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1 Introduction

Strongly correlated quantum systems are essential in various contexts of modern physics.

In a fermion system with a weak attractive interaction, it is known that the Bardeen-Cooper-

Schrieffer (BCS) state is realized by the formation of Cooper pairs. If the strength of the

attractive interaction becomes stronger, the BCS state turns into the Bose-Einstein conden-

sate (BEC) of tightly bound molecules without any phase transitions [1–4]. This crossover

phenomenon, nowadays called the BCS-BEC crossover, has been proposed originally in

electron-hole systems [5].

After three decades, the BCS-BEC crossover is realized by cold atomic experiments of
40K and 6Li [6, 7]. Such cold atom systems, in which the interaction strength can be arbi-

trarily tuned near the Feshbach resonance [8], have attracted tremendous attention as ideal

simulators for other quantum many-body systems, such as superconductors and nuclear

matter [3, 4]. Since the absolute value of the s-wave scattering length a can dramatically

be enlarged near the Feshbach resonance, the interparticle interaction can be regarded as a

contact-type (i.e., zero-range interaction) and characterized by one parameter a.

Recently, the BCS-BEC crossover has been observed not only in cold atom systems but

also in condensed matter systems [9–14]. In superconducting systems, by tuning the car-

rier density instead of the strength of interaction, the density-induced BCS-BEC crossover

occurs [11]. This can be understood as the change of the interaction parameters through the

Fermi momentum kF [15] [i.e., the dimensionless coupling measure (kFa)
−1 in three dimen-

sions]. Such a crossover in condensed matter systems is in contrast with that observed in cold

atom systems, where a is tuned instead of kF. We note that the density-induced BCS-BEC

crossover has been examined in lattice two-color quantum chromodynamics simulation [16].

Its three-body analogue has also been discussed [17, 18].

However, in general the two-body interaction in condensed matter systems, such as super-

conductors and semiconductors, inevitably involves a finite effective range R in the s-wave

channel. It is necessary to discuss how the finite-range interaction affects physical quanti-

ties in contrast to cold atom systems. It is reported that, in the superconducting BCS-BEC

crossover, the pairing gap may show a peak structure in the carrier-density dependence,

which is not found in cold atom systems [19]. The role of the finite-range interaction for

the superconducting dome, that is, the peak structure of the superconducting critical tem-

perature Tc in the carrier-density dependence, has also been pointed out in the context of

unconventional superconductors [20].

Moreover, in addition to the effective-range correction, the BCS-BEC-crossover super-

conductors are observed in a two-dimensional (2D) material [11]. In 2D systems, stronger
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correlations can be found compared to the 3D systems because of the reduction of kinetic

degrees of freedom, as unconventional superconductors are more easily found in 2D materials

than 3D ones. Remarkably, a two-body bound state can be formed even for an infinitesi-

mally small attraction in 2D [21]. Such a bound-state formation plays a crucial role in the

density-induced BCS-BEC crossover.

In the previous works, the finite-range effects in 2D systems have not been explored

systematically yet. While the quantum Monte Carlo simulation has been performed with the

finite-range interaction, the finite-range dependence has been examined in only the small-

range regimes (0 ≤ kFR ≤ 0.11) [22]. The effect of the negative effective range has also been

examined theoretically [23–25]. Furthermore, in Ref. [19], the finite-range effect in the 2D

superconductor system is considered by fitting to the experimental data but the Hartree-

Fock (HF) self-energy contribution, which can be significant in the case with the finite-range

interaction [15, 26–28], has been neglected. The present authors also studied the finite-

range effect in the 2D BCS-BEC crossover by using the Brueckner G-matrix approach [29].

However, the effect of the pairing gap has not been taken into account in Ref. [29].

Systematical studies of finite-range effects will also be accessible in future cold atom

experiments. By incorporating the additional process to excited states in the Feshbach res-

onance mechanism, the two-field optical method has been proposed to arbitrarily tune not

only the scattering length but also the effective range [30]. Furthermore, a similar experiment

for controlling the interaction spatially has been performed based on the above proposal [31].

