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We study the crossover from the Bardeen-Cooper-Shrieffer (BCS) regime to the Bose-Einstein-
condensation (BEC) regime in a quasi-two-dimensional quantum gas of ultracold fermionic atoms.
Using an effective two-dimensional Hamiltonian with renormalized interactions between atoms and
dressed molecules within a Gaussian pair fluctuation theory, we investigate how Fermi superfluidity
is affected by reduced dimensionality at zero temperature in a wide range of crossover. We observe
that the order parameter and pair size show universal relations with the chemical potential on the
BCS side, irrespective of dimensionality. However, such universal dependences break down towards
the BEC limit with increasing interaction strength. This results reveal the notable effect of reduced
dimenionality on pairing physics, which can also be observed in the sound velocity and convexity
parameter of the Goldstone mode. We compare our results with the latest experiments in both 6Li
atomic gases and layered nitrides LixZrNCl and find good agreements.

Introduction.– The effect of reduced dimensionality
on fermionic pairing is an intriguing yet open question
in studies of superfluids and superconductors. Owing
to the restriction of the motional degrees of freedom
and the existence of strong fluctuations in low dimen-
sions, exotic pairing phases might be stabilized, such
as the Fulde-Ferrell-Larkin-Ovchinnikov state with finite
pairing momentum [1] and the Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-
Thouless (BKT) phase with vortex-antivortex pairs [2–
4]. Of particular interest is two-dimensional (2D) Fermi
systems, which not only give the highest critical temper-
ature at ambient pressure [5], but also feature quantum
anomaly in their collective excitations [6–9].

Recent rapid experimental progresses have greatly pro-
moted the research on 2D superfluidity and superconduc-
tivity. In condensed matter systems, precise control of
carrier density, geometric strain and lattice superstruc-
tures significantly bring forward the study of multiband
layered superconductors such as FeSe [10], FeSe1−xSx [11,
12], LixZrNCl [13], and magic-angle twisted trilayer
graphene [14]. In atomic systems, highly anisotropic
traps or one-dimensional optical lattices have been im-
plemented to realize quasi-two-dimensional (Q2D) Fermi
gases with tunable interparticle interaction via Feshbach
resonances [15–24]. Two latest experiments in gate-
controlled layered nitrides [13] and ultracold gases of 6Li
atoms [23, 24] have now provided benchmark results on
2D superfluidity by evolving the system from a weakly in-
teracting Bardeen–Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) superfluid to
a tightly-bound Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) [25]. In
particular, in the latter experiment the superfluid gap has
been suggested to follow a universal function of the inter-
action strength regardless of dimensionality [24]. This is
an interesting hypothesis that requires timely theoretical
clarification.

In this Letter, we theoretically investigate the BCS–

BEC crossover of a Fermi gas subjected to a tight har-
monic confinement along one spatial dimension (z), un-
der conditions compatible with the recent experiments of
6Li atoms [23, 24]. In the BCS regime, the confinement
provides the dominant energy scale and the system ap-
proaches the 2D limit. In the BEC regime, the binding
energy EB of the two-body bound state exceeds the con-
finement such that the excited harmonic oscillator states
along the z-direction are significantly populated [26], and
the 2D regime may become difficult to reach [27]. To
account for such a Q2D configuration, we adopt an ef-
fective two-channel model with dressed molecule [28–30],
and use a Gaussian pair fluctuation (GPF) [31–35] ap-
proach to study the pairing properties at zero temper-
ature. Compared with the GPF results of pure 2D and
3D systems, we find that the relations between the super-
fluid gap ∆ and chemical potential µ are only universal
in the BCS regime (i.e., ∆/EF . 0.5). With increasing
interaction strength, the difference between Q2D and 3D
systems becomes significant, indicating a strong influence
of dimensionality. The remarkable reduced dimensional-
ity effect can also be drawn from the results of pair size,
sound velocity, and convexity parameter of the Goldstone
mode. Our calculations show reasonable agreement with
experiments in both 6Li atomic gases [23, 24] and layered
nitrides [13].

Effective Hamiltonian and GPF theory.– We consider
an ultracold gas of fermionic atoms confined in an axially
symmetric anisotropic harmonic trap with trapping fre-
quency along the axial direction (ωz) much stronger than
that in the radial plane. When the reduced chemical po-
tential µ̃ = µ + EB/2 and the thermal energy kBT are
both much smaller than the energy scale ~ωz, the low-
energy/long-range physics of the system reduces effec-
tively to 2D. Meanwhile, by tuning the inter-atomic inter-
action into the BEC regime, the excited harmonic oscilla-
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tor states of the tightly confined direction are inevitably
populated [28]. Therefore, the high-energy/short-range
details must be renormalized by either an energy depen-
dent scattering length [9, 27] or a phenomenological de-
gree of freedom of dressed molecule [29, 30]. In the follow-
ing, we take the latter approach and write the effective
2D Hamiltonian in the form of a two-channel model (with
natural units ~ = kB = 1),

