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Abstract
W e study dilute gaseswith shortrange interactions and large two-body scattering lengths. At

tem peraturesbetween thecondensation tem peratureand thescalesetby therangeofthepotential

there is a high degree ofuniversality. The �rst two term s in the expansion oftherm odynam ic

functionsin powersofthefugacity z,which m easuresthedilutenessofthesystem ,aredeterm ined

by the scattering length only. The term proportionalto z3 dependsonly on one new param eter

describing the three-body physics. W e com pute the third term ofthe expansion and show that,

form any valuesofthisnew param eter,the z3 term m ay bethedom inantone.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Only on specialcircum stances the therm odynam ic functions ofa system can be evalu-

ated starting from the m icroscopic interactions. However,in m any situations only a few

characteristicsofthem icroscopic interactionsarerelevant.Allsystem ssharing these sam e

m icroscopiccharacteristicshavethen thesam em acroscopicbehavior,thatis,thereisa cer-

tain degreeofuniversality.An exam pleofsuch asystem isagasofparticleswith shortrange

interactions. Aslong asthe density and tem perature are such thatthe typicalwavelength

� ofthe particlesism uch largerthan the range R ofthe forces,the detailsofthe interac-

tion potentialislargely irrelevantand thetherm odynam icsisdeterm ined by the two-body

scattering length a,up tocorrectionsoforder�=R.Thisobservation hasbeen used both for

ferm ionicand bosonicgasessincethe1950’s [1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9]in thecom putation of

dilutegaspropertiesin an expansion in powersofna3,wheren isthedensity ofparticles.

Typically,the size ofthe two-body scattering length iscom parable to the range ofthe

force,a � R.However,thereareim portantsituationswheretheinteractionsare�ne-tuned

in such away asto m akea � R,even though otherlow-energy param eterslikethee�ective

range r0,etc.,stillhave the size expected on dim ensionalgrounds r0 � R. W e have in

m ind two ofthese situations.The �rstone,a gasofneutralatom s,hasreceived enorm ous

experim entaland theoreticalattention recently. The rangeofthe interactionsbetween the

atom sissetby thelength scaleR � (M C6=�h
2
)1=4 ofthevan derW alsforce� C6=r

6.In som e

atom icspecieslike 87Rb and 4Hethe�netuning needed forlargevaluesofa isprovided by

Nature.In thecaseof4Heatom sforinstance,a = 104�A,a valuem uch largerthan R � 5�A

orthee�ectiveranger0 � 7�A.M oreim portantly,an externalm agnetic�eld can beapplied

in ordertoarti�cially m odifythescatteringlength,m akingitatunableparam eter(Feshbach

resonance).Thesecond exam pleofunnaturally largescattering lengthsisagasofneutrons

(and protons,iftheCoulom b forcecan bedisregarded).Therangeofthenuclearforcesisof

theorderoftheCom pton wavelength ofthepion (R � �h=m� � 1:5fm ),butthescattering

lengthsare signi�cantly larger(5:42 fm forthe proton-neutron in the spin-tripletstate to

� 18:8 fm forneutron-neutron in thespin-singletstate).

The typicalm om entum ofthe particlesin a gasissetby the largerofthe inverse inter-

particle distance n1=3 and the inverse therm alwavelength � = (M T=2�)�1=2 (from now

on we will use �h = 1). In the naturalcase, a � R, the universal regim e occurs for

1=�;n1=3 <� 1=a � 1=R. This regim e is essentially perturbative in the sense that,at any

given orderofthe expansion in powersof1=R,a properly setup diagram m atic expansion

involvesonly a �nite num berofdiagram s [10]. On the otherhand when 1=�;n1=3 � 1=R

the detailsofthe particle interactionsareim portantand each system should bestudied in

a case by case basis. The presence oflarge scattering lengths opens up an interm ediate

regim e,wherethetypicalwavelength � oftheparticlesiscom parableto a,butstillsm aller

than R .Theproblem isno longerperturbative,asevidenced by thefactthatbound states

ofsize � a are expected,but som e degree ofuniversality should stillhold. This regim e

can be attained atvery low tem peraturesand a m oderately high densitiesna3 � 1>� nR 3

orata m oderately high tem peratures a=� � 1>� R=� and a very low densities. Itis an

outstanding problem to understand the�rstoftheseregim es,since,m ostlikely,m any-body

correlationsarenotsuppressed,and anum berofpublicationshaveappeared recently on the

subject [11,12,13,14,15,16]. In thispaperwe willconsiderthe second case,nam ely a

dilute(na3 <� 1),m oderately hot((M T=2�)1=2 a � 1)gasofresonating a>� R particles.

Sinceweareconsidering low densities,itisconvenientto phraseourdiscussion in term s
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ofthevirialexpansion,wherethedi�erenttherm odynam icfunctionsareexpressed aspower

series on the fugacity z = e��,where T = 1=� is the tem perature and � the chem ical

potential.Theparticledensity n and thepressureP aregiven by

n =
1

�
3
(b1z+ 2b2z

2 + 3b3z
3 + � � � );

P =
T

�
3
(b1z+ b2z

2 + b3z
3 + � � � ): (1)

Theusefulnessofthevirialexpansion resideson thefactthat,forsm alldensities,n <� �
�3
,

z is also sm allz � 1. The coe�cients bl contains contributions com ing from m -particle

correlationsforallm � lso itscom putation involves the solution ofthe l-body problem .

The calculations ofb1 and b2 are rather easy and can be done analytically in the system

considered here.Thecom putation ofb3 isa littlem oreinvolved:itincludessom enum erical

integrations,and itisrelated tothequiteunusualpropertiesofthethreeresonating particle

system .

There isa generalform ula relating b3 to S-m atrix elem ents [17].However,the relevant

m atrix elem ents relevant here are the ones describing a variety ofprocesses like three-to-

three-particle scattering,dim er break up in a collision to a particle,etc.. It seem s to us

thattheequivalentm ethod followed below im plicitly includesalltheseprocessesin a sim ple

way. Also,since itisan straightforward application ofstandard e�ective �eld theory and

m any-body physicsm ethods,itm ay havesom em ethodologicalinterest.

W ewillusethelanguageofe�ective�eld theory,which isnaturalwhen exploring univer-

sal,low energy,largedistancepropertiesthatareindependentoftheshortdistancedetails.

W ewillwork attheleading orderin thesm allm om entum expansion wheretheLagrangian

ofthesystem is

L =  
y(i@0 +

~r 2

2M
) �

C0

4
( y

 )2 �
D 0

36
( y

 )+ � � � (2)

where ( y)isthe�eld thatannihilates(creates)a particle,C0 and D 0 areconstantsthat

willbe determ ined later and the dots stand for term s with either m ore derivatives or  

�elds,whose contributions are suppressed at the order we are considering here. W e will

discuss the bosonic case �rstand com m enton the few,butim portant,di�erences present

in theferm ioniccaselater.Itisconvenientto introducea dum m y �eld d with thequantum

num bersoftwo particles(a dim er)and usetheequivalentLagrangian

L =  
y(i@0 +

~r 2

2M
) + �dyd�

g
p
2
(dy 2 + h:c:)� g3d

y
d 

y
 + � � � ; (3)

where 2g2=� = C 0 and 36g3g
2=� 2 = D 0. The equivalence between the two Lagrangian

can beseen by perform ing thegaussian integration overtheauxiliary �eld d and recovering

Eq.(2).The valueofthe constant� isarbitrary and a�ectsonly thenorm alization ofthe

dim er�eld.Physicalquantitiesdepend on itonly through thecom binationsC0 and D 0.

W enow com putetheparticledensity n in a expansion in powersofz and,by com paring

with Eq.(1),determ inethecoe�cientsbl.Thecom putation ofthetwo�rstvirialcoe�cients

is rather trivial,and there are fairly explicit generalform ulae for them . W e willquickly

discussthem hereinordertoexplain them ethod used in selectingwchich diagram scontribute

ateach order.
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FIG .1: Graph determ ining the density atleading order in z.Thecrossrepresentsan insertion of

the particle num beroperator.

In selectingthediagram scontributingtogiven orderin zoneshould noticethatdiagram s

with a closed particle line vanish in vacuum (z = 0). Consequently,atlow densities their

contribution is suppressed by one power of z for each closed particle loop. W ith that

observation in m ind we see that the only diagram contributing to the particle density at

leading orderin z istheloop diagram shown in Fig.(1):

n1 = T
X

k0

Z
d3k

(2�)3

� 1

� ik0 + �k

�
z

�
3
+

z2

2
3

2�
3
+

z3

3
3

2�
3
+ O (z4); (4)

The sum overthe frequenciesk0 isoverallintegerm ultiplesof2�T and �k = ~k2=2M � �.

Eq.(4)determ inesb1 = 1,which isthe free gasresult. Italso givessom e contributionsto

b2 and b3.

TheO (z2)contributionscan bedivided into theone-body contribution n
(1)

2 com ing from

thesecond term in Eq.(4)and thetwo-body contributionsn
(2)

2 .From Eq.(4)and Eq.(1)

we �nd b
(1)

2 = 2�
5

2. The diagram scontributing to n
(2)

2 are shown in Fig.(2). The need for

the resum m ation in the fulldim erpropagatorindicated atthe bottom ofFig.(2)ism ore

easily explained aftercom puting it.Thedim erpropagatorisgiven by a geom etricalsum

D (p) = �
1

�
+

1

�
�(p)

1

�
+ � � �

= �
1

� + �(p)
; (5)

where

�(p) = �(0)(p)+ �(1)(p)+ O (z2) (6)

=
M g2

4�

 

2�

�
�

r
~p2

4
� 2M �� iM p0

!

�
zM g2

2�2p

Z 1

0

dk
2
e
�

�k
2

2M arctgh(
p k

k2+
p2

2
� 2M �� iM p0

)+ O (z2):

In particular,theleading orderdim erpropagatoristhesam easin thevacuum

D
(0)(p)=

4�

M g2

1

� 4�

M g2
� 2

�
� +

q
~p2

4
� 2M � � iM p0

: (7)
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FIG .2: Diagram determ ining the density atleading order in z2 (top) and the dressing ofthe

dim erpropagator.

Theparticle-particlescattering am plitudein thevacuum isgiven by g2D .Thus,by setting

4��=M g2 + 2�=� = 1=a,we obtain the leading orderscattering am plitude in the e�ective

rangeexpansion (afteranalytically continuing theam plitudeto realvaluesoftheenergy by

setting k0 ! k0 � 2M � + i�). Notice the �ne tuning between the linