on the rakig;, ande,/¢. It can be shown that each

term s( (ko/ &k €p/ &k ) in the sum of Eq.(A3) satisfies a closed integral equation,

P(le,2) =-10(2) - ["afts0 (.2, 2)d (k. 2). (Ad)

Here, the functiort(!) is defined as

I(')<§—Z> _2 +1/ dcosOR (cosh)Z(k;p), (A5)
which can be rewritten with the help of the Gaussian hypergedc functionFy(a,b; c;y):
[ 9 6/X \! [+1 142 3  36x
M (x) = _ >
Y (2I—l)!!1+9x< 1—|—9x> e L (14 9x)2 (A6)
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Furthermore, we have defingd!) as shown below:

2
70,2 ﬁ)_"“”‘” / dcosOR (cosd) T (K p. q). (A7)

€L’ &L &k

Using again the Gaussian hypergeometric function thissgive

j(l)(xyz)—§ I! z : ( 2/¥z )I
T @) fa 2 o 2y 4224+ 3 - x\2y+2z+ 1 —x
+5—2X 3 3
’ (A8)
l+1 142 3 4yz
XoF | ——,—:1 4+ =; )
2N 5" 2" (2y+2z+3—X) ]

As a next step, we need to solve Eq.(A4) numerically for geinealues ofi. In practice, we

however will not deal with this equation directly, but firsfohe
Nk &\ _ (ko & (e
0, <sk’sz> =5 (gk’SZ)+I (ef;)’ (A9)
which satisfies
ko 2 9l 70) (ko & £a)7()( %
(t0.2) =, i ek,e',:,e:z)f ()

ko &p & (1) (ko ¢
-, O i f)es! (i),

and then solve this equation fés (ko/sk,sp/sk) This is done in order to avoid (or at least to

(A10)

weaken) the singularities that appealsiH(ko/sk,sp/sk) for certain values oky/&, ande, /&
and use instead the better beha@eﬁ)(ko/ek, &p/&k). Once this is done, the result is substituted
into Eq.(22), which, by making use of the above definitiors be rephrased as

m

L<@) _ dqg 8m Ti(keg,q) + 2
Ek (2m)3 .\ /3q2—2q -k + k2 — 4mkg q?

(A11)

&q
= qld &k )&\ 55l (ko &a
n %2I+1/ K| /35(,_‘_1_@1 <Sk)5sT (ek’ek>'
ZSk 3 &L

After obtalnlngés (ko/sk,sp/sk) for each value of individually, the corresponding contri-
butions are added in Eq.(A11), which then gives the final fofa(ko/ & ). It suffices to evaluate
the functionL(ko/ &g ) for one specific value ofy, as its form for generad;, can be obtained by a
simple rescaling of its argument.

In Fig. 7, we show the final results for [fia(x)] for various maximum values dfin the sum of

Eq.(All). (We show only the imaginary part because thisesotfly piece that will be needed for
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FIG. 7. Im[L(x)], obtained by solving Eq.(A10) and adding up the results irfA€k{l) to various maximum

values ofl.

constructing the sum rules.) It is seen in these plots th@tdnﬂ is essentially determined by the
first 5 terms in the sum ovérand that the expansion converges quickly for values beyendO.
In this work, we will take into account the terms uplte: 20.

Furthermore, it can be seen in Fig. 7 that/lrfx)| takes non-zero values only in the interval

% < X< 1, where it peaks sharply at arourd- 0.5.

Appendix B: Derivation of the sum rules for a generic kernel

To derive the general form of the sum rule, given in Eq.(2% need to compute the right-hand
side of Eq.(24), or, to be more precise, need to evaluatedhiar integrals o (ko) =°P5 ko, k)
along the sections of the conto@s andC,, which run above and below the real axis. The OPE

expression for the self-energy is given in Eq.(21) of Secti® and is reproduced here once more:

ETOPE(ko,k) =
8 32 1 4 5,1 1 V3 1

— —& + =& —
3m " /g, —2ky 31 Ko+&, 11 2ko— &

(B1)

_1 Ko — &k log 1+\/§\/ 1—2ko/ & _'_il_(@)
T\ /& (&), — 2ko)3/2 —1+3/1-2ky/5, )] & %

8 . 52 &—ko 2
— eS8 m+o(ko )-

The kernelC(kp) is assumed to be analytic in the whole compitgplane and to vanish faster that

1/+/ko atkg — o on the positive real axis.
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As some of the derivations are somewhat involved, we wilkider each term of the OPE indi-
vidually. As in the main text, we here considgrto be a complex variable, whil@ is understood

to be purely real.