Heff =
∑

kσ

ξka
†
kσakσ +

∑

q

(ξq + δb)d
†
qdq

+Vb
∑

kk′q

a†
k+q/2,↑a

†

−k+q/2,↓a−k′+q/2,↓ak′+q/2,↑

+αb

∑

kq

(d†qa−k+q/2,↓ak+q/2,↑ +H.C.). (1)

Here, akσ and dq are the annihilation operators for
fermionic atoms and dressed molecules with mass m and
2m, respectively, and ξk ≡ ǫk − µ = k2/2m − µ and
ξq = ǫq/2 − 2µ are the corresponding dispersions with
2D momenta k and q. The bare detuning δb, bare cou-
pling constant between atom and dressed molecule αb,
and bare background interaction in the open channel Vb
should be renormalized to their corresponding physical
parameters δp, αp and Vp, via a standard procedure to
eliminate divergence and to recover the two-body physics
at low energy [29] (see details in Supplemental Mate-
rial [36]). To connect with the experiments [24], these
parameters are chosen to describe a Q2D Fermi gas of 6Li
atoms near a wide Feshbach resonance at 834 G, with an
effective 2D density per spin state of n = 0.8 atoms/µm2

and an axial trapping frequency ω0 = 2π × 9.2 kHz.

We solve the effective two-channel model Hamiltonian
by using the GPF theory, which is reliable at zero tem-
perature [33–35]. The theory can be easily formulated
with the help of the functional path-integral approach as
detailed in Supplemental Material [36]. Here, we only

briefly review the key steps. By applying the Hubbard-
Stratonovich transformation, we first decouple the inter-
action term by introducing an auxiliary pairing field and
integrate out the fermionic fields akσ. We then find an
effective action describing the pairing field and molecule
field [36]. By taking the saddle-point solution of both
fields, we obtain the mean-field thermodynamic poten-
tial,

ΩMF =
∑

k

(
ξk − Ek +

∆2

2ǫk + ωz

)
− ∆2

V p
eff

, (2)

where Ek =
√
ξ2k +∆2 is the quasiparticle dispersion

and ∆ is the superfluid gap. V p
eff = Vp +

α2
p

2µ−δp
is the

renormalized effective interaction, obtained by replacing

the bare effective interaction V b
eff = Vb +

α2
b

2µ−δb
with the

physical ones via the renormalization relation 1/V b
eff =

1/V p
eff − ∑

k
1

2ǫk+ωz
[36]. The saddle-point condition of

ΩMF implies that the superfluid gap is determined at the
mean-field level,

1

V p
eff

= −
∑

k

(
1

2Ek

− 1

2ǫk + ωz

)
. (3)

The approximate saddle-point solution can be signifi-
cantly improved by the inclusion of Gaussian pair fluc-
tuations, which gives rise to the GPF thermodynamic
potential,

ΩGPF =
1

2

∑

q

ln [M11 (q)M22 (q)−M12 (q)M21 (q)] e
iνn0

+

,

(4)
where q = (q, iνn) with the bosonic Matsubara frequency

νn = 2nπT (n ∈ Z) and eiνn0
+

is added to ensure the
convergence of the summation over q. The expressions of
the elements of the Gaussian fluctuation matrix Mij(q)
(i, j = 1, 2) are given by,

M11(q) =M22(−q) =
∑

k

(
u2k+u

2
k−

iνn − Ek+ − Ek−

−
v2k+v

2
k−

iνn + Ek+ + Ek−

+
1

2ǫk + ωz

)
− 1

V p
eff(q)

,

M12(q) =M21(q) =
∑

k

(
uk+vk+uk−vk−
iνn + Ek+ + Ek−

− uk+vk+uk−vk−
iνn − Ek+ − Ek−

)
, (5)

where V p
eff(q) = Vp +

α2
p

iνn−(q2/4m−2µ+δp)
, and to sim-

plify notation we have defined k± = q/2 ± k. The BCS
quasiparticle wavefunctions u2k± = (1+ ξk±/Ek±)/2 and
v2k± = (1−ξk±/Ek±)/2. With that, the number equation
including Gaussian fluctuations reads

n = −∂ΩMF

∂µ
− ∂ΩGPF

∂µ
, (6)

which is solved self-consistently with the gap equation
(3) for the chemical potential µ and superfluid gap ∆.

