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A bstract

W e study dilute gases w ith short range interactions and large two-body scattering lengths. At
tem peratures between the condensation tem perature and the scale set by the range ofthe potential
there is a high degree of universality. The rst two tem s in the expansion of thermm odynam ic
functions In pow ers of the fugacity z, which m easures the diluteness of the system , are determ Ined
by the scattering length only. The temm proportional to z3 depends only on one new param eter
describing the threebody physics. W e com pute the third term of the expansion and show that,
form any valies of this new param eter, the z° term m ay be the dom inant one.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Only on special circum stances the themm odynam ic functions of a system can be evalu—
ated starting from the m icroscopic interactions. However, in m any situations only a few
characteristics of the m icroscopic interactions are relevant. A 1l system s sharing these sam e
m icrosocopic characteristics have then the sam e m acroscopic behavior, that is, there isa cer—
tain degree ofuniversality. An exam pl of such a systam isa gas ofparticlesw ith short range
Interactions. A s long as the density and tem perature are such that the typical wavelength

of the particles ismuch larger than the range R of the foroes, the details of the Interac—
tion potential is largely irrelevant and the them odynam ics is determm ined by the two-body
scattering length a, up to corrections oforder =R . T his ocbservation hasbeen used both for
ferm Jonic and bosonic gases since the 1950’s I, 2,3,4,9, &,7], 8, 9] I the com putation of
dilute gas properties in an expansion in powers of na®, where n is the density of particles.

T ypically, the size of the twodody scattering length is com parabl to the range of the
foroe,a R . However, there are In portant situations w here the Interactions are ne-tuned
In such away astomakea R, even though other low -energy param eters like thee ective
range 1y, etc., still have the size expected on din ensional grounds 1 R. We have n
m Ind two of these situations. The 1st one, a gas of neutral atom s, has received enom ous
experin ental and theoretical attention recently. T he range of the Interactions between the
atom s is set by the Jength scale R M Ce=1)"* ofthevan derW alsforce Ce=r’. In som e
atom ic species like ¥Rb and “He the ne tuning needed Pr large values of a is provided by
N ature. In the case of “‘He atom s for instance, a = 104A, a value m uch larger than R A
orthe e ective range A . M ore in portantly, an extemalm agnetic eld can be applied
In orderto arti cially m odify the scattering length, m aking it a tunablk param eter Feshbach
resonance) . T he second exam ple of unnaturally large scattering lengths is a gas of neutrons

(and protons, ifthe Coulom b force can be disregarded) . T he range ofthe nuclkar oroes isof
the order of the C om pton wavelength of the pion R h=m 15fm ), but the scattering
lengths are signi cantly larger (542 fn for the proton-neutron in the soin-triplet state to

188 fin for neutron-neutron In the spin-singlet state).

T he typicalm om entum of the particles in a gas is set by the larger of the inverse inter-
particle distance n'= and the inverse them al wavelength ~ = M T=2 ) ' (from now
on we willuse h = 1). In the naturmal case, a R, the universal regin e occurs for
1=";n'= < 1=a 1=R . This regim e is essentially perturbative in the sense that, at any
given order of the expansion In powers of 1=R, a properly st up diagram m atic expansion
involves only a nite number of diagram s '[i{]. On the other hand when 1= ;n*=>  1=R
the details of the particlke interactions are in portant and each system should be studied in
a case by case basis. The presence of large scattering lengths opens up an intem ediate
regin e, where the typicalwavelength  of the particles is com parable to a, but still sm aller
than R . The problm is no longer perturbative, as evidenced by the fact that bound states
of size a are expected, but som e degree of universality should still hold. This regine
can be attained at very low tem peratures and a m oderately high densitiesna® 1~ nR*
or at a m oderately high tem peratures a=" 1> R=" and a very low densities. It is an
outstanding problem to understand the rst ofthese regin es, since, m ost likely, m any-body
correlations are not suppressed, and a num ber of publications have appeared recently on the
subgct [, 13,13, 14, 15, 16]. In this paper we w ill consider the second case, namely a
dilute ma® < 1), moderately hot (M T=2 )2 a 1) gas of resonating a” R particles.