1. Leading order (LO)

Using
1 1
Im =02w—€&,)—— B2
[\/sk—Zw—iOJ ( k) 20— &, (B2)
we immediately get,
/ ek (@) im0 (w+i07 k)
8 3/2/°° 1
= dw———— K
3°F £10/2 VTR (@) (B3)

= Eeg’/z/ dwy/ 20— &K' (w).
3m &k/2

Note that for the above integrals to converge, the assumpfif(w) to approach 0 quicker than

1/\/w atw — « is needed here.

2. Next-to-leading order (NLO)

Being proportional to the contact density parametethe NLO expression consists of two
pole terms, one log-term and one term containing the fundti&/&x). The pole terms are easily
treated using

which gives

/ dek (@) Im=\O P8¢+ i, k)

— 2 ceRcen - L)

(BS)

Next, we consider the log-term, which needs a somewhat naoedud treatment of the contour

integral, because simply taking its imaginary part leadsdivergence ab = &, /2. Before doing

1+\/§\/1—2w/sk (BG)
—1+v3/1-2w/s;,’
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this, we note that




)

FIG. 8. The contour integral on the complex plane of the @&, needed to calculate the NLO log-term

contribution to the sum rule.

which is the argument of the log in Eq.(21), is positive ana fer w < &./3 and negative and
real foreg /3 < w < &/2, where the log therefore has a cut. On the other handyfereg /2, the
above expression can be rewritten as follows:

1+v3y/1-2w/g,—i0t  1-iv3,/2w/g,—1
~14+V3\/1-2w/g, — 10" —1—-iv/3\/20/g, — 1

! (3&)—2£k—i\/3sk\/2w—sk> (B7)

:3w—ek

where@ is given as

60— tan%@v 2;’8_ 8’“) . (BS)
— &
Therefore, the log of Eq.(B6) is purely imaginary tor> & /2. In this region, the root in front of
the log in EQ.(21) is also purely imaginary, which means thatterm as a whole is real and that
there is no cut foro > & /2.
Hence, it is understood that we just have to evaluate theoooshown in Fig. 8. The corre-

sponding analytical formula is

1

NLO,log
3 o doKo)} O % 0 k)

__izs_éif ol (ko) 0= &k o LEVEVL- Zo/e >
=T33 Jg 2 Jec (&6 —2k0)32 N\ “14 V31— 2ko/er )|

for which we below calculate the pa@s - C4 separately.
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Firstly, it is seen that the integrand is not singulak@t € /3. Thus, the contou; circling

around this point vanishes as its radius approaches zero:

1
o i, Aok (ko) 21 ko, ) =0. (B10)
Next, the contour segmen® andC, are considered. They have a finite value due to the cut of

the log, which can be evaluated as follows:

1

NLO ,log
= ;({ o, Bk (k02 ko, )

4 g [E/2E 3w —y?

—_ 7 F dekC(e) —t Y
3HZZ\/? £,/3 @ (w>(y2—2w)3/2

(B11)
- B L) - Var(®)

1 & /2 / .,
AN dw\/ﬁ)[&c () — (& — 3w)K (@} }

Here,¢ stands for the radius of the circle aroud= & /2 of the contou€s. The last contribution
comes fronCgs, which, after a change of variables frdgto 6 (ko = & /2+ e€9), is divided into

two parts:

NLO, log
5 dwk()2 > ko, k)

0 . . .
:% / d0eK (g, /2+£€%) -9 (g, )2+ £ k) (B12)
m

—TT . . .
+ g/o 406K (g,/2+ £6)TNO( g, /2 + £d? k).
The first part is evaluated as

0 . . .
g/ﬂ d667K (61, /2+£69)zN0 (g, /2 + £, k)

- 2 EE 0 io io 3(€k/2+8é9)—8k
__ﬁz\/—e_ks/n 669K (gy,/2 + ) 22010 ]
B13
<tog /Ft V32O G
—@+\@¢728é<9—n>
> . 1
~ L e () L ceR(),
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while the second one gives

g/_"deé%(ek/ueé9>z$‘LO7'°g(sk/2+ £d® k)
0
3(ex/2+€€9) — g,
[dei(9+n)}3/2
o LTSS ) o
Ve + \EW
\/7