BCS–BEC crossover.– The relation between the or-
der parameter and chemical potential obtained from the
GPF theory for Q2D systems are plotted in Fig. 1, to-
gether with similar calculations in strictly 2D and 3D
systems, and experimental data of ultracold atomic gases
in Q2D [24] and 3D [23] traps. In order to compare re-
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Superfluid gap versus chemical poten-
tial. Results obtained via GPF approach are shown for Q2D
(red solid and yellow dashed lines), 2D (gray dotted line) and
3D (blue dashed-dotted line) gases of 6Li atoms. Experimen-
tal data are extracted from recent works of 3D (blue dots) [23]
and Q2D (red triangles) [24] systems.

sults in different dimensions and trapping configurations,
the Fermi energy EF is used as the energy unit. No-
tably, the results do not fall into a universal curve. In
the weakly interacting regime µ/EF → 1, theoretical cal-
culations for all cases predict a fast decay for ∆ as one
would expect for a BCS superconductor. However, with
increasing interaction (µ → −∞), the order parameters
in Q2D and 2D configurations are significantly elevated
above the 3D case, owing to the enhancement of density
of states in low dimensions. The same trend can also be
observed by comparing the two Q2D systems with differ-
ent axial trapping frequencies, where the result for a tight
trap with ωz = 5ω0 lies above the one for a loose trap
with ωz = 1ω0 (that corresponds to the parameters in
Ref. [24]). The experimental data obtained in Q2D and
3D traps agree well with the corresponding GPF theo-
ries in both the BCS and BEC regimes. However, the
deviation between theory and experiment is more drastic
around unitarity |µ| ∼ 0, where quantum fluctuations are
most significant.
Pair size is another fundamental physical quantity to

characterize the BCS–BEC crossover, which is defined in
a form independent of dimensionality

ξ2 ≡ −〈ϕk|∇2
k|ϕk〉

〈ϕk|ϕk〉
, (7)

where |ϕk〉 = ∆/2Ek is the zero temperature pair wave
function. To compare with different geometries, we take
the dimensionless chemical potential µ/EF as a measure
of interaction strength and plot dimensionless pair size
kF ξ in Fig. 2(a). Our results show quantitative consis-
tency with the experiment data. Furthermore, the super-
fluid gap against pair size is plotted in Fig. 2(b), where

FIG. 2. (Color online) Dimensionless pair size kF ξ as a func-
tion of (a) dimensionless chemical potential µ/EF and (b)
dimensionless pairing order parameter ∆/EF for Q2D (red
solid) and 3D (blue dashed dotted) Fermi superfluids. The
black dotted line in panel (b) presents the coherence length

ξp = kF

πm∆
. Results obtained from GPF theory are compared

with experimental data for 6Li atomic gases (blue dots and
red diamonds) [23, 24] and LixZrNCl (gray squares) [13].

the curves for Q2D and 3D systems almost collapse onto
a same straight line in the BCS regime, and start show-
ing drastic difference in the strong interaction regime.
This observation is consistent with the results shown in
Fig. 1. In the weak coupling regime, all systems have a
same universal equation of state as expected for a BCS
superconductor, and the physical properties are solely
determined by the density of states at the Fermi energy.
With increasing interaction, when the superfluid order
parameter is comparable to the Fermi energy and the
pair size reaches the order of 1/kF , the specific shape of
dispersion will play a key role in correcting the gap. In
this case, a Q2D or 2D system is more favorable for pair-
ing as compared with a 3D system, as demonstrated both
in Figs. 1 and 2. Note that in the experiment, the interac-
tion strength is changed by tuning the scattering length
via a Feshbach resonance and the chemical potential is
extracted with assistance of the auxiliary filed quantum
Monte Carlo (QMC) calculations [37], together with the
modified binding energy for a Q2D geometry given by
Ref. [26]. In the Supplemental Material, we show the or-
der parameter and pair size as a function of scattering
length and compare them with the experiment data [36].

Speed of sound and convexity of the Goldstone mode.–

Let us now consider the first sound velocity Cs, defined
as the slope of the Goldstone mode in the long-wave-
length limit and corresponding to the propagating speed
of density waves in superfluid. Specifically, we expand the
elements of the Gaussian fluctuation matrix M(q, ω) to
quadratic order in both q and ω, and determine the speed
of sound by requiring detM(q, Csq) = 0. For strictly 2D
systems within the mean-field approximation, the sound
velocity is (incorrectly) independent on the interaction
strength and reads C2D

s,0 = vF /
√
2 as shown in Fig. 3(a).

For Q2D systems, however, with increasing interaction,
Cs/vF decreases from 1/

√
2 since the excitation of high

energy modes in the confined direction would suppress
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FIG. 3. (Color online) (a) The sound velocity Cs/vF as a
function of the 3D scattering length as. Results are obtained
from Q2D GPF theory (red solid line), Q2D mean-field ap-
proximation (blue dashed-dotted line), and 2D mean-field ap-
proximation (black dashed line). The red point represents the
BCS limit of C2D

s,0/vF = 1/
√
2. The axial trapping frequency

is assumed as ωz = ω0. (b) The sound velocity obtained from
GPF theory plotted as a function of effective 2D scattering
length a2D. A pure 2D system (gray dotted line) and three
Q2D configurations with ωz = ω0 (red solid line), 3ω0 (yellow
dashed line), and 5ω0 (blue dashed-dotted line) are shown for
comparison.

the propagation of density waves. Taking into account
the contribution of pair flucutations, Cs shows an obvious
down-shift compared with the mean-field result, which
is naturally expected since fluctuations will reduce the
superfluid order parameter and consequently the sound
velocity, as depicted in Fig. 3(a).

