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We investigate the fermionic quasiparticle branch of superfluid Fermi gases in the BCS-BEC
crossover and calculate the quasiparticle lifetime and energy shift due to its coupling with the
collective mode. The only close-to-resonance process that low-energy quasiparticles can undergo at
zero temperature is the emission of a bosonic excitation from the phononic branch. Close to the
minimum of the branch we find that the quasiparticles remain undamped, allowing us to compute
corrections to experimentally relevant quantities such as the energy gap, location of the minimum,
effective mass, and Landau critical velocity.

Introduction— The notion of quasiparticles is an es-
sential tool for the study of interacting many-body sys-
tems. The idea is that the many-body problem can be
considerably simplified by introducing weakly-interacting
elementary excitations above a known ground state. It
is, however, generally known that fermionic quasiparti-
cles in an interacting Fermi system are only well-defined
in a small region around the dispersion minimun, and
that elsewhere they acquire a finite lifetime, even at zero
temperature [1]. In a superfluid, the fermionic branch,
which consists of pair-breaking excitations, obtains a fi-
nite energy gap described by BCS theory [2], and the
system exhibits a gapless bosonic mode (unlike in su-
perconductors [3]) representing the collective motion of
fermion pairs [4]. In this Letter, we identify the coupling
of the fermionic quasiparticle to the bosonic collective
branch as the mechanism responsible for its finite life-
time away from the dispersion minimum, and compute
the corresponding damping rate and energy shift from
first principles. This problem is quite similar to the Bose
polaron (an impurity in a sea of bosons) [5–7], but a cru-
cial difference is that the fermionic quasiparticle has a
roton-like dispersion εk = ∆ + ~2(k − k0)2/2m∗, rather
than an impurity-like dispersion εk = ~2k2/2m∗.

The appearance of a finite quasiparticle lifetime away
from the energy minimum is a many-body phenomenon
that occurs in many quantum systems such as normal
Fermi liquids [1, 8], superconductors [9], or rotonic sys-
tems (superfluid Helium [10] or dipolar gases [11]). Us-
ing ultracold fermionic atoms [12–18], it can be studied
analytically from a first-principle microscopic approach,
and compared to experimental observations. Measure-
ments of the quasiparticle spectrum using rf-spectroscopy
[19] and momentum-resolved rf-spectroscopy [20], in par-
ticular of the quasiparticle gap [21], are in fact already
available. Moreover, using Feshbach resonances to tune
the interaction strength [22], experiments can study this
effect in the whole range between a weakly-interacting
BCS-type superfluid and a Bose-Einstein Condensate
(BEC) of tightly-bound dimers, including at unitarity
where interactions are resonant.

Yet, this problem was somehow overlooked in recent
theoretical studies, concentrating rather on computing

the equation-of-state [23–25], the order parameter [26–
28], or the bosonic collective mode spectrum [4, 29–33].
Pioneering studies have looked at beyond mean-field cor-
rections to the single-particle Green’s function [34–36],
identifying the coupling to the collective mode as the
most important effect [36], but could not extract an-
alytically the corrected eigenenergy and damping rate;
moreover, such numerical approaches suffer limitations,
predicting in particular a finite lifetime of the quasipar-
ticles at the dispersion minimum. Here, we aim to fill
this gap by analytically studying the coupling of the
fermionic branch with the bosonic collective mode, modi-
fying its dispersion in the entire BCS-BEC crossover. As
expected, we find the quasiparticles to be well-defined
around the Fermi level, while their lifetime becomes fi-
nite away from the energy minimum. The correction is
perturbative in both the BCS and the BEC limit, ex-
pressing a vanishing damping rate in these limits.
Quasiparticle Hamiltonian— We study a gas of neu-

tral fermionic atoms of mass m in two different hyperfine
states, interacting via an attractive short-range potential,
fully characterized, at low energy, by its s-wave scattering
length a. Instead of using the full microscopic Hamilto-
nian, we describe the weakly-excited state of the system
in terms of its quasiparticles. Specifically, we use an ef-
fective Hamiltonian derived from first principles that de-
scribes the fermionic quasiparticles and their coupling to
the Anderson-Bogoliubov bosonic collective modes [31]

Ĥqp =
∑

k,σ=↑,↓
εkγ̂
†
k,σγ̂k,σ +

∑

q

~ωqb̂
†
qb̂q

+
1√
V

∑

k,q,σ

(
Ak−q,qb̂

†
q +Ak,−qb̂−q

)
γ̂†k−q,σγ̂k,σ.