= LK (%) (1)

2 2 0 . .
_ ﬁz;_z_ks/n d0e9K (,/2+ £69)

2K ().
\/f— \/fé ( 2 )
Adding the two results from above, we finally get

1
2i

V2 e 1 2

dkok (ko) 2 ko k) = 350 VEK(Y) o - 2 ole (). (B19)

Thus, assembling all the contributions, we can obtain theltéor the whole contour of Fig. 8:

1 NLO, log

= 7({ o, Bk (k)23 ke, k)

—=qeR |2k (%) - K(%)] (B16)
2 £/2

37TZZ\F e

\/:_%
dwy/ & — 2w [GIC’(w) — (& —3wW)K" (w)|.

Note that all divergences have vanished in this final exprass

The last term that has to be considered contains the funtctiyy g ). As its imaginary part
has no divergences, it is straightforward to evaluate tlmeesponding contribution, we just need
to take the imaginary part df(ko/&x) (shown in Fig. 7), multiply the kernel and numerically
perform the integral ovew:

” NLO.L(ko/ek) it oy 4 & [
| deri@meO ol w0t k) = ¢ o [ dexi@im[L(g)]

4 SF 23 w
=32 Ek/sdeC(a))lm [L(a)}

(B17)

In the last line we made use of the fact that[Lr(x)} only has non-zero values in the region of

1
§<X<1.
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FIG. 9. The contour integral on the complex plane of the ey needed to calculate the NNLO contri-

bution to the sum rule.

Together with the pole- and log-terms, we hence can coltechi_O results as follows:

> kol (ko) 2O ke, )
= o 2eR[ 2K (%)~ K(—e)

4 Sé €k/2 , 1"
—(—— dwy/&. —2w|6K (w) — (&, — 3w)K" (w
el e [ dova 161" (@) — (e — 3) K" (@)

* dwlC(w)Im[L(%)].

(B18)

4 g?
+ R N I
32 ¢ &k Je/3

Let us here briefly draw the attention of the reader to thetfeat the term containing’(&x/2),
which appears in both the pole term result of Eq.(B5) and xipeession of Eq.(B16), happens to

exactly cancel and does therefore not show up in Eq.(B18).

3. Next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO)

As in the last section, we here again have to compute a coimttagral in the complex plane

of kg. This contour is shown in Fig. 9. We hence have to calculaddtowing integral:

1 NNLO
5 .tk =N ko, k)

2i
V2, 521 £ — W
=———¢&&' "= dol(w)—————+.
57-[5 2 %3103 ( )(5k/2_w)5/2

(B19)

First, the contours df; andCs are considered. Added together, they receive only cortioibs
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from the cut of the root-function. This then leads to

S b dok(o)s™ 0o, k)
C1+C3

2
\/é 5/2 EL,— W
= dwK(w)———
5” Lk/2+£ ( >(Cl)—£k./2)5/2

:—%TESS/Z (S’“)wlg)s g ef?[2x(%) ~ ek (%)

5/2 1 "
et | dov/20 a3 (@) (0 6K ()|

(B20)

s

where, in similarity to the last subsectianstands for the radius of the circle arouwd= & /2 of

the contouCo.

Next, the contribution o€, is calculated, leading to

5 Aok (ko) 22 0 k)

V2 5/2, 0 e o\ &/2— €€®
__mfe /0 40d7K(% +28°) gy (821)
V2 5/2, 1 V2, 52 £ g1 1
=~ 15585 (%) 5)3—5'5% 2K(%) — &k (%)] 7
Therefore, the final form of the NNLO contribution to the sunferis found to be
S dioklko) N0k, k)
173 (B22)

8 *© 17 "
:_ﬁggﬁ/zf dw\/M[SIC (@) + (w—&)K (a))],

where, as before, only the finite term remains, while all ottieergent contributions a¢ — 0

cancel.
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4. Summary

Collecting all the terms of the last few subsections, we getfollowing form of the sum rule

for a kernellC(w), which atw — o has to approach zero faster thah Aw:
/ ok (w)ImE; (@ -+ 07, k)
8 3/2 / \/§
dw+/2 &) _K(—
= 35 /ak/Z W/ 20— K () + =— ZSF[ - K(%) —K( ek)}

€r/2
+ﬁ T/ek deoy/&, — 260|BK(00) — (&1, ~ 300)K" ()| (B23)

&L

37T2Z Sk/sdeC(w)lm [L(%)]

—ET&S/Z/S/ dwy/2w — &, [SIC” )IC”’(w)]
k

This results corresponds to Eq.(25) of the main text.