To further elaborate the effect of Q2D confinement,
we show in Fig. 3(b) the results of Cs for different trap-
ping frequencies. Since the effective interaction strength
is also affected by the external potential, we plot the
results as a function of the dimensionless 2D interac-
tion parameter ln(kFa2D) with a 2D scattering length
a2D = 2e−γE/(mEB)

1/2 and the Euler constant γE ≈
0.577. Note that Cs increases with a stronger confine-
ment, and is bounded from the top by the asymptotic
value in 2D systems, where the axial fluctuations are
completely frozen out.

Another characteristic property of the Goldstone mode
is the convexity of its dispersion relation, which is im-
portant to determine the damping mechanism [38–41].
By expanding the dispersion of low-energy collective ex-
citation up to a fifth order polynomial of q = |q| as
ωq = Csq[1 +

γ
8 (

q
mCs

)2 + η
16 (

q
mCs

)4], and substituting it
back into the elements of the M matrix, we can rewrite
the condition detM(q, ωq) = 0 to the sixth order of q and
determine the convexity parameters γ and η from the co-
efficients of terms q4 and q6, respectively. In Fig. 4, we
compare the results in 2D and Q2D systems with different
trapping frequencies. In the BEC regime, the convexity
is convex (γ > 0), indicating that the dominant damping
mechanism of collective excitation is the Landau-Beliaev
two-photon to one-photon process. In the strongly inter-
acting limit, γ approaches a universal value of 1/4, which
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Convexity parameters γ and η for the
collective modes versus ln(kF a2D) for 2D and Q2D systems
with different trapping frequencies. A pure 2D system (gray
dotted line) and three Q2D configurations with ωz = ω0 (red
solid line), 3ω0 (yellow dashed line), and 5ω0 (blue dashed-
dotted line) are shown for comparison. The black dashed
lines correspond to the limit values of (a) γBEC = 1/4,
(b) ηBEC = −1/128, (c) γBCS|∆|2/m2C4

s = −1/3, and (d)
ηBCS|∆|4/m4C8

s = −1/72.

is determined by the dispersion of Bogoliubov excitations
in a weakly interacting Bose gas with mass 2m and is
valid in all dimensions and trapping geometries. When
the interaction is reduced, the system crosses over to the
BCS regime where the damping mechanism is dominated
by the Landau-Khalatnikov two-photon to two-photon
process, and the convexity turns to concave (γ < 0). The
sign changing point of γ moves towards the BCS side with
decreasing axial trapping frequency, presenting the same
trend as the first sound velocity shown in Fig. 3(b). In
the BCS limit where ∆ and EF are the only relevant en-
ergy scales, ωq/∆ becomes a universal function ofCsq/∆.
A dimensional analysis suggests that γ|∆|2/m2C4

s for all
the 2D and Q2D cases should approach a same asymp-
totic value of −1/3, as shown in Fig. 4(c). For the other
parameter η, we observe qualitatively the same behav-
ior where η approaches a universal value of −1/128 in
the BEC limit [Fig. 4(b)], and η|∆|4/m4C8

s saturates to
−1/72 for all 2D and Q2D systems [Fig. 4(d)]. Our re-
sults of the convexity parameters can be tested in future
experiments on Q2D Fermi systems.

Conclusions.– We have studied the BCS–BEC
crossover in a quasi-two-dimensional quantum gas of ul-
tracold fermionic atoms. By adopting an effective model
of dressed molecule to take into account the excited de-
grees of freedom and using the Gaussian pair fluctua-
tion approach, we characterize various pairing parame-
ters at zero temperature in a wide range of crossover.
We have found that the order parameter and pair size
show universal relations with the chemical potential on
the BCS side, but behave distinctively with increasing
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interaction. These results reveal the notable effect of re-
duced dimensionality on pairing physics, which can also
be seen in the speed of first sound and convexity of Gold-
stone modes. This observation rules out the existence
of dimensionality-independent universal relations for the
equations of state, as recently suggested [24]. Our results
of order parameter, chemical potential, pair size, and con-
vexity parameters show good agreement with recents ex-
periments of 6Li atomic gases[23, 24] and LixZrNCl [13],
and known asymptotic values in limiting cases.
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erger, and M. Köhl, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 105301 (2011).

[16] A. A. Orel, P. Dyke, M. Delehaye, C. J. Vale, and H. Hu,
New J. Phys. 13, 113032 (2011).

[17] A. T. Sommer, L. W. Cheuk, M. J. H. Ku, W. S. Bakr,
and M. W. Zwierlein, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 045302
(2012).

[18] V. Makhalov, K. Martiyanov, and A. Turlapov, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 112, 045301 (2014).

[19] M. G. Ries, A. N. Wenz, G. Zürn, L. Bayha, I. Boettcher,

D. Kedar, P. A. Murthy, M. Neidig, T. Lompe, and S.
Jochim, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 230401 (2015).

[20] C. Cheng, J. Kangara, I. Arakelyan, and J. E. Thomas,
Phys. Rev. A 94, 031606(R) (2016).

[21] K. Fenech, P. Dyke, T. Peppler, M. G. Lingham, S.
Hoinka, H. Hu, and C. J. Vale, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116,
045302 (2016).

[22] D. Mitra, P. T. Brown, P. Schauß, S. S. Kondov, and W.
S. Bakr, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 093601 (2016).

[23] H. Biss, L. Sobirey, N. Luick, M. Bohlen, J. J. Kinnunen,
G. M. Bruun, T. Lompe, and H. Moritz, Phys. Rev. Lett.
128, 100401 (2022).

[24] L. Sobirey, H. Biss, N. Luick, M. Bohlen, H. Moritz, and
T. Lompe, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129, 083601 (2022).

[25] G. C. Strinati, P. Pieri, G. Röpke, P. Schuck, and M.
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[35] L. He, H. Lü, G. Cao, H. Hu, and X.-J. Liu, Phys. Rev.
A 92, 023620 (2015).

[36] See Supplemental Material for further details about the
effective quasi-two-dimensional model and the Gaussian
pair fluctuation calculation, which includes Refs. [42–45].

[37] H. Shi, S. Chiesa, and S. Zhang, Phys. Rev. A 92, 033603
(2015).

[38] L. D. Landau and I. M. Khalatnikov, Z. Eksp. Teor. Fiz.
19, 637 (1949).

[39] S. T. Beliaev, Sov. Phys. JETP 7, 289 (1958).
[40] H. Kurkjian, Y. Castin and A. Sinatra, Phys. Rev. A 93,

013623 (2016).
[41] P. Zou, H. Hu, and X.-J. Liu, Phys. Rev. A 98, 011602(R)

(2018).
[42] H. Hu and X.-J. Liu, Phys. Rev. A 101, 011602(R)

(2020).
[43] M. Randeria, J. M. Duan, and L. Y. Shieh, Phys. Rev.

B 41, 327 (1990).
[44] M. Marini, F. Pistolesi, and G. C. Strinati, Eur. Phys. J.

B 1, 151 (1998).
[45] C. H. Schunck, Y.-I. Shin, A. Schirotzek, and W. Ket-

terle, Nature 454, 739 (2008).

http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.00739


ar
X

iv
:2

21
1.

13
40

6v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.q

ua
nt

-g
as

] 
 2

4 
N

ov
 2

02
2

Supplemental Material for “BCS-BEC crossover in a quasi-two-dimensional Fermi

superfluid”

Jing Zhou,1, ∗ Tingting Shi,2, ∗ Xia-Ji Liu,3 Hui Hu,3, † and Wei Zhang2, 4, ‡

1Department of Science, Chongqing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Chongqing 40006, China
2Department of Physics, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China

3Centre for Quantum Technology Theory, Swinburne University of Technology, Melbourne, Victoria 3122, Australia
4Beijing Academy of Quantum Information Sciences, Beijing 100193, China

THE RELATION BETWEEN 2D AND 3D PHYSICAL PARAMETERS

In cold atomic gases where atoms move freely in two dimensions but are strongly confined along the axial direction
by a one-dimensional harmonic trap of frequency ωz, the confined dimension still has a residual effect because of the
populations of the bound molecule states in the excited levels even for an extremely strong trap. To capture this
residual effect, we follow Ref. [1] to convert the actual 3D Hamiltonian to an effective 2D Hamitonian of Eq. (1) in
the main text with a renormalized interaction between the atoms in the axial ground state and the dressed molecules.
The 2D bare parameters δb, αb and Vb in the model Hamiltonian are connected to the 2D physical parameters δp, αp

and Vp via the renormalization relation (~ = 1)

1

Vb +
α2

b

2µ−δb

=
1

V p
eff

−
∑

k

1

2ǫk + ωz
, (1)

where V p
eff = Vp +

α2
p

2µ−δp
.