In this paper, we theoretically investigate the effects of the positive effective range in an

attractively interacting 2D Fermi gas system by using the Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (HFB)

theory [32]. The HFB theory is useful to incorporate the finite-range effect and the presence

of pairing gap self-consistently with relatively small numerical costs [15, 28]. For the validity

of the HFB theory, at least, the mean-field theory should be justified in the weak-coupling

ground state corresponding to the BCS region [21]. Moreover, it is known that the mean-field

theory can qualitatively describe the BCS-BEC crossover physics at zero temperature, as the

information of the two-body bound state is correctly incorporated in the gap equation [3, 4].

While the G-matrix study for the finite-range correction [29] does not involve the pairing gap,

both the HF self-energy and the pairing gap can be determined self-consistently in the HFB

theory. To understand the finite-range effect on the density-induced BCS-BEC crossover, we

numerically calculate the pairing gap and chemical potential, which are directly affected by

the effective range through the HF self-energy. To see the microscopic pairing properties, we

also examine the pair-correlation length.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we present the theoretical model for the

BCS-BEC crossover with an attractive finite-range interaction in 2D. In Sec. 3, we show the
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numerical results and discuss how the finite-range correction affects the physical quantities

such as pairing gap, chemical potential, and pair-correlation length. In Sec. 4, we summarize

this paper.

2 Model

In this section, we introduce the model for the 2D BCS-BEC crossover with the finite-

range attractive interaction. A two-component 2D Fermi gas with the finite-range interaction

is considered, where the Hamiltonian is given by

H =
∑

k,σ

ξkc
†
kσckσ +

∑

k,k′,P

V (k,k′)c†
k+P /2,↑

c†
−k+P /2,↓

c−k′+P /2,↓ck′+P /2,↑. (1)

In Eq. (1), ξk = k2/(2m)− µ is the kinetic energy of a fermion with mass m measured from

the chemical potential µ, and c
(†)
kσ is the annihilation (creation) operator of a fermion with the

momentum k and the spin σ =↑, ↓. We consider the finite-range separable s-wave interaction

given by

V (k,k′) = GΓkΓk′ , (2)

where G is the coupling constant and

Γk =
1

√

1 + (k/Λ)2
(3)

is the form factor, which reproduces the relative momentum dependence of the scattering

phase shift δk up to O(k2) [15, 33]. Since we are interested in the attractive interaction,

the negative coupling constant G < 0 is considered. The momentum scale Λ plays a role of

the momentum cutoff. In the following, we show how to relate the model parameters (i.e.,

G and Λ) to the 2D scattering length and effective range via the analysis of the two-body

T -matrix. In 2D systems, it is known that the two-body bound state always exists with

arbitrary small attractive zero-range interaction. In the case of finite-range interaction, the

T -matrix is written by

T
(

k,k′;ω
)

= GΓkΓk′

[

1−G
∑

p

Γ2
p

ω+ − p2/m

]−1

, (4)

where ω+ = ω + iδ is the two-body energy with an infinitesimally small number δ. The

two-body binding energy Eb is obtained from a pole of T -matrix as

0 =
4π

mG
+

log
(

mEb

Λ2

)

1− mEb

Λ2

. (5)
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Also, the scattering length a is given by

a =
1

Λ
exp

(

− 2π

mG

)

. (6)

The ratio between the effective range R and a is given by

R

a
=

√

− 4π

mG
exp

(

4π

mG

)

. (7)

For convenience, we measure the interaction strength and the effective range by using the

dimensionless parameters log(kFa) and R/a, where kF =
√
2πρ is the Fermi momentum. In

the sense of cold atomic physics, log(kFa) can be tuned by changing a near the Feshbach

resonance. In the density-induced BCS-BEC crossover, kF and log(kFa) are changed with the

number density ρ. Qualitatively, the dilute BEC (strong-coupling) and dense BCS (weak-

coupling) regimes are characterized as log(kFa) <∼ 1 and log(kFa) >∼ 1, respectively.