Appendix C: Finite energy sum rules for the unitary Fermi gas

In this Appendix, we will demonstrate how to apply the finiteeegy (FE) sum rule approach
[37] to theky = w > & limit of EqQ.(21). This limit will considerably simplify th@nalysis of the
sum rules and, after introducing certain assumptions orfuihetional form of Ink(w, k), will

even allow us to study them analytically.

1. Large frequency limit

To take theko = w > & limit in Eq.(21) and expanding the result &g /w is mostly straight-
forward, the only exception being thgko/&x ) term, which is related to the three-body scattering
amplitude. For evaluating this term, we need to solve E 415 = 0 (anda—! = 0). This integral

equation can be rewritten as

(kO 0;&p, P)
B m / Ti(ko,0;£4,9)
2m)3 1 3q2—4mkop2+q2+p q —mko (C1)
m 2/ q| 1 <p +q°+|pllq| - )
__ Ti(ko,0;€4,9)-
P2 N9l o —amic 2+ 4%~ |pllal - 1k, 0:8.9)
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It can be understood from the last line above thako, 0;&,, p) can only depend ofp|. We hence

define the dimensionless function:

1
Ty (ko,0;€p,p) = EtT(‘PD (C2)
and rescale the momentum in units\@inky. The integral equation thus becomes
1 gl 1 <p2+q2+|p||q|—1)
t(lp|) = — = / t(lal),  (C3)
i) =22 dla |Iplm 2 g |pllql 1) 119V

which numerically determinés(|q|).
The term containing the functidn(x) of Eq.(22) can then be given by

1) () kzo\/ dg 4 Ti(ko.0i&g.q) +
& (2m)3 1 /32 — 4mkg q?
4/°° 1 { m}
=— | dlg| ——— | T:(Ko,0:&4,9) + — (C4)
7)o did T 1(ko,0:8,0) + 5

14

e 1 1
:EI_T/O d|¢1|\/ﬁ1r [tT(\QDJF?} :

By using the numerically obtaineg(|q|), we find

1 k=0 0.396797
(ke - : C5
Sk (Ek) ko ( )
Together with the other terms, we hence reach the desirét lim
OPE wo>en, 8 g2 1 & 1
w, k —& - =
(ko= ) — 3 F [\/—20) 2 (\/—20))3]
1/, 3
g2 V2
3n25 = (1-*>-0.396797
——&e/"———=+0(w
. 4\/283/2 1 n 0. 20750Z
- 3n F J—w 3m
V2 5/ 5 & 1
——¢ —=— O
5m F (E 35;) (\/—oo)?’+ (&)
2. Ansatz of self-energy spectral function
For streamlining the notation, we first rewrite the resulEqf(C6) as follows,
I 1 1 1
2w k) =5C -Co—+ C3 (C7)

2 V/-w w 2 (V-w)?¥
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where we have defined

82 0.207498 2\/2
CL= V2 372 Co=—— 062, Ca= V2 (35—52—’;) N (07:))

S 3mF 32 T 1512

As Eq.(C7) is valid at largev, we can immediately read off the asymptotic behavior afj(a +

i0", k) in this region as

1

m. 1 m
ImX 0", k)~ =C,—— — —C3———. C9
mZ(w+i07, k) 201\/5 2% ) (C9)
Here we used
1 1 1
Im|———| = 0(w)—,
L/—w—iOﬂ ( >\/Z)
1]
= — 1
m [a)+i0+_ mo(w), (C10)
|m[ L | et
(V=w—i03] T (Ve
One can take the simplest ansatz foElfw+i0", k) satisfying the above behavior as
m. 1 m 1
ImZ4(w, k) = 6(w — Sr) [Eclﬁ—icsw ) (C11)

with some parametesy,,. (We here assung,, > 0.)