The 2D physical parameters δp, αp and Vp are determined by matching the two-body bound state from the original
3D Hamiltonian, with the 3D dimensionless physical parameters Up = 4πabg/az, g

2
p = µcoWUp/ωz, and νp =

µco(B − B0)/ωz. Here, abg is background scattering length, az =
√
1/mωz is the characteristic length for axial

motion, µco is the difference in magnetic moments between the open and close channels, W is the resonance width,
and B0 is the resonance position. To compare with the experiments of 2D 6Li atomic gases [2], we will use the
parameters abg = −1405a0, W = 300G, and µco = 2µB, where a0 and µB are respectively the Bohr radius and Bohr
magneton. Two functions Sp(E) and σp(E) turn out to be important for matching the two-body bound state and the
parameter renormalization [1]:

Sp(E) = − 1

25/2π

ˆ ∞

0

dx
[ Γ(x− E/2)

Γ(x+ 1/2− E/2)
− 1√

x

]
,

σp(E) =
ln|E|

25/2π3/2
. (2)

For example, the two-body binding energy EB is determined by the solution of the eigen-equation

1/Up
eff(EB) = Sp(EB), (3)

where Up
eff(E) = Up +

g2
p

E−νp
.

In brief, the first matching of the bound state energy in the off-resonance BCS limit leads to [1]

V −1
p =

√
2π(U−1

p − Cp), (4)

where Cp = limνp→∞[Sp(EB)− σp(EB)]. Then, matching the binding energy at an arbitrary detuning yields

δp = EB − σp(EB)

∂E

[
1/Up

eff(E) −
(
Sp(E)− σp(E)

)]∣∣∣
E=EB

(
1− σp(EB)

U−1
p − Cp

)
,

α2
p =

1/
√
2π

∂E

[
1/Up

eff(E)−
(
Sp(E)− σp(E)

)]∣∣∣
E=EB

(
1− σp(EB)

U−1
p − Cp

)2

. (5)

http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.13406v1
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GAUSSIAN PAIR FLUCTUATION THEORY

Adopting the functional path-integral formalism over imaginary time τ and applying the Hubbard-Stratonovich
transformation in real space [3], we decouple the interaction term by introducing an auxiliary bosonic field ∆(x) =

αbφ(x) + ∆̃(x) with φ(x) = 〈d(x)〉, ∆̃(x) = Vb〈a↓(x)a↑(x)〉, and x = (x, τ) the short-hand notation. The effective

action is then given in term of the fermionic Nambu spinor A(x) = [a↑(x), a
†
↓(x)]

T as

S = β
∑

k

ξk +

ˆ

dxdx′A(x)†[−G−1
a (x, x′)]A(x′)− |∆(x)|2

Vb

+d(x)

(
∂τ + ω̃q − α2

b

Vb

)
d(x) +

αb

Vb
[φ(x)∆(x) + H.C.]. (6)

Here, ω̃q = q2/4m−2µ+δb, and Ga(x, x
′) is the Green’s function (GF) of atoms. Under the mean-field approximation

∆(x) = ∆ and φ(x) = φ0, the inverse GF is given by

G−1
a (x, x′) =

(
−∂τ −Ha

0 −∆
−∆ −∂τ +Ha

0

)
δxx′δττ′ , (7)

where Ha
0 = −∇2/2m− µ is the kinetic energy of atoms. By minimizing the mean-field effective action with respect

to φ0, we obtain the zero-temperature thermodynamic potential (ΩMF = kBTSMF)

ΩMF =
∑

k

(
ξk − Ek +

∆2

2ǫk + ωz

)
− ∆2

V p
eff

, (8)

where Ek =
√
ξ2k +∆2 is the quasiparticle dispersion, and V p

eff = Vp +
α2

p

2µ−δp
is the renormalized effective interaction.

Note that the bare parameters are replaced by the physical ones by the renormalization relation 1/V b
eff = 1/V p

eff −
∑

k
1

2ǫk+ωz
, with V b

eff = Vb +
α2

b

2µ−δb
the bare effective interaction. The saddle point conditions of ΩMF lead to the gap

and number equations in the mean-field level

1

V p
eff

= −
∑

k

(
1

2Ek

− 1

2ǫk + ωz

)
, (9)

nMF = −∂ΩMF

∂µ
= 2φ20 +

∑

k

(
1− ξk

Ek

)
, (10)

where φ20 = ∆2/[αp + Vp(2µ− δp)/αp]
2 is the population of dressed molecules.

We then introduce the fluctuation of the pairing order parameters ∆(x) = ∆ + δψ(x) and φ(x) = φ + δφ(x), and
calculate the contribution to the effective action up to the second order. This leads to the following Gaussian term
at zero temperature

SGPF = −1

2

∑

q

Φm(q)D−1
0 (q)Φm(q)− 1

2
Ψ(q)Γ−1

0 (q)Ψ(q)

+
αb

2Vb

[
Φm(q)Ψ(q) + H.C.