(1)

Here, the first term describes the BCS quasiparticles with
creation (annihilation) operators γ̂†k,σ (γ̂k,σ) and energy

εk =
√
ξ2
k + ∆2, with ξk = ~2k2

2m −µ the free-fermion dis-
persion relation, ∆ the mean-field gap and µ the chem-
ical potential. The second term in Eq. (1) represents
the free bosonic collective modes, calculated within the
RPA or Gaussian pair fluctuations (GPF) approximation

[3, 4, 24], with operators b̂†q, b̂q; their eigenenergy ~ωq is
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the only positive real root of the gaussian fluctuation ma-
trix detM(ωq,q) = 0 [4], with

M
±±

(ω,q)=
1

2V

∑

k

[
εk++ εk−
εk+

εk−

εk+εk−+ ξk+ξk−±∆2

~2ω2 −
(
εk+ + εk−

)2 +
1

εk

]

M
+−

(ω,q)=
~ω
2V

∑

k

1

εk+εk−

εk+ξk− + ξk+εk−

~2ω2 −
(
εk+ + εk−

)2 (2)

and k± = k ± q/2. Finally, the second line of Eq. (1)
describes the three-body coupling between the fermionic
quasiparticles and the collective modes, with coupling
amplitude

Ak,q =
w+

kq

√
M++(ωq,q) + w−kq

√
M−−(ωq,q)

√
− 2

~
∂
∂ωdetM(ω,q)

∣∣
ω=ωq

, (3)

with the weights w±kq = Uk+qVk ± UkVk+q, and Uk =√
(1 + ξk/εk)/2, Vk =

√
(1− ξk/εk)/2. The effective

Hamiltonian (1) describes accurately the emission or ab-
sorption of one Anderson-Bogoliubov boson. In princi-
ple, it also contains higher order decay processes such
as the successive emission of two bosons, but to include
those higher order terms consistently one should consider
a three-boson coupling Hamiltonian [37], yet unknown in
literature on Fermi condensates. We also omit highly
off-resonant processes such as four-fermion interactions
(at T = 0: γ†γ†γ†γ or γ†γ†γ†γ†) and simultaneous cre-
ation of two fermions and a boson (γ†γ†b†), that lead to
a nonzero contribution to the damping rate only when
the quasiparticle energy is at least 3∆. The process de-
scribed by Ĥqp is the most relevant damping process at
zero temperature and low energy.

Energy corrections— To study the fermionic branch
we compute its Green’s function [38], which contains all
the information on the quasiparticle. At zero tempera-
ture, the collective modes are unoccupied, forbidding the
absorption of a boson by the fermionic quasiparticle. In
this way, the only second order diagram contributing to
the Green’s function is the self-energy where the fermion
emits and reabsorbs a boson:

Gk(z) =

(
z − εk −

1

V

∑

q

|Ak−q,q|2
z − εk−q − ~ωq

)−1

. (4)

As explained at the end of this Letter, one obtains the
same quasiparticle Green’s function within the formalism
of Refs. [34, 36] provided one omits all far-off-shell pro-
cesses. The poles of the Green’s function G−1

k (zk) = 0
are the eigenenergies of fermionic quasiparticles dressed
by their interactions with the boson bath. When the
coupling amplitude A is small [39], one can replace z by
εk + i0+ in the last term between brackets of Eq. (4),

to obtain the energy correction z
(2)
k = E

(2)
k − i~Γk/2 to

second order perturbation theory:

E
(2)
k = εk +

1

V
P
∑

q

|Ak−q,q|2
εk − εk−q − ~ωq

, (5)

~Γk =
2π

V

∑

q

|Ak−q,q|2 δ
(
εk − εk−q − ~ωq

)
. (6)

The resonance condition εk−εk−q−~ωq = 0 in (6) is sat-
isfied provided εk is inside the boson emission continuum
{εk−q+~ωq,q}, that is, strictly superior to the threshold
energy εth = minq[εk−q + ~ωq], which is also the lower
edge of the branch cut of Gk(z).

Close to the minimum k0 of the unperturbed fermionic
branch, the group velocity of the quasiparticle is smaller
than the sound velocity c of the collective mode
|∂εk/∂k| < ~c. For these values of k, the minimum
minu[εk−q+~ωq] over the scattering angle u = k ·q/kq is
a strictly increasing function of q, starting from its low-
est value εk in q = 0, such that εth = εk and the decay
by emission of collective modes is energetically forbidden
[31, 36]. The perturbative damping rate is zero (Γk = 0)
and we find correspondingly a real pole of Gk, indicating
that the quasiparticles, despite their renormalisation by
the bosonic bath, remain well-defined close to the mini-
mum of their dispersion.