Next, the HFB theory is introduced to consider the many-body ground state in the

presence of the nonzero effective range. To this end, two kinds of the mean-field expectation

values are introduced: the pairing gap

∆(k) = −
∑

k′

V (k,k′)〈c−k′,↓ck′,↑〉 (8)

and the HF self-energy

Σσ(k) =
∑

k′

V

(

k − k′

2
,
k − k′

2

)

〈c†
k′,σ̄ck′,σ̄〉, (9)

where σ̄ denotes the opposite spin with respect to σ. Since we are interested in the spin-

balanced case, we suppress the spin index as Σ↑(k) = Σ↓(k) ≡ Σ(k). The resulting mean-field

Hamiltonian reads

HHFB =
∑

k

Ψ†
k [ξkτ3 + Σ(k)τ3 −∆(k)τ1] Ψk

+
∑

k

∆(k)〈c†
k,↑c

†
−k,↓〉 −

∑

p

Σ(p)〈c†
p,↑cp,↑〉

+
∑

k

[ξk + Σ(k)], (10)

where τi is the Pauli matrix acting on the Nambu spinor Ψk = (ck,↑ c†−k,↓)
T. After the

Bogoiubov transformation, the ground-state energy is written by

EGS =
∑

k

∆(k)〈c†k,↑c
†
−k,↓〉 −

∑

p

Σ(p)np +
∑

k

[ξk + Σ(k)−Ek] , (11)

where np = 1
2

(

1− ξp
Ep

)

is the momentum distribution and Ek =
√

{ξk + Σ(k)}2 + |∆(k)|2
is the quasiparticle dispersion.
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Moreover, the separable interaction leads to the convinient form of pairing gap as

∆(k) = −ΓkG
∑

k′

Γk′〈c−k′,↓ck′,↑〉 ≡ ∆Γk, (12)

where the superfluid order parameter

∆ ≡ −G
∑

k′

Γk′〈c−k′,↓ck′,↑〉 (13)

characterizes the magnitude of the pairing gap. Also, the HF self-energy reads

Σ(k) = G
∑

k′

Γ2
|k−k′|

2

nk′ . (14)

We note that the momentum dependence of Σ(k) is different from Ref. [29]. While the inter-

action Hamiltonian is directly replaced by the effective interaction in Ref [29], here Eq. (14) is

derived microscopically under the mean-field approximation. However, this difference would

not change the results qualitatively.

In this way, EGS is further rewritten as

EGS =
∑

k

[ξk + Σ(k)− Ek]−
|∆|2
G

−
∑

p

Σ(p)np. (15)

Minimizing EGS with respect to ∆, we obtain the gap equation

1 = −G
∑

k

Γ2
k

2Ek

. (16)

To determine ∆ and µ for a given number density ρ self-consistently, the gap equation (16)

should be solved with the number-density equation

ρ =
∑

k

[

1− ξk + Σ(k)

Ek

]

. (17)

In the end of this section, to be self-contained we review the finite-range effect on a

two-body problem in the present model. Note that the behavior of Eb in the present model

has already been reported in Ref. [29]. Figure 1 shows the solution of the two-body binding

energy Eb as a function of the ratio between the effective range R and the scattering length

a. One can check that the zero-range result Eb,0 = 1/ma2 can be obtained in the limit of

R/a → 0. In this model, Eb has two solutions for each R/a. We focus on the solution of

smaller Eb (solid line in Fig 1) because the other solution is unphysically large to discuss

the low-energy properties of the present system. If one increases the effective range R, Eb is

enlarged up to R/a = e−1/2 ≃ 0.607.
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Fig. 1 Two-body binding energy Eb as a function of R/a. The energy is normalized by

Eb,0 = 1/ma2 at R/a = 0. The black solid line represents the region directly extended from

the result of the contact-type interaction and the red dotted line is the region where a deep

bound state is found. In this study, the region drawn by the black line is mainly considered.

The cutoff Λ is chosen as kF.

3 Results and discussion

In this section, we present the numerical results of the HFB theory for the 2D BCS-BEC

crossover with the finite-range interaction. The results are obtained by solving Eqs. (14),

(16), and (17) self-consistently.

Figure 2 shows the pairing order parameter ∆, which characterizes the superfluid order in

this system, as a function of the dimensionless coupling parameter log(kFa) in the 2D BCS-

BEC crossover. The blue dashed lines in Fig. 2 are the results of contact-type interaction

given by [34]

∆(R/a → 0) =
√

2EFEb,0, (18)

where EF = k2F/2m is the Fermi energy. ∆/EF is plotted in panels (a), (b), and (c) with

different R/a, while ∆/Eb is plotted in panels (d), (e), and (f). The black solid lines represent

the results of the HFB theory with the finite-range interaction. For comparison, we also

show the results with the finite-range interaction without the HF self-energy Σ(k) (the red

dashed lines). This calculation is similar to that used in the previous work for a layered

superconductor in the BCS-BEC crossover regime at T = 0 [19].

