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Exact quasiparticle properties of a heavy polaron in BCS Fermi superfluids
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We present the Ramsey response and radio-frequency spectroscopy of a heavy impurity immersed
in an interacting Fermi superfluid, using exact functional determinant approach. We describe the
Fermi superfluid through the conventional Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer theory and investigate the role
of the pairing gap on quasiparticle properties revealed by the two spectroscopies. The energy cost for
pair breaking prevents Anderson’s orthogonality catastrophe that occurs in a non-interacting Fermi
gas and allows the existence of polaron quasiparticles in the exactly solvable heavy impurity limit.
Hence, we rigorously confirm the remarkable features such as dark continuum, molecule-hole con-
tinuum and repulsive polaron. For a magnetic impurity scattering at finite temperature, we predict
additional resonances related to the sub-gap Yu-Shiba-Rusinov bound state, whose positions can
be used to measure the superfluid pairing gap. For a non-magnetic scattering at zero temperature,
we surprisingly find undamped repulsive polarons. These exact results might be readily observed in
quantum gas experiments with Bose-Fermi mixtures that have a large-mass ratio.

Thanks to the unprecedented controllability recently
achieved in ultracold quantum gases, investigations on
non-equilibrium quantum dynamics in many-body sys-
tems have progressed rapidly [1]. One of such intrigu-
ing problems is how a quantum gas medium responds
to a suddenly introduced impurity [2, 3]. The quan-
tum gas can be either a degenerate Fermi gas or a Bose-
Einstein condensate (BEC). The impurity-medium inter-
action can essentially be tuned arbitrarily via Feshbach
resonance [4], and a variety of impurities, such as Ryd-
berg atoms [5–7] or quantum rotor [8], can be introduced.
A unique advantage of these impurity-medium systems is
that they present probably the simplest non-trivial many-
particle problem, where the medium response can be
directly measured (i.e., by Ramsey and radio-frequency
spectroscopies) and efficiently calculated even in the non-
perturbative strong-coupling regime [3, 9]. Consequently,
they can serve as a critical meeting point for theoretical
and experimental efforts to understand the complicated
quantum dynamics of interacting many-particle systems.

Historically, the first research of impurity-medium sys-
tems in 1933 led Landau to introduce a general concept
of polarons – quasiparticles formed by dressing the impu-
rity with elementary excitations of the medium [10]. The
new platform of ultracold quantum gases has enabled the
exploration of polaron quasiparticle properties in a con-
trollable and quantitative manner over the last decade,
both experimentally [11–21] and theoretically [22–42].
In particular, a number of salient features of polarons
have been predicted by approximate theories and Monte
Carlo simulations, including the excited repulsive polaron
with finite lifetime [26] and the dark continuum [35] and
molecule-hole continuum [2] that separate the attractive
and repulsive polaron branches. While the repulsive po-
laron has been unambiguously observed in experiments
[13, 14], the existence of the dark and molecule-hole con-
tinua remains elusive due to the uncertainty in theoretical
calculations. The purpose of this Letter is to present an

exact calculation of polaron quasiparticle properties in
the heavy impurity limit and in the experimentally un-
explored regime with a Fermi superfluid medium [43–47].

Our work naturally extends the well-known exactly
solvable many-body problem of the Fermi-edge singular-
ity of x-ray absorption spectra in metals [48, 49], which is
the first and most important example of non-equilibrium
many-body physics [50, 51]. In this impurity-medium
problem, the suddenly introduced infinitely heavy impu-
rity can excite particle-hole pairs close to Fermi surfaces
without costing finite recoil energy [3, 9]. The multiple
particle-hole excitations completely changes the many-
particle states in the limit of a large particle number.
As a result, the many-particle states with and without
impurity become orthogonal, i.e., Anderson’s “orthogo-
nality catastrophe” (OC) [52]. In the context of ultra-
cold quantum gases, the Fermi-edge singularity has been
quantitatively re-examined via the functional determi-
nant approach (FDA) [53–56], providing insightful un-
derstanding of polaron physics [2, 3, 9]. Unfortunately,
strictly speaking, due to OC the attractive and repul-
sive polarons do not exist, as indicated by the vanishing
quasiparticle residue [3, 9].