]
, (11)

where the bosonic Nambu spinors are defined as Φm(q) = (δφ(q), δφ(−q))T and Ψ(q) = (δψ(q), δψ(−q))T , with
q = (q, νn) denoting both the 2D pairing momentum q and the bosonic Matsubara frequency νn. The inverse of the
bosonic GF of dressed molecule reads

D−1
0 (q) =



 iνn − ωq +
α2

p

Vp
0

0 −iνn − ωq +
α2

p

Vp



 , (12)

with ωq = q2/4m− 2µ+ δp. The elements of the 2× 2 inverse vertex function Γ−1
0 are

Γ−1
0,11(q) = Γ−1

0,22(−q) = +
∑

k

G11(k)G22(k − q) +
1

Vb
,

Γ−1
0,12(q) = Γ−1

0,21(q) = −
∑

k

G12(k)G12(k − q), (13)
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where G is the saddle-point GF with the notation k = (k, ωm),

G(k) = 1

(iωm)2 − E2
k

(
iωm + ξk −∆

−∆ iωm − ξk

)
. (14)

By integrating over the two bosonic Nambu spinors [3], we find that the thermodynamic potential ΩGPF = kBTSGPF

contributed by quantum pair fluctuations is given by

ΩGPF =
1

2

∑

q

ln [M11 (q)M22 (q)−M12 (q)M21 (q)] e
iνn0+ , (15)

where an extra factor eiνn0+ is added to ensure the convergence of the summation over q. The expressions of
Mij(q)(i, j = 1, 2) can be worked out explicitly and at zero temperature lead to

M11(q) =
∑

k

(
u2k+u

2
k−

iνn − Ek+ − Ek−

−
v2k+v

2
k−

iνn + Ek+ + Ek−

+
1

2ǫk + ωz

)
− 1

V p
eff(q)

,

M12(q) =
∑

k

(
uk+vk+uk−vk−
iνn + Ek+ + Ek−

− uk+vk+uk−vk−
iνn − Ek+ − Ek−

)
, (16)

where V p
eff(q) = Vp +

α2
p

iνn−(q2/4m−2µ+δp)
.

In the expressions above, we define k± = q/2 ± k, and BCS superfluid parameters u2k± = (1 + ξk±/Ek±)/2 and

v2k± = (1 − ξk±/Ek±)/2 to simplify notation, where ξk± = k2
±/2m − µ and Ek± =

√
ξ2k± +∆2. With that, the

number equation including the Gaussian fluctuation effect reads

n = −∂ΩMF

∂µ
− ∂ΩGPF

∂µ
, (17)

which is solved self-consistently with the mean-field gap equation numerically to determine the chemical potential µ
and order parameter ∆.

Figure S1. (Color online) (a) Superfluid gap and (b) chemical potential versus the 2D interaction strength ln(kF a2D). Results
obtained from Q2D GPF theory (red solid line) are compared with the experimental data from 6Li atomic gases (red triangles) [2]
and the 2D QMC results (red dots) [4] with the correction of Q2D binding energy EB [5].

SUPERFLUID GAP AND CHEMICAL POTENTIAL

Based on the coupled Eqs. (3) and (6) in the main text, we determine the superfluid gap ∆ and the chemical
potential µ self-consistently in a wide range of crossover, where the interaction strength of pure 2D and Q2D systems
can be parameterized by the 2D dimensionless interaction parameter ln(kFa2D). We compare the numerical result of
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superfluid gap with the experimental data of a Q2D 6Li Fermi gas [2] with the same axial trapping frequency ωz = 1ω0

in Fig. S1(a). The numerical results of chemical potential are compared with 2D auxiliary field QMC calculations [4]
with modified Q2D binding energy EB [5] in Fig. S1(b). Note that in the experiment the order parameter is measured
in two ways, one is directly extracted from the integrated dynamic structure factor S(ω) =

´

S(q, ω)qdq in the BCS
regime, the other is from the dynamic structure factor S(q, ω) at a small momentum transfer in the BEC regime.
The chemical potential in the experiment is determined by the auxiliary field QMC calculations with the modification
binding energy EB for a Q2D geometry, which is given by

az
as

=

ˆ +∞

0

du√
4πu3

[
1− e−

EB
ωz

u

√
(1− e−2u)/(2u)

]
. (18)

We find that the experimental data of superfluid gap agree well with our theoretical prediction of a Q2D system
in both the BCS and BEC regimes, while the deviation between them is more notable in the unitary region owing
to significant fluctuations. A self-consistent calculation of the chemical potential for a Q2D system is in excellent
agreement with the 2D QMC results when the binding energy EB is corrected by the Q2D result [5]. This indicates
that the correction plays an essential role in the connection between Q2D and purely 2D systems.