Since we are considering low densities, it is convenient to phrase our discussion In tem s



ofthe virialexpansion, w here the di erent them odynam ic functions are expressed aspower
series on the fugacity z = e , where T = 1= is the tamperature and the chem ical
potential. T he particke density n and the pressure P are given by
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T he usefiilness ofthe virialexpansion resides on the fact that, for sm alldensities, n < -3 ,
z Isalso anall z 1. The coe cients b; contains contributions com ing from m -particle
correlations for allm 1 s0 is com putation nvolves the solution of the ldbody problem .
The caloulations of b and b, are rather easy and can be done analytically In the system
considered here. T he com putation ofly is a little m ore involved: i inclides som e num erical
Integrations, and it is related to the quite unusual properties of the three resonating particlke
system .

There is a general form ula relating b; to S-m atrix elem ents  {['1]. H owever, the relevant
m atrix elem ents relevant here are the ones describing a variety of processes lke threeto—
threeparticle scattering, din er break up in a collision to a partick, etc.. Tt seem s to us
that the equivalent m ethod llowed below in plicitly inclides all these processes In a sinple
way. Also, since it is an straightforward application of standard e ective eld theory and
m any-body physics m ethods, it m ay have som e m ethodological interest.

W ew illuse the Janguage ofe ective eld theory, which isnaturalwhen exploring univer-
sal, low energy, lJarge distance properties that are independent of the short distance details.
W e willwork at the leading order in the an allm om entum expansion where the Lagrangian
ofthe system is
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where ( Y) isthe eld that annihilates (creates) a particle, Cy and D o are constants that
w i1l be determ ned later and the dots stand for tem s w ith either m ore derivatives or

elds, whose contributions are suppressed at the order we are considering here. W e will
discuss the bosonic case rst and comm ent on the f&w, but in portant, di erences present
In the ferm ionic case Jater. It is convenient to ntroduce a dummy eld d w ith the quantum
num bers of two particles (@ din er) and use the equivalent Lagrangian
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where 2g°= = C, and 36g;0°= 2 = D,. The equivalence between the two Lagrangian

can be seen by perform Ing the gaussian integration over the auxiliary eld d and recovering
Eg. @). The value of the constant  is atbitrary and a ects only the nom alization of the
diner eld. Physical quantities depend on it only through the com binations Cy and D .

W e now com pute the particle density n In a expansion n powers of z and, by com paring
wih Eqg. @:), determm ine the coe cientsb;. T he com putation ofthetwo rstvirialooe cients
is rather trivial, and there are f2irly explicit general formm ulae or them . W e will quickly
discussthem here in orderto explain them ethod used in selectingw chich diagram s contribute
at each order.



FIG.1l: Graph determ ining the density at leading order in z. T he cross represents an Insertion of
the particle num ber operator.

In s=lecting the diagram s contributing to given order In z one should notice that diagram s
w ith a closed particke line vanish in vacuum (z = 0). Consequently, at low densities their
contrbution is suppressed by one power of z for each closed particke loop. W ith that
observation In m ind we see that the only diagram contrbuting to the particle density at
leading order in z is the loop diagram shown in Fig. {@):
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The sum over the frequencies k, is over all integer multiples of 2 T and , = K?=2M
Eg. 4) detem nesb, = 1, which is the free gas result. It also gives som e contributions to
b and by.

The O (z?) contrdbutions can be divided into the onebody contribution nz(l) com Ing from

the second tem in Eq. () and the twobody contrbutionsn)” . From Eq. @) and Eq. )

we nd kg(l) =2 :.The djagramsoontnbutmgtonZ(Z) are shown n Fig. (). The need for

the resumm ation in the fi1ll din er propagator indicated at the bottom of Fig. @) ism ore
easily explained after com puting it. T he din er propagator is given by a geom etrical sum
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In particular, the leading order dim er propagator is the sam e as in the vacuum
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FIG.2: Diagram determm ining the density at kading order in z? (top) and the dressing of the
din er propagator.