Here, we propose an exactly solvable model of a
heavy impurity immersed in a Fermi superfluid medium
described by the standard Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer
(BCS) pairing theory [57–59]. As multiple particle-hole
excitations can be efficiently suppressed by the energy
cost of pairing breaking, Anderson’s OC is avoided and
polarons acquire nonzero quasiparticle residue. There-
fore, we obtain a benchmark theoretical model with well-
defined polaron quasiparticles, in which all the specu-
lated characteristics of polarons can be rigorously exam-
ined. Our results are also highly experimentally relevant,
as a BCS Fermi superfluid (of 6Li or 40K atoms) has now
been routinely realized using Feshbach resonance at the
so-called BEC-BCS crossover and a heavy atomic species
such as 133Cs can be manipulated at will as impurity.
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FIG. 1. A sketch of the occupation and structure of the single-
particle dispersion spectrum of a two-component superfluid
Fermi gas with a positive chemical potential µ > 0 and the
presence of a static impurity (black dot). (a) shows the spec-
trum Eν when the impurity is in the non-interacting state
(black arrow up) at zero temperature. When the impurity is
in the interacting polaron state (black arrow down), the spec-

trum Ẽν are shown in (b) at zero and (c) finite temperature.

In Fig. 1, we outline an injection scheme of interest in
this work: the impurity is driven from a non-interacting
hyperfine state [Fig. 1 (a)] into an interacting state [Fig.
1 (b)] at time t = 0. The dynamical evolution at later
time, namely the Ramsey response, is then exactly calcu-
lated via an extension of the FDA, from which we extract
the spectral function. The existence of pairing gap pre-
vents the OC and preserves well-defined polaron quasi-
particle features in the spectral function. In addition to
rigorously confirming the remarkable characteristics of
polarons, our exact results also reveal two novel unique
features related to the Fermi superfluid medium: the res-
onances related to the sub-gap Yu-Shiba-Rusinov (YSR)
state bound to a magnetic impurity [60–64] and repul-
sive polarons with infinitely long lifetime in the case of a
non-magnetic impurity scattering.
Theory . The fundamental Ramsey response is the

real-time overlap function between the many-body state

with and without the impurity, S(t) = 〈eiĤite−iĤf t〉 ≡

Tr[eiĤite−iĤf tρ̂0], where Hi (Hf ) is the many-body
Hamiltonian in the absence (presence) of the impurity
scattering and ρ̂0 is the initial state of the Fermi sys-
tem (Hereafter, we use the units of ~ ≡ 1). Com-
plementarily, the frequency-resolved spectral function
A(ω) = Re

∫∞

0 eiωtS(t)dt/π, which determines the radio-
frequency (rf) spectroscopy, can be obtained by a Fourier
transformation [9, 65]. Since the complexity of the
many-body Hamiltonians increases exponentially with
the numbers of particles N in the system, an exact calcu-
lation of S(t) is usually inaccessible. However, in the case
that Hi and Hf are both fermionic, bilinear many-body
operators, the overlap function can reduce to a deter-
minant in single-particle Hilbert space that grows only
linearly to N [53–56]:

S(t) = e−iω0tdet[1− n̂+ eiĥite−iĥf tn̂], (1)

where n̂ is the occupation number operator, and ĥi (ĥf )

are the single-particle representatives of Hi (Hf ) up to
some constant terms that ω0 compensates. For example,
Hf = K0 + ω0 +

∫

drφ̂†(r)hf (r)φ̂(r), where K0 is an
unimportant constant and

hf(r) =

(

−∇2

2m + V↑(r) − µ ∆

∆ ∇2

2m − V↓(r) + µ

)