Figure S2. (Color online) Dimensionless pair size kF ξ for (a) Q2D (red solid line) and 2D (gray dotted line) systems as a function
of 2D interaction strength ln(kF a2D) and (b) 3D (blue dashed-dotted line) system as a function of 3D interaction strength
1/kF as. Results obtained from GPF theory are compared with the experiment data obtained from the onset momentum ko of
the pair breaking continuum for Q2D (gray dots) [2] and 3D [9] (gray diamonds) gases of 6Li atoms. The red diamonds and
blue dots represent the Q2D and 3D pair sizes calculated via Eq. (19) and Eq. (20) using the superfluid gap and the chemical
potential obtained from Ref. [2]. The black squares show the results from a pair size measurement implemented in 3D 6Li
atomic gases using RF spectra [8].

PAIR SIZE

To estimate the pair size of Fermi gases with different dimensionalities, we follow the definition of Eq. (7) as stated
in the main text. We plot the numerical results of kF ξ for Q2D (red solid line) and 2D (gray dotted line) systems
by tuning the conventional 2D interaction parameter ln(kFa2D) in Fig. S2(a), and for 3D (blue dashed-dotted line)
system by varying the 3D scattering length 1/kFas in Fig. S2 (b). Analytically, the pair size can be obtained as

ξ2 =
1

4m∆

[
µ

∆
+
µ2 + 2∆2

µ2 +∆2

(π
2
+ arctan

µ

∆

)−1
]
, (19)

in two dimensions [6] and

ξ2 =
1

16m∆2

[
2µ+

5∆2 + 2µ2

√
µ2 +∆2

]
, (20)

in three dimensions [7].
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We note that the pair size of Q2D 6Li atomic gases is not directly measured in experiments [2]. Instead, one
determines the onset momentum ko of the pair breaking continuum from the intersection point of a bilinear fit of
the dynamic structure factor at a transferred energy of ω = 2∆, which is related to pair size via ko = α/ξ. The
prefactor α is evaluated by comparing the experimental results of 1/ko to theoretical predictions of the pair size of
2D or 3D Fermi gases. The raw data of pair size in Q2D [2] and 3D [9] 6Li Fermi gases are shown in Fig. S2 by
gray dots and gray diamonds, respectively. We find that the raw experimental data fit better with the theoretical
predictions of a 2D Fermi gas than a Q2D system. However, by substituting the superfluid gap and chemical potential
measured in experiment [2] to Eq. (19) and Eq. (20), we can obtain a modified pair size. These modified results for
Q2D (red diamonds) and 3D (blue dots) 6Li gases agree well with our Q2D and 3D predictions from GPF theory. In
addition, the black squares represent the pair size of 3D cold atomic gases of 6Li performed in Ref. [8] obtained from
radio-frequency spectra, also showing a good match to our prediction.

Figure S3. (Color online) Collective mode spectrum ωq versus q for Q2D systems with different trapping frequencies and
interactions of (a) 1/kF as = −1 and (b) 1/kF as = 1. Three Q2D configurations with ωz = ω0 (red solid line), 3ω0 (yellow
dashed line), and 5ω0 (blue dashed-dotted line) are shown for comparison. The shades represent the continuum of pair breaking
excitations.

COLLECTIVE MODE

The low-energy collective mode spectrum ωq is well-known as the Goldstone mode arising from the broken of U(1)
symmetry, which is determined by the pole of the inverse Gaussian fluctuation boson propagatorM , i.e. the solution
of det[M(q, ωq)] = 0. The two-particle continuum begins at Ec(q) = mink(E+ + E−), corresponding to the single
particle excitation from the pair breaking threshold.
In Fig. S3, we present the Goldstone mode by lines and pair breaking continuum by shades with different trapping

frequencies on the BCS side with the interaction strength 1/kFas = −1 [Fig. S3(a)], and on the BEC side with the
interaction strength 1/kFas = 1 [Fig. S3(b)], where the trapping frequencies are 1ω0 by red solid lines and red shades,
3ω0 by yellow dashed lines and yellow shades, 5ω0 by blue dashed-dotted lines and blue shades. In the long-wavelength
limit, the dispersions exhibit linear shape for all configurations, the slope of which determines the sound velocity. We
find that ωq is always below the two-particle continuum, indicating the existence of a two-body bound state in a Q2D
system over a wide range of crossover.
As shown in Fig. S3(a), in the BCS regime, we observe a wide pair breaking continuum and the pairs are weakly

bound. When the transferred energy is strong enough to break a Cooper pair, the atoms will be excited to the
continuum state with a sharp energy threshold of 2∆. In particular, for large transferred momentum, the Goldstone
mode touches the pair breaking continuum and bends down instead of keeping a linear slope. However, in the BEC
regime where the atom pairs condense as tightly-bound molecules, the continuum is notably lifted until moves out of
the spectra, as shown in Fig. S3(b).
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