However, it turns out that the finite energy sum rules for #msatz does not have a physical
solution forg,, /ep < 3€ /5. Also we already know from the BCS theory in the mean-fielgrapi-
mation (MFA) that Ink,(w, k) has a peak at negative, which is absentin Eq.(C11). We are thus
tempted to take the modified ansatz, given by a naive summatithe continuum (C11) and the
peak in the MFA,

1 T 1

ﬁ—icgw . (C12)

T
M3 (@, k) = —1Cad(w+ &, — 28) + 6(w—smr) | 5C1

whereC, = A? is the result in the MFA, which is also expressed using theamtlensityC as

4
Ca= =y (C13)

in our units.
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3. Derivation of finite energy sum rule

From the imaginary part of the self-energyIntiw, k), we can obtain its real part through the
Kramers-Kronig relation

ImZ; (o 4107, k)
w—o '

ReZ; (w, k) = —%P/mdw' (C14)
Using the ansatz of EQq.(C12), the integral in the right-hsidé above reduces to

ReZ: (w, k) =

Cy 4P © du { C 1 C3 1 }
W+ & — 28 s W — @ 2\/_ 2 (V)3

C =t C
:74“3/ Uil (SR
W+ & —2¢ VS 19— @ t

C Cs 1 C @t
= A B (cl— —3) P/ (C15)
w+e&, —2¢ Sthr @ e P—w

where, in the second line, we get /w'. The integral can be performed far> 0 andw < 0,

respectively, as

Cy o+ Cs 1—(01_%)21 l0g VO \/Snr (> 0)
ReS (w k)= P8 —28 VS @ Vo T IVO+ /S

1 1
Cy C3 + (Cl— %) - (E—tan‘l,/ﬂ) (w<0).
w w

w-l—sk—ZE /Sthr @ w — 2 —
(C16)
For sufficiently largew > sy, using
1—x X X
Iog‘m)_— <1+3+5+ ) (C17)
with X = \/sr/w < 1, the right-hand side of Eq.(C16) can be expanded as

C & —2 C 1 C 3 5

Cafy &=28 N, G 1 (o G Sie (v/Si) +(\/Sth3r) .| (c18)
W w Sthr W w w 3w? 5w

By comparing the coefficient of/tv with that in Eq.(C7), we arrive at a constraint fgSn, > O:

C1(v/Sn)?+Cy/Sm+Cs =0, (C19)
where
C=GC+ 3 79250% 0. (C20)
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4. Solution of finite energy sum rule

For Eq.(C19) to have a real solution fgfSyy, the following condition is necessary:
D =C?—4C,C3 > 0. (C21)

For ¢ = 0.372 and{ = 3.40, one can check that this condition is satisfied for gny Then
Eq.(C19) can be solved as

—C++/C2—-4C1C5 (C—2<C3<0)
4G,

e _ 2C C22
2C, 3

where the signs are chosen such tyag, is positive. For the smoothness of the solutiorsgf
aroundCsz = 0, we assume to take
—C—/C2-4C,C3

Sr = s (C23)
for any g
In summary, we find
2 (w+i0", k)
C Cs 1 C 1 V .
4 + = ——<C1——3>—{ VO /S —|n9(w—sthr)}
_ W+ & _2’5 Sthr W w \/7 \/7+ vV Sthr (C24)
Ca G 1 Cs 1 T _1 [ Sthr
+ —+(C—— | —| 5 —tan —
w+e&, —2¢ Sthr W w —w\2 -
for w > 0 andw < 0, respectively.
5. Single-particle spectral function
Now we compute the single-particle spectral function defimg
As(,k) = —Im ! (C25)
M T T w0410t — g, — 2 (w+i0F,K) |
From the expression & (w+i0", k) in Eq.(C24),4;(w, k) reads
> Fnd(w— an) (0 < sthr)
n
Ar(w k) =9 71 ImS. (w+i0", k) (0> )
_= o)
T [0— g — RS (+i07, k)| + [ImZ (w+i0F, k)] r
(C26)
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FIG. 10. Left column: Real parts of the self-eneigy w, k) [see Eq.(C24)]. The intersections with the red

line (Re& = w— &) represent the peak positions of single-particle sped@akities [see EqQ.(C27)]. Right

column: Single-particle spectral densitids(w, k) [see Eq.(C26)]. For better visibility, the delta functions

O(w— wy,) are approximated b t/ne*t(‘*’*‘*’ﬂ)2 with t = 2000. Each row from top to bottom corresponds

to |k|/ke = 0.0, 0.6 and 12.