, (2)

with Vσ(r) being the potential between impurity and σ-
component fermion. Note that, here we already extend
the FDA to the case of a BCS Fermi superfluid, which
is characterized by the pairing gap ∆ and chemical po-
tential µ to be determined by a given scattering length a
between unlike fermions, temperature T and Fermi mo-
mentum kF = (3π2N/V)1/3, where V is the system vol-
ume. It is convenient to use the Nambu spinor opera-
tors as φ̂†(r) = [c†↑(r), c↓(r)], where c†σ(r) [cσ(r)] being
the creation (annihilation) operator for a σ-component
fermion at position r. We also have ω0 = TrV↓, which

corresponds to the phase factor in Eq. (1) with V↓ being

the matrix format of V↓(r) in a complete orthogonal set
of basis. Finally, hi(r) can be obtained by setting Vσ(r)
equals zero in Eq. (2). In what follows, we briefly de-
scribe the computation procedure and present our main
physical results, but relegate numerical details and addi-
tional discussions to a complementary paper [66].
We consider a finite system confined in a sphere of

radius R and take the system size towards infinity,
while keeping the density constant, until numerical re-
sults are converged [9]. We focus on the s-wave chan-
nel and use finite-range potentials Vσ(r) whose corre-
sponding energy-dependent scattering length aσ(EF ) =
− tan ησ(kF )/kF , where ησ(kF ) is the s-wave scattering
length between the impurity and σ-component fermions
at the Fermi energy EF = k2F /(2m) . We find that nu-
merical results are not sensitive to other short-range de-
tails of the potential. Therefore, for simplicity we denote
aσ ≡ aσ(EF ) hereafter [67]. Finally, for a given set of pa-
rameters {kF , a, a↑, a↓, T }, we can calculate Eq. (1) by
finding the eigenpairs Eν , φν ≡ [φν,↑(r), φν,↓(r)] for hi(r)

and Ẽν , φ̃ν for hf (r). In this presentation, the occupation
operator n̂ is given by a diagonal matrix with elements
nνν = [e−Eν/(kBT ) + 1]−1, where kB is the Boltzmann
constant. Figure 1(a) gives a sketch of the occupation
and structure of single-particle spectrum Eν without im-
purity at T = 0, which includes a completely filled Fermi
sea (filled circles in the lower branch) and an empty one
(empty circles on the top) separated by 2∆. The pres-
ence of impurity scattering leads to a shift of the single-
particle levels Eν → Ẽν as shown in Fig. 1(b), where the
small blue dots shows Eν for comparison. In the case of a
magnetic impurity scattering (a↑ 6= a↓), there also exists
a sub-gap YSR bound state with energy EYSR [60–63].
Ramsey response. As reported in Fig. 2, our numer-

ical examples here focus on the BCS side of the crossover
kFa = −2 < 0, where µ ≈ 0.85EF and ∆ ≈ 0.40EF
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FIG. 2. Ramsey response |S(t)| for a magnetic impurity scat-
tering with (a) attractive scattering lengths a↑ < 0 and (b)
repulsive scattering lengths a↑ > 0 are shown for different
values of the scattering length a between the two-component
fermions and different temperature T ; see legend.

at zero temperature. While our method applies to the
whole crossover regime, mean-field description becomes
only qualitatively reliable on the BEC side. We also focus
on the simplest case, where the impurity only interacts
with the spin-up component fermion, i.e., V↓(r) = 0. For
comparison, we show also the results for kFa = 0 (with
µ = EF and ∆ = 0), where the ↑-component of medium
reduces to a non-interacting Fermi gas that couples with
the impurity, and the ↓-component being simply a spec-
tator. These results agree with previous studies for both
zero and finite temperature [9].
At kF a = 0 and T = 0, the asymptotic behavior of

|S(t)| at large t exhibits a power-law decay |S(t)| ∼ t−α,
reflecting Anderson’s OC and x-ray infrared singular-
ity ǫα−1 at the low-energy scale set by the inverse time
ǫ ∼ ~/t [3, 9, 48]. In contrast, in the presence of a pair-
ing gap ∆ 6= 0, |S(t)| ∼ t0 at T = 0, indicating OC is
prevented as the low-energy scale is now cut by ∆ [68].
At finite temperature, although both with or without the
pairing gap, |S(t)| shows an exponential decay at large
t, such behavior appears at a much later time for finite
∆. In particular, for nonzero ∆ the results at T = 0 and
T = 0.05EF/kB are almost overlapping at tEF ≤ 500,
showing that the pairing gap can also protect the re-
sponse signal against thermal fluctuation if kBT ≪ ∆.
More quantitatively, at nonzero pairing gap we have