In the dilute BEC region (log (kFa) <∼ 1), the pairing gap is enlarged by the finite-range

effect. This is because the binding energy is enhanced by this effect [29] as shown in Fig. 1.
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Fig. 2 Pairing gap ∆ in the BCS-BEC crossover. In the upper and lower panels, ∆

is normalized by the Fermi energy EF and the binding energy Eb, respectively. The blue

dashed lines are the results calculated with the contact-type interaction. The red dotted

lines are the results with the finite-range interaction neglecting the Hartree-Fock self-energy

Σ. The black solid lines are the results with the finite-range interaction including Σ. The

ratios of the effective range R to the scattering length a are chosen as 0.12, 0.27 and 0.52,

respectively.

In this regard, fermions can form Cooper pairs more easily than in the case with the contact-

type interaction. On the other hand, in the dense BCS region (log (kFa) >∼ 1), the formation

of Cooper pair is suppressed by the finite-range effect. Since introducing the finite-range

effect is equivalent to introducing the high-momentum cutoff (i.e., Λ), the pairing order

originating from the pairing near the Fermi surface is suppressed when kF is comparable

with Λ. Indeed, the ratio between kF and Λ is given by

kF
Λ

= kFR

√

m|G|
4π

. (19)

In this regard, when R/a becomes larger, the suppression of BCS pairing becomes more

remarkable.

In the lower panels of Fig. 2, the plotted ∆ is normalized by Eb, which is independent

of ρ, to clarify the density dependence of ∆. In Fig. 2(d), the finite-range results are similar

to the contact-type result, since the parameter R/a is sufficiently small. ∆/Eb,0 with the
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Fig. 3 Peak density log(kFa)peak for the pairing gap ∆ normalized by the binding energy

Eb (i.e., lower panels of Fig. 2.) as a function of R/a.

contact-type coupling increases monotonically as

∆ (R/a → 0)

Eb,0
= kFa. (20)

However, at larger R shown in Figs. 2(e) and (f), the peak structure of ∆/Eb can be found

with the density dependence [namely, the log(kFa) dependence] in the finite-range calcula-

tions. This difference clearly manifests the suppression of the BCS-type pairing due to the

finite-range correction. For more details, in Fig. 2(e), when R/a increases, the peak structure

of the finite-range results can be found at log (kFa) ∼ 1.5. In Fig. 2(f), for larger R/a such a

peak structure is more pronounced and shifted toward log (kFa) ∼ 1.0. In the experiment of

the layered superconductor system [35], a similar peak structure has been found as the com-

parison with the theoretical results has been reported [19]. Such a peak structure is unique

to the finite-range interaction and not found in systems with the contact-type interaction.

Therefore, in order to simulate these superconductor systems by using ultracold atom sys-

tems, it is necessary to tune the effective range in addition to the scattering length by using

e.g., the optical field method [30].

Figure 3 shows the position of the peaks with respect to the ratio R/a. These were

obtained by applying the Lagrange interpolation to the numerical data to pick up the maxi-

mum value of ∆/Eb. In the limit of R/a → 0, the peak position can be at an infinitely large

log(kFa) as the peak structure does not exist in the system with the contact-type interaction.

The peak position log(kFa)peak tends to decrease monotonically when R/a increases. This

indicates that for larger R/a the peak can be found at lower densities. This result would

be useful to determine the parameters of interaction from the experiment results with the
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Fig. 4 Chemical potential µ in the unit of Fermi energy EF as a function of log (kFa).

The blue dashed lines are the results with the contact-type interaction. The red dotted

and black solid lines are the results without and with the HF self-energy, respectively. The

horizontal dotted lines represent µ = 0. Here, R/a are chosen as (a) 0.12, (b) 0.27, and (c)

0.52, respectively.

finite-range interaction, when one tries to qualitatively examine the finite-range properties

in condensed matter systems as well as in future cold atom experiments.