When the group velocity |∂εk/∂k| becomes larger than
~c (which can happen in both the increasing [k > k0] and
decreasing parts [k < k0] of the BCS branch), the unper-
turbed energy εk becomes greater than εth and the reso-
nance condition of Eq. (6) can be satisfied. Although the
perturbative damping rate Γk becomes nonzero, the self-
consistent solution zk below εth remains real for larger
values of |k − k0|. Eventually, zk also enters the contin-
uum and becomes imaginary, resulting in a broadened
peak in the spectral function ε 7→ Im[Gk(ε+ i0+)].

In Fig. 1, we illustrate this by plotting ε 7→ ImGk(ε+
i0+) at unitarity (1/kFa = 0, where kF is the Fermi
wavenumber) as a function of ε and k. We superimpose
the eigenenergy zk obtained by self-consistently solving
for the real pole of the Green’s function below εth, and

the perturbative result E
(2)
k of Eq. (5), which remains

fairly close to zk everywhere. Once the self-consistent
solution hits the continuum, the exact resonance of Gk

turns into a broadened peak at energies ε > εth. The
perturbative damping Γk becomes nonzero at k = kth

with |∂εk/∂k|k=kth = ~c. It is then highly peaked when
the energy εk is around 3∆. This could suggest that
the 1→ 3 fermionic processes that we excluded from our
Hamiltonian Ĥqp in Eq. (1) become important above 3∆.

At higher wavenumbers, E
(2)
k approaches the mean field

result (as does the maximum of Im[Gk(ε + i0+)]). This
is not a surprise since the coupling A is comparatively
small in the limit k →∞.
BCS and BEC limits— The perturbative treatment

Eqs. (5)–(6) (already close to the self-consistent solution
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FIG. 1. (Color online) The imaginary part of the quasi-
particle Green’s function (4) is shown as a function of the
wavenumber k and energy ε in units of ∆. It is nonzero
only above the threshold energy εth (solid gray line). Black
dotted line: mean field energy εk, blue dashed line: per-

turbative eigenfrequency E
(2)
k , blue solid line: perturba-

tive damping rate Γk. The latter is nonzero only for
k > kth ' 1.17

√
2m∆/~ (vertical dashed dotted line) with

|∂εk/∂k|k=kth = ~c. Below the threshold energy, a self-

consistent energy zk can be found until k ' 1.62
√

2m∆/~ >
kth (orange solid line). It remains relatively close to the per-
turbative energy.

at unitarity) gives asymptotically the exact solution of
G−1

k = 0 in the BCS and BEC limits (∆/|µ| → 0). In
the BCS limit, the bosonic wavenumbers should be ex-
pressed in units of ∆/~c, such that the dispersion ~ωq/∆
becomes a universal function of q̃ = ~cq/∆ [40]. The en-
ergy correction |zk − εk| is of order ∆2/µ2:

z
(2)
k − εk

∆
=

∆2

µ2

1

V

∑

q̃

(w−kq)2

K(q̃)

∆

εk −εk−q −~ωq +i0+
, (7)

with K(q̃) = −32~∆/(3
√

3mkF)∂M
++
/∂ω|ω=ωq a uni-

versal function of q̃. In the BEC limit, the energy should
be scaled to the chemical potential |µ| and analytic re-
sults are available for the collective mode dispersion [4]

at arbitrary momentum q. Consequently, the energy E
(2)
k

and damping rate Γk of Eqs. (5-6) can be computed an-
alytically, resulting in

z
(2)
k − εk
|µ| =

∆2

|µ|2
2k̃2 − 6− 8ik̃

k̃4 + 10k̃2 + 9
, (8)

with k̃ = ~k/
√

2m|µ|. The quasiparticle lifetime thus
diverges like µ2/∆2.

In Fig. 2 we examine the perturbative damping rate
Γk of Eq. (6) in the BCS and BEC limits. In the BCS
limit, the undamped region lies around k0 ≈ kF and its
width in units of kF tends to zero like ∆/εF. Outside
this region, a highly peaked behavior can be observed,
which, as in the unitary case, occurs when the energy
is close to 3∆. In the BEC limit, the undamped region
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|2 /

∆
3

µ/∆ = 10

BCS limit
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(b)