the following analytic result,

S(t → ∞) ≃

{

Dae
−iEat, a↑ < 0

Dae
−iEat +Dre

−iErt, a↑ > 0
(3)

which fits excellently well to our numerical results, with
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FIG. 3. The spectral function A(ω) at kF a = −2 for different
temperature (see legend) and different scattering length a↑ <
0 in (a) and a↑ > 0 in (b).

Da Ea, Dr, and Er being fitting parameters. At small ∆,
the coefficients |Da| ∝ (∆/EF )

αa and |Dr| ∝ (∆/EF )
αr ,

making the asymptotic form that agrees with the mod-
ification of the analytic expression of S(t) for a non-
interacting Fermi gas medium via replacing the low-
energy cut-off 1/t → ∆ (see, i.e., Eqs. (12) and (15)
of Ref. [9]). However, our numerical results indicate the
power-law exponents α and αa are close to but not ex-
actly the same as the analytical results given in [9], see
Ref. [66] for details. At T = 0, Ea is purely real and cor-
responds to the attractive polaron energy that satisfies
Ea =

∑

ν nνν(Eν − Ẽν), indicating that the attractive
polaron can be regarded as the renormalization of the
Fermi sea due to the impurity level. The repulsive po-
laron energy Er is in general complex, where we denote
the real and imaginary part as ReEr and ImEr.

rf-spectroscopy . One of the key observations of this
Letter is the saturation of |S(t)| at large time, which im-
plies a finite polaron quasiparticle residue Z = |Da| ∝
∆αa . To check this, we calculate the frequency response
A(ω) accurately with a Fourier transformation of S(t).
We choose a large cut-off t∗ ∼ 500/EF , evaluate S(t) nu-
merically for t < t∗ and use the fitting formula in Eq. (3)
for t ≥ t∗. As shown in Fig. 3 by thick blue solid curves
for zero-temperature results, the attractive polaron is
characterized by a δ-function peak at Ea (with a small
artificial width for visibility), unambiguously confirming
the existence of a well-defined quasiparticle. The attrac-
tive polaron peak separates with a molecule-hole con-
tinuum by a region of anomalously low spectral weight,
namely the “dark continuum”. This spectral gap has
previously been shown in other polaron systems with ap-
proximate calculations, where the anomalously low spec-
tral weight might be an artifact of the adopted approx-
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FIG. 4. The spectral function A(ω) at kF a = −2 as a function of a↑ for different temperature: kBT = 0.05, 0.15, 0.2EF for
(a), (b) and (c), respectively. The black dashed (dotted) curves show the attractive (repulsive) polaron energy and the red

dashed (dotted) curves show E
(+)
YSR (E

(−)
YSR) at finite temperature.

imations. Only recently, a diagrammatic Monte Carlo
study indicates that this dark continuummight be indeed
physical [35]. Here, the heavy polaron spectral function is
calculated via FDA, and hence can be regarded as an ex-
act proof of the dark continuum. For a > 0, a Lorentzian
lineshape with a peak at Re(Er) corresponds to the re-
pulsive polaron. The finite width determined by Im(Er)
implies that the repulsive polaron has a finite lifetime.