To see more detailed properties of the density-induced BCS-BEC crossover with the

finite range interaction, in Fig. 4 we show the results of the chemical potential µ at different

effective ranges: (a) R/a = 0.12, (b) R/a = 0.27, and (c) R/a = 0.52. The blue dashed lines

are the results with the contact-type interaction given by

µ = EF − Eb,0

2
. (21)

While µ ≃ EF is found in the BCS side, µ ≃ −Eb,0/2 in the BEC side as µ represents

the change of the energy when a single particle is added to the system. In this regard, µ

is regarded as a thermodynamic quantity well characterizing the BCS-BEC crossover [4].

One can see that the finite-range effect suppresses µ in the whole crossover regime. To

understand this suppression of µ in more detail, we also show the results with the finite-

range interaction but without Σ(k) (the red dashed line) for comparison. It is found that µ

is lowered when Eb is enlarged by the finite-range effect. The reduction of Eb is remarkably

important in the BEC side as we discussed for the behavior of ∆. It is also found that

Σ(k) (the black solid line) further suppresses µ compared to the case without Σ(k) in the

entire crossover region. The effect of Σ(k) is found to be large with increasing R/a but

sufficiently small in the dilute BEC side. In the dense BCS side, generally Σ(k) gives a

significant shift of µ. This shift of µ is directly related to Σ(k ≃ 0) in the quasiparticle

dispersion Ek =
√

{k2/2m− µ+ Σ(k)}2 + |∆(k)|2. Figure 5 shows Σ(k) at R/a = 0.52,

where log(kFa) = 1.0 and 0.0 are considered. Indeed, the shift of µ induced by Σ(k), given by

Σ(k ≃ 0) ≃ −EF at log(kFa) = 0.0 and Σ(k ≃ 0) ≃ −0.9EF at log(kFa) = 1.0, are close to
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Fig. 5 HF self-energy Σ(k) in the unit of Fermi energy EF as a function of the normal-

ized momentum k/kF at R/a = 0.52. The red dashed and blue dotted lines correspond to

log (kFa) = 1.0 and 0.0, respectively.

the differences between the results with and without Σ(k) in Fig. 4(c). We note that Σ(|k| ≃
kF) is also similar to Σ(k ≃ 0) in this regime. This result indicates that the momentum-

independent Hartree shift used in Refs. [26, 27, 36] gives a reasonable approximation. The

momentum dependence of Σ(k) in Fig. 5 is characterized by Γk and hence Λ. At low energy,

the momentum dependence of Σ(k) may lead to the effective mass correction [37].

The zero-crossing point of µ, which indicates the interaction strength where the under-

lying Fermi surface is depleted by the pair formation, has conveniently been regarded as

the crossover boundary between the BCS and BEC sides [38] whereas there are no distinct

phase boundaries between them. While the zero-crossing point of µ can be found for arbitrary

R/a as shown in Fig. 4, such a point is quantitatively shifted by the finite-range correction

through Σ(k). In contrast to the zero-range case, where the HF self-energy is trivially zero

and µ is mainly reduced by the pair formation, we need to consider two possibilities of the

reduced µ in the case with the finite-range interaction, that is, the pair formation and the

HF self-energy shift. In other words, at large R/a, µ can be strongly suppressed by Σ(k)

even with the small pairing effect. In this regard, one needs to carefully examine µ when

trying to use µ the measure of the BCS-BEC crossover with the finite-range interaction.

Finally, to further investigate microscopic properties of Cooper pairs in the present sys-

tem, in Fig. 6 the result of the pair-correlation length ξpair is plotted, where ξpair is defined

by [39]

ξ2pair =

∑

k |∇kφ(k)|2
∑

k |φ(k)|2
. (22)
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Fig. 6 Pair-correlation length kFξpair as a function of log (kFa), where R/a = 0.12, 0.27,

and 0.52 are employed. The horizontal dotted line represents kFξpair = 1, where the pair size

is comparable with the mean interparticle distance qualitatively given by k−1
F .

The pair-correlation length is also regarded as a useful quantity to characterize the BCS-BEC

crossover [3, 4]. In the dilute BEC regime, fermions form tightly bound bosonic molecules

and hence ξpair becomes smaller. In the dense BCS regime, loosely-bound Cooper pairs are

formed and their sizes are typically larger than the mean interparticle distance given by k−1
F .