FIG. 2. (Color online) Perturbative damping rate Γk (6)
for different interaction regimes. (a) The damping rate as a
function of ξk = ~2k2/2m − µ at µ/∆ = 10 (full red line) is
rescaled to compare with the universal behavior in the BCS
limit (dotted blue line), where the damping rate vanishes as
∆2/µ2, according to Eq. (7). (b) Damping rate in the BEC

regime as a function of ~k/
√

2m|µ| for µ/∆ = −5 (full red
line), and µ/∆ = −1 (dashed orange line) and µ/∆ = −∞
(blue line, see Eq. (8)).

lies around k0 = 0, while the threshold wavenumber van-
ishes as ~kth/

√
2m|µ| = ∆/4|µ|. As a function of k, the

damping rate smoothens, and exhibits a 1/k3 tail at high
k.
Quadratic dispersion near the minimum— To ana-

lyze the characteristics of the corrected fermionic energy
branch, we fit a quadratic dispersion

εfit
k = ε∗ +

~2(k − k∗m)2

2m∗
(9)

to the minimum of the energy. This allows us to extract
the most interesting features of the energy correction, in
the region where the description in terms of quasiparti-
cles is certainly accurate. Concretely, these parameters
represent the effective energy gap ε∗, the location of the
minimum of the branch k∗m and the effective mass m∗.
In Fig. 3 we present these fitting parameters in the BCS-
BEC crossover for both the self-consistent energy solution
and the perturbative energy correction, comparing with
the mean-field version of Eq. (9) obtained by expanding
the BCS energy εk around its minimum. All parame-
ters tend to the mean-field result in the BCS and BEC
limits, confirming that the energy correction is perturba-
tive for ∆/|µ| → 0. Additionally, the differences between
the self-consistent and perturbative results are never sub-
stantial, although perturbation theory somewhat overes-
timates the correction. The interaction with the bosonic
collective mode lowers the fermionic energy gap ε∗, which
is to be expected as it is generally known that the mean-
field theory exaggerates the gap. At unitarity, we find
ε∗ ' 0.88∆ ' 0.41εF (using the GPF equation of state
[24]), close to the experimental result ∆ = 0.44εF [21],
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Minimum of the corrected fermionic
energy branch fitted to a quadratic dispersion. (a) Dimension-
less inverse effective mass m/m∗, (b) location of the minimum

~k∗m/
√

2m∆, (c) energy gap ε∗/∆, shown in function of the
inverse scattering length 1/kFa (bottom x-axis) and µ/∆ (top
x-axis). Full curves: fitting parameters to the self-consistent
(SC) energy solution zk. Dashed lines: perturbative (Pert)
results. Dotted lines: mean-field (MF) results. The vertical
black lines specify the critical values of the interaction after
which the minimum of the energy is located at k = 0, in
their respective line styles. The BCS and BEC asymptotes
are drawn for the energy gap in inset.

and k∗m ' 1.01
√

2m∆/~ ' 0.69 kF. Furthermore, the
location k∗m of the energy minimum reaches 0 at some
critical value µ/∆ ' −0.26, depicted by a vertical line
on Fig. 3, corresponding to 1/kFa ' 0.56. The fact that
this happens while the chemical potential is already neg-
ative has been theoretically predicted before [36].

Critical velocity— Another interesting characteriza-
tion of the fermionic branch is its Landau critical ve-
locity, which determines the maximal velocity for fric-
tionless flow at T = 0 in a superfluid. As there are
two branches of elementary excitations in a superfluid
Fermi gas, the critical velocity will be given by the
smallest of the two velocities vc = min[vf , c], with vf =
mink1,k2(εk1 +εk2)/~|k1+k2| the fermionic critical veloc-
ity [41]. In the BCS limit the critical velocity is reached
for k close to kF and we can use the effective quadratic
dispersion (9) near the minimum to compute it. This

yields m∗vquad
f =

√
2m∗ε∗ + (~k∗m)2 − ~k∗m, from which

we can extract the first deviation to the mean-field ve-
locity vf

vMF
f

= ε∗

∆ +O(∆
µ )3 ' 1− 0.5(∆

µ )2 +O(∆
µ )3.