In Fig. 3, finite-temperature results are indicated
by the red thin (purple thinner) curves for kBT =
0.1EF (0.15EF ). Other than the expected thermal
broadening, some additional surprising features show up.
An enhancement of spectral weight appears sharply at

the energy E
(−)
YSR = Ea − (∆ − EYSR) below the at-

tractive polaron. This spectral feature corresponds to
the decay process highlighted by the purple arrow in
Fig. 1(c), where an additional particle initially excited
to the upper Fermi sea by thermal fluctuation is driven
to the the YSR state. For the case of kF a↑ > 0, a
feature associated with the repulsive polaron appears at

E
(+)
YSR = Re(Er)− (EYSR +∆), as indicated by the green

arrow in Fig. 1(c): an additional particle decays from the
YSR state to the lower Fermi sea. These features can be
better observed in the whole spectrum of a↑ across a res-
onance, as shown in Fig. 4 for different temperatures.
The YSR features are negligible at kBT = 0.05EF , and
the spectrum in Fig. 4(a) is almost the same as zero-
temperature results. This shows the protection against
finite temperature provided by the pairing gap. The YSR
features become apparent in Fig. 4(b) at kBT = 0.15EF

and shows broadening at kBT = 0.2EF . We emphasize
that this range of temperature is accessible for current
experiments. The polaron spectrum can be applied to
measure the superfluid gap ∆ and EYSR. In particular,

we notice, on the positive side a↑ > 0, if Ea, Re(Er),

E
(−)
YSR and E

(+)
YSR can all be measured accurately, we have

2∆ = Ea+Re(Er)−E
(−)
YSR−E

(+)
YSR that does not depend

on EYSR. Since this formula only relies on the existence
of the gap and a mid-gap state, we anticipate it can be
used to measure ∆ accurately for a Fermi superfluid that
can not be quantitatively described by the BCS theory.

Finally, we discuss briefly our observations for the case
of a non-magnetic impurity scattering with a↑ = a↓,
where the YSR features are absent as expected. Inter-
estingly, we also discover that the repulsive polaron ex-
hibits itself as a δ-function peak in the spectral function
at zero temperature. We believe the underlying physics
might be due to the gapless density fluctuations in the
Fermi superfluid excited by the perfect balance of the two
scattering lengths. As a result, the impurity couples to
phonon excitations of the superfluid and forms a long-
lived repulsive polaron. For more details, we refer to the
complementary paper [66].

Experimental realization . Our predictions can be
readily confirmed by immersing heavy 133Cs impurities
in a BCS Fermi superfluid of 6Li atoms routinely ob-
served near a broad Feshbach resonance B0 ≃ 832 G.
The two interspecies broad resonances located nearby at
843 G and 889 G [69] allow us to independently control
the 133Cs-6Li scattering lengths a↑,↓. Both magnetic and
non-magnetic impurity scatterings can therefore be real-
ized by tuning the magnetic field [66].

Conclusions. We have calculated the response func-
tions of driving a heavy impurity in a BCS superfluid
from non-interacting to interacting hyperfine states. Due
to the existence of a pairing gap in the superfluid, the
OC is prevented and genuine polaron quasiparticles exit.
The underlying physical reason is apparent: exciting
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particle-hole pairs in this system requires energy cost
for Cooper-pair breaking, and hence multiple particle-
hole excitations are energetic unfavored. We emphasize
that our FDA can support this conclusion since it is es-
sentially exact, unlike some approximations such as ex-
tended Chevy’s ansatz [22, 26] or T -matrix method [2, 36]
that allow only a few particle-hole excitations. In this re-
spect, our calculation can be regarded as an exact theo-
retical model of polarons. Many features of the spectrum
structure, such as the existence of a δ-function peak for
the attractive polaron and a dark continuum, are rigor-
ously confirmed to be universal. The pairing gap also
protects the polaron against thermal fluctuation, pre-
serving clear polaron features in response functions at a
finite temperature kBT ∼ ∆. Furthermore, we discover
that the polaron spectrum can be applied to measure the
background superfluid excitation spectrum, such as the
pairing gap ∆. Interestingly, in the case of a magnetic
impurity, the polaron spectrum at finite but low temper-
ature has sharp features that can be used to measure the
sub-gap YSR bound state. For non-magnetic impurity,
we predict the existence of a long-lived repulsive polaron.

We are grateful to Xing-Can Yao for insightful discus-
sions. This research was supported by the Australian
Research Council’s (ARC) Discovery Program, Grants
No. DE180100592 and No. DP190100815 (J.W.), and
Grant No. DP180102018 (X.-J.L).
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