This behavior is not changed significantly by the finite effective range correction. Entirely,

the finite-range effect enlarge ξpair in the crossover regime. In particular, in the dense BCS

side (log(kFa) >∼ 1), ξpair is dramatically enlarged by the effective range correction, indicating

the suppression of the BCS-type pairing by the finite-range effect. While µ is suppressed by

the finite-range effect through two mechanisms, that is, the Cooper pairing and the HF

self-energy shift, ξpair monotonically increases with R/a and is more directly related to

the Cooper pairing effect. One may expect that the enhanced ξpair is also related to the

tremendous suppression of ∆ and the resulting peak structure in the density dependence of

∆/Eb in the dense BCS regime as shown in Fig. 2. In this regard, the finite-range effect can

be found in a different way through the different physical quantities, and ξpair would be more

convenient than µ to characterize the density-induced BCS-BEC crossover with the finite-

range interaction. In addition, kFξpair = 1 can be used as a crossover boundary between the

BCS and BEC regimes. In such a viewpoint, the density with kFξpair = 1 is shifted toward

the lower densities when R/a increases. This result again indicates the suppression of the

Cooper pairing near the Fermi surface. This is in contrast to the shift of zero-crossing point

of µ toward higher densities with increasing R/a. We note that in the HFB framework the

effective Fermi surface locates at the shifted chemical potential µ∗ = µ− Σ(|k| ≃ kF) [40, 41]
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and therefore negative µ does not immediately mean the disappearance of the Fermi surface

as we find that the zero-range result and the finite-range result without Σ(k) in Fig. 4 are

close to each other in the dense BCS regime. In this way, one can understand that kFξpair = 1

is a more appropriate indicator of the BCS-BEC crossover than µ = 0.

We also remark that the cluster size (corresponding to ξpair in this paper) is highly

important to understand the microscopic properties of the density-induced hadron-quark

crossover [16, 42]. Indeed, the overlapped three-body state, which is larger than the inter-

particle distance, can be anticipated in the dense regime [17, 18]. Our study on the role of

the finite effective range for the pair size would be useful for further extensions to other

crossover phenomena.

4 Summary and perspectives

In this paper, we have theoretically investigated the finite-range effect in the 2D Fermi gas

system throughout the BCS-BEC crossover by using the Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov theory.

Using the finite-range separable interaction, we have numerically solved the particle number

equation and the gap equation self-consistently. The momentum-dependent HF self-energy,

which were ignored in previous studies, has been considered in the numerical calculation.

The finite-range effects for the pairing gap, the chemical potential, and the pair size are

studied systematically.

In particular, the finite-range effect works on the pairing gap in different ways in the BCS

and BEC sides, respectively. While the pairing gap is enhanced by the finite-range effect

(through the enhancement of the two-body binding energy) in the BEC side, it is suppressed

by the finite-range effect in the BCS side because the effective pairing interaction near the

Fermi surface is suppressed by the cutoff associated with the effective range. Furthermore,

the maximal behavior of ∆ normalized by the density-independent scale is identified as

density dependent and the peak density is plotted as a function of the effective range. For

the suppression of chemical potential µ by the finite-range effect, there are two mechanisms,

that is, the enhanced pairing correlations and the HF self-energy shift. In this regard, one

needs to carefully examine the effective-range correction to understand the behavior of µ in

the density-induced BCS-BEC crossover. Finally, we have examined the finite-range effect

on the pair correlation length throughout the density-induced BCS-BEC crossover. The pair

size is found to be monotonically enlarged by the finite effective range in the whole crossover

region and gives a useful measure for the BCS-BEC crossover from a microscopic viewpoint.

For future perspectives, for further understanding of the connection between clean cold

atom systems and other condensed matter systems, it is important to generalize our approach
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to more realistic interaction model, such as the Rytova-Keldysh potential [43, 44]. To obtain

more quantitative results, the HF self-energy can be further renormalized by using the

Brueckner G-matrix [29], where the repeated scattering process is effectively included. Also,

while we have focused on the ground-state properties at zero temperature, it is an interesting

future work to examine how the Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless transition is modified by the

finite-range effect and the associated HF self-energy shift [45–47].
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