Here the pole(sjo = wn(y) (n=1,2,---) are the solution(s) of

w— & —ZT(w+io+,k)
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FIG. 11. Peak positions of single-particle spectral dessin the(|k|, w) plane (red lines). For comparison,
mean-field dispersion relations,= & + /(& — &)2+ Cy, are shown by the blue lines. The thin black line

shows the position ofo = €.

and the residue($),(y) are given by

L 9% (@+i0% k)

A= ow

(C28)

w=an
Figure 10 shows the plots of Re(cw+i0", k) and.A+(w, k), respectively, fo€ = 0.372 and
{ = 3.40. The peak positions of the single-particle spectral itiessas functions ofk| are shown
in Fig. 11, where, for comparison, we also show the mean-tiedgdersion relationspw = & +
(&, — &)2+C4. By investigating the point, at which the particle- and hbtanches approach
each other most closely, we obtain a pairing gap valueG8 £, which is not much different from
the mean-field result/C4 ~ 0.68¢.

Appendix D: The maximum entropy method

Let us here briefly recapitulate the basic steps of MEM and@afly explain the differences of
our analysis to the application of MEM to statistical Moi@eflo data. For more details, consult
for instance [36, 44, 49, 50].

The problem to be solved with the help of MEM is given in Egg)(2nd (28). As, however,
the OPE on the right-hand side of these equations is only kneith limited accuracy and is
moreover only valid in a finite range of the Borel madsthe problem of obtaining 1y (w, k)

from the OPE is ill-posed and cannot be solved analytically.
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MEM now uses Bayes’ theorem, by which additional informatabout InE;(w, k) such as
positivity and its asymptotic behavior at large energies lsa incorporated into the analysis and
by which one then can extract the most probable from df;lfw, k). Bayes’ theorem can be
expressed as
P[D|ImZH]|P[ImZ|H]

P[ImE|DH] = SO :

(D1)

whereH denotes prior knowledge of I (w, k) andP[ImZ|DH] represents the conditional prob-
ability of ImZ;(w, k) for given D?PE(M,I:) andH. Maximizing the above functional with respect
to ImZ(w, k) will provide the most probable spectral functidD|ImXH] is called the “likeli-

hood function” and is obtained as
P[D|ImZH] = e 1M,

2
1 /Mmade [DOPE(M, k) — DI>(M, k)| (D2)
2(Mmax— Mmin) /Mmin afiT(M’k> 7

L[Img] =

with n=0 or 1. Here,DnOFT’E(M,k:) is given on the right-hand sides of Egs.(27) or (28), while
Di"=(M, k) is defined as

DIME(M, k) = /_mdwlcn(w, M)ImE; (w, k), (D3)

and hence implicitly depends on By(w, k). The error functioro, +(M, k) stands for the uncer-
tainty of DS?E(M,I:) at Borel massM and momentunpk|, which we determine from the uncer-
tainties of the parameteésand{ (e.g. the Bertsch parameter and the contact density) apgear

in the OPE.

P[ImZ|H] on the other hand is called the “prior probability” and cambiten down as follows:

P[ImZ|H] = eSm2],

ImZy(k)y) - B9

S[ImZ]:/Zdw[lmZT(w,k)—m(w)—lmZﬂw,k)log( @)

SImZ] is known as the Shannon-Jaynes entropy and the funotjos) is the so-called “default
model”. In case of no available daB"5(M, k) or infinitely large erroro, +(M, k), the MEM
procedure will just givem(w) for ImZ;(w, k) because this function maximiz&Imz|H]. The
default model can thus be utilized to incorporate alreadyvkninformation about 1B (w, k)

into the analysis.
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Collecting all the terms discussed above, we reach the finad 6f the probability?[ImZ|DH|:
P[ImZ|DH] O P[D|ImZH]P[ImX|H]
= gQlim3], (D5)
Q[ImZ] = aSImz] — L[ImZ].
It is now merely a numerical problem to obtain the form ofltw, k) that maximizeQ[Imz]
and is therefore the most probable3lpicw, k) for givenDYYSM, k) andH. For this task, we will
use the Bryan algorithm [51].

Once Ink, +(w, k) maximizingQ[ImZ] for a fixed value ofx is found, it is integrated out by
averaging Ini, +(w, k) over a certain range af, which then leads to our final result. Explicit
formulae for this step and all other practical details sjetd the application of MEM to QCD
sum rules are discussed in [36, 44].

As a final point, let us mention here that Eqs.(27) and (28¢ ¢ivo independent sum rules,

which have to be combined in the analysis of this work. How tain be done is explained in [44].
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