Quasiparticle Green’s function— Finally, we show that
the quasiparticle Green’s function Eq. (4) can be red-
erived in a more general microscopic formalism [34, 36,
42] whose starting point are the particle, hole and anoma-
lous Green’s functions. The lowest order self-energy cor-
recting the mean-field particle-hole Green’s function

G0(z,k) = − 1

z + εk

(
V 2
k UkVk

UkVk U2
k

)
+

1

z − εk

(
−U2

k UkVk
UkVk −V 2

k

)
(10)

was derived in Ref. [34]: G−1 = G−1
0 − Σ, with

Σαα′(z,k) =
1

V

∑

q

+i∞∫

−i∞

dzq
2πi
G0,α′α(zq − z,q− k)M̃−1

αα′(zq,q). (11)

Here, α, α′ = 1 or 2 and M̃ is a unitary transform of M defined in Eq. (2)

M̃ = −1

2

(
M++ +M−− + 2M+− M++ −M−−

M++ −M−− M++ +M−− − 2M+−

)
. (12)

This self-energy contains corrections from four-fermion processes (the lowest order processes allowed for fermions), as

can be seen by expanding M̃−1 in powers of the coupling constant g0 = − (
∑

k 1/2εk)
−1

. To correctly describe the

bosonic spectrum, two of the intermediate fermions are propagated using the ladder-resummed pair propagator M̃−1,
see Fig. 7 in Ref. [36]. To obtain analytic results, and avoid spurious effects (such as the appearance of a nonzero
imaginary part of ∆ at T = 0), we have dropped the self-consistent treatment of Ref. [36] and used in Eq. (11)
BCS/RPA expressions for G0, M̃

−1. At T = 0, M̃−1 has two real poles ±~ωq, and two gapped branch cuts. The
Matsubara frequency integral in Eq. (11) can then be performed by closing the contour on the real axis, (the most
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straightforward way is to avoid the poles of G0). Neglecting the far-off-shell contributions of the branch cuts of M̃−1,
and performing the orthogonal transform to the quasiparticle basis G̃−1 = PG−1P † with

P =

(
Uk −Vk
Vk Uk

)
(13)

we obtain the corrected Green’s function

G̃−1(z,k) =



−z + εk + 1

V

∑
q

[ A2
k−q,q

z−εk−q−~ωq
− B2

k,q

−z−εk+q−~ωq

]
1
V

∑
q

[
Ak−q,qBk−q,q

z−εk−q−~ωq
+

Ak,qBk,q

−z−εk+q−~ωq

]

1
V

∑
q

[
Ak−q,qBk−q,q

z−εk−q−~ωq
+

Ak,qBk,q

−z−εk+q−~ωq

]
−z − εk + 1

V

∑
q

[ B2
k−q,q

z−εk−q−~ωq
− A2

k,q

−z−εk+q−~ωq

]


 . (14)

Introducing the weights W±kq = Uk+qUk ± VkVk+q, the
amplitude B is given by

Bk,q =
W+

kq

√
M−−(ωq,q)−W−kq

√
M++(ωq,q)

√
− 2

~
∂
∂ωdetM(ω,q)

∣∣
ω=ωq

, (15)

while Ak,q coincides with Eq. (3). The quasiparti-

cle energy is given by the poles of G̃(z), hence the
roots of det G̃−1(z). Note the property det G̃−1(−z) =
det G̃−1(z), ensuring that the quasiparticle and quasi-
hole energies are simply opposite. To be consistent
with the omission of the branch cut contributions, we
drop in Eq. (14) the terms corresponding to the far-

off-shell processes γ̂†−k−q,σγ̂
†
k,σ b̂

†
q, and restrict to first

order in Σ (which amounts to setting B = 0). Then
det G̃−1(z) is simply the product of the inverse quasi-
particle G̃11(z) = −Gk(z) + O(||Σ||2) and quasihole
G̃22(z) = Gk(−z) +O(||Σ||2) Green’s functions

detG−1 = −G−1
k (z)G−1

k (−z) +O
(
||Σ||2

)
. (16)

This finally explains the use of Eq. (4) to study the per-
turbed quasiparticle spectrum.

Conclusion— We have corrected the fermionic quasi-
particle branch by including its interaction with the
bosonic collective mode. At low energy, this is the only
relevant decay channel, thus giving the sole contribution
to the damping of the single-particle excitations. We
have computed this damping rate in the entire BCS-BEC
crossover, and found real poles of the corrected Green’s
function close to the minimum of the branch, indicating
well-defined quasiparticles.

The boson-emission process we have studied occurs in
systems where rotons are present, such as superfluid He-
lium [10] and dipolar Bose gases [11], and should be re-
sponsible at T = 0 for both a shift of the roton gap and
a finite lifetime away from the roton minimum. It occurs
also in normal Fermi liquids [1, 8] when the quasiparti-
cles (in this case gapless) are coupled to the zero sound
branch. In superconductors, the Bogoliubov-Anderson
branch is gapped due to Coulomb interactions, but the
quasiparticle can emit crystal phonons [9], a process quite

similar to the one we have studied. Our technique could
also be useful to describe quasiparticle damping in nu-
clear or neutron matter [43, 44].
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