T he particleparticle scattering am plitude in the vacuum is given by gD . Thus, by setting
4 =M g’+ 2 = = l=a, we dbtain the kading order scattering am plitude in the e ective
range expansion (@fter analytically continuing the am plitude to real values of the energy by
setting ko ! kg 2M + i ). Notice the ne tuning between the linearly divergent temm
2 = (kihetic energy) and the interaction term 4 =M g( )? (ootential energy) needed to
produce a sn all value of 1=a. W e can understand now the reason for the resumm ation of
graphs at the bottom ofF ig. €). Form om enta oforderp M T 1=a, the square root In
the denom Mator of Eq. (1), generated by the Joops in the din er propagator, is not negligble
com pared to 1=a.
P lugging the expression in Eq. (1) in the diagram i Fig. @) we have
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T he integration over , on a contour encircling the in aghary axis, can be deform ed into an
Integral over the discontinuity on the branch cut Which describes the din erbreak up) plus
the contrlbution of the dimerpolk. The nalresul is
z? z? _ 1
ny =2~ =— e? 2% 1+Erf p— ; 9)
- - a MT
where B, = 1=M a?) is the location of the pole in the din er propagator. T his pole corre—
sponds to a bound state (ifa is positive) or a \virtual” bound state, that is, a pok In the
unphysical sheet (ifa is negative). Eq. () is a particular case of the classic form ula relating
Q(Z) to the two-particle scattering phase shift [1§]
Z
_ 1t . d 2
B9 =22 e & S B, (10)
0 dk
In the case where the phase shifts are given by the lrading order e ective range expansion
koot ) = l=a. A f&w points are worth mentioning here. First, b is a continuous



FIG.3: Grmph detem ining the density at kading order in z* and the integral equation for the
threedody am plitude.

function ofa at 1=a = 0. The change In the potential needed to take a from a large and
positive value to a large and negative value is an all, and that change has only a anall
e ect In the them odynam ics, even though there is a qualitative di erence in the soectrum
(from a bound state to a virtualbound state). Second, b, is positive and, orB, > T, it
is exponentially lJarge. In the case a > 0, this is easily understood as a consequence of the
existence of a bound state: when T B, m ost particles form tight twodbody bound states
therefore increasing the density fora xed tem perature and chem ical potential. In fact, if
the z* tem s dom inate, the ratio of the two equations in Eq. (1) give the equation of state
of a free gasw ith density n=2.

The third virial coe cient b; inclides three pieces. The rst, ', is determ ined by the
2’ piece in Eq. () and equalsb{’ = 3 :. The second one, b, comes from a sublkading
piece of the diagram on Fig. @) and is given by
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where the ntegral over runs on a vertical line just to the kft ofthe pok at B,. The
integral in Eq. f11) cannot be expressed analytically and has to be com puted num erically.
T he third piecs, bf) , com es from actual threebody correlations in the system , and brings
In new physics besides that contained In twobody scattering. The diagram s contributing
to it are shown on Fig. 3). Just as the twobody scattering am plitude cannot be com puted
in perturbation theory, the threebody am plitude that enters n Fig. @) also fnvolves a



resum m ation ofan In nite num ber ofdiagram s. T his isbecause each additionalloop involves
a factor of pa, where p is the typicalmom entum  ow Ing through the locp. In the case

considered here Q 1= 1=a and the \suppression" factor is oforder 1. T he diagram s In
Fig. 3) gives
Z 2
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where in the second Inep= ( 1 ;p)andT ( p;ptk; p;pt k) isthe forward particle-din er
scattering am plitude determ ined by the diagram s at the bottom ofFiy. §). The integral
over isdom inated by thepartickpokat = ,wih the contrbution com ing from the
din er pole and cut suppressed by two powers of z. W e then have
32 3 3p 2
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where we use the center-ofm ass variable P = (i,;p+ K=3). The integration over the new

variable = 3 + 1In on a vertical line just to the left of the left-m ost sihgularity that can
be a trin erpole at k?=6M  B; oradinerpol at k?=6M + 3P%=4M  B,. The cuts in the
threebody am plitude describing din erparticle scattering, din er breakup, etc., are on the
real axis, to the right of 2 and 3 particle poles.

Unlke the din er propagator, the diagram s adding up to the threebody am plitude
T( p;p+ k; p;p+ k) do not form a sinple geom etrical series and cannot be summ ed
up analytically. H owever, their sum is determ ined by the integral equation depicted at the
bottom ofF ig. @). This integral equation (Faddeev equation) is particularly sim pl for the
separable potential used here ! and was derived m any tin es before w ith a variety of tech—
niques P0,21,22]. & ism ore easily written in tem softhe s wave amplitude T, ( ;P ;P9
de ned by

Z AP k 2k k 2k \
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H igher partial waves, descrbbing m ore peripheral particle-din er collisions, give suppressed
ocontrbutions. Ty ( ;P ;P9 satis es
Z

2 T P
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1 Som e sin pli cations in the com putation ofb; in the case of separable potentials were noted i t_fsj]



w ith the kemel
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Eg. f13) has a number of surprising properties R3, 24, 28, 26, 27]. This properties are
m ore naturally describbed in temm s of renom alization theory. Tk was shown in  P§, 29] that
To ( ;P;PY is kept cuto  independent for sm all values of P ;P° if, and only if, the
threebody foroe varies w ith the cuto as

2 sih(splog( = ) arctans)
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w here is a new param eter that cannot be m easured through two-particle experim ents
and sy 1006 isthe solution ofa certain trigonom etric equation. T he failure to inclide the
threebody force term leads to a strong cuto  dependence on the results and thus, to the
In possibility of arriving at m odel independent results. T he threebody scattering am plitude
depends, even at the kading order In the expansion In powers of =R, on the value of the
threebody foroe, here param eterized by . The param eter enoodes all short distance
physics, besides the value of a, necessary to descrilbbe threebody system s. Like a, it varies
from one systam to another and only the m easurem ent of som e threebody cbservable allow s
usto x it. The appearance of an extra param eter not determ ined by twobody scattering
precludes the possibbility of predictions in the threedbody sector based only on the value of
a.

UsingEqg. ({3) and Eq. {14) and perform ing a trivial integral over k and the angular part
of P we arrive at

0 1
5 g3 @t 2 To( ;P;P) 1 1
Z Z rE
n3(3)=3b;3)j=i4 "M = PP’ de )2@1+—q7A
0 =5 M B a ®2

4

The am plitude Ty ( ;P ;P ) and the quadratures in Eq. {I) have to be perform ed num erically.
This is not com putationally dem anding and a M athem atica notebook that perfom s this

The coe cient bs = b;l) + b3(2) + b3(3) is a function of the tem perature and of the pa-—

ram eters describing the m icroscopic dynam ics (the scattering length a and the threebody
parameter ). In Fi. {4) we show the value of b as a function of 1=a for a faw values
of these param eters. As an example we pik M = Mug,, T = 107 eV ldém K and

25 ( )=M &¥) H ()= 3235 (owerblue solid curve), 022 (intem ediate red solid
curve) and 0:05 (upper black solid curve). In allofthem weuss = 200 &V, but, asmen-
tioned above, the resuls are cuto independent up to an all corrections of order 1= a. The

rst of these values was chosen follow ing 30] and it gives rise to a trin er w ith the bind-

ing energy of the shallower *He trin er (as predicted through potential m odel calculations
1,34, 33]1) when a is set to the value nferred from the dinerm easurement a = 10"} A
B4]. For the value ofthe  used the deeper trin er state is absent.

W hen a and are such that there is a threebody bound state B > B,, we nd
em pirically that ks scales roughly ase 2%, see Fig. 4. This is not surprising and is a direct
analogue of the physics described by Eq. (9) In the case of the coe cient b,: when B
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FIG.4: In asa function of the inverse scattering kength for three values of H ( = 2006V ) (solid
Iines, H = 323; 022;0:05, from bottom to top). The dashed line is the estim ate e Bs |

1 most particles form threebody bound states, which increases the density for a given
tam perature and chem ical potential as com pared to the free gas. This does not m ean,
how ever, that the Integralin Eq. () is dom inated by the trin er pole: the contrbution from
the tw o-and threeparticlke cuts isnever negligbl. Forvaluesofa forwhich B3 approaches
B, the din erparticle cross section diverges. Still, the threeparticle correlations described
by Iy are am ooth at those points. For system s w ith a trin er desper than the dim er, b can
be much lamger that both b and b,, and dom inate the virial expansion. This is not a rare
situation, due to a well known but strange feature of the threeresonating particle system :
as the potential is changed to m ake the din er shallower , the trin er becom es desper R3].
This iswhat happens in the H = 0:05 case shown in the upper (plack) solid curve in Fig.4.

In atom ic traps close to a Feshbach resonance it is a that is a tunable param eter. The
In uence ofthe m agnetic eld on the value of the threebody force param eter  is an all,
since that describes short-distance physics of an energy scale m uch higher than them agnetic

eld, and can be disregarded In a st approxin ation. Thus we can regard the horizontal

axis in Fig. () as denoting them agnetic eld using the Feshbach resonance formula

B
= = 1+ — 1
aB)=a@® 0) +B By 18)

Let us sum m arize the approxin ation perform ed here that allow ed such a sin ple evaluation
of such a complex threebody dynam ics. First, we approxin ate the twobody potential
by a short range, dela-function-lke Interaction. Corrections to this approxin ation are
proportional to the e ective range = , where 1, R isthe e ective range, much an aller
than a by assum ption. E ective range corrections can be easily inclided, even to very high
orders, w ithout sooiling the sim plicity of the m ethod, as i has been done In few -nuckon
physics P2,38]. T he second approxin ation w as the non-inclusion ofhigherpartialwaves. In
the tw o-body sector, p-w aves and higher are suppressed by at lest two powersofR=", and are
an all. In the threebody sector the suppression of the particle-din er I-wave interactions are
not suppressed by powers of R=", but by 1=(1+ 1). A ll1the higher partialwaves correspond
to a repulsive kemelin Eq. (15), which do not support bound states and cannot produce an



enhancam ent of the form e ®*. In practice the phase shifts are rather an allbut, if needed,
they can also be easily ncluded by solving the analogue of Eq. {1§) corresponding to the
higher partialwave and adding it to Eq. (13).

Ourresulsarevalid only in true them alequilbbrium , after two—and threeparticle bound
states had the tin e to form , and assum ing that they stay in the system (do not escape from
the trap, if that is the case). For system s lke the akali atom s studied In m agnetic/optical
traps, that have desp bound states w ith typical interparticle distance of order R that lie
outside the validity range of our e ective theory, this m eans that our results are relevant
only forthe m etastable state before the collapse of the systam , but after the two—and three-
body bound states form . The form ation ofa 1 body bound state requires the approach of
1+ 1 particles in order to conserve energy and m om entum , and their rates are consequently
suppressed by n* . These ratesarenotknown at nite tem peratuire but have been studied at
zero tem perature in - {36, 31, 38] (recom bination into shallow states) and [BY] (recom bination
into deep states). In caseswhere a > 0 the recom bination rate into desp (wobody) bound
states is estim ated to be much an aller than the rate into shallow bound states suggesting
that there is a tim e w ndow In which our resuls apply. In the a < 0 case there isno two—
body bound state and i is not known how the rates for the form ation of desp and shallow
three-body bound states com pare.

F inally, ket us consider the changes introduced In case of form ionic particles. In the non-—
degenerate case considered here, the e ect of the quantum statistics In the them odynam ics
ism inor, and am ounts to a change 1 sign in som e ofthe coe cients bﬁf""” . The elem entary
collisions, however, m ay di er a great deal due to the exclusion principle. If we have only
one fem ionic species in the system , s-wave scattering is In possible and allvirial coe cients
bib; are suppressed. In the case of two fermm ionic species (as a dilute neutron gas),
twodody collisions are possible and the standard result in Eq. () is valid. T he physics of
the threebody correlations is however, very di erent. No threebody foroe term w ithout
derivatives exist, and the threebody force contrioution is suppressed. by can be com puted
In tem s of a alone, but cannot ever be lJarge and dom inate the expansion, as the kemel
appearing .n Eq. {18) would be repulsive and would not support a bound state. The case
w ith three orm ore fem ionic species w ith all the scattering lengths Jarge but not necessarily
equal, which includes the dilute nuclkarm atter case (protons and neutrons w ith soin either
up ordown), is very sin ilar to the bosonic case. T hree particles can occupy the sam e point
In space w ithout violating the exclusion principle and, as a consequence, the two coupled
equations that substitute Eq. {15) have very sin ilar properties to the bosonic equation {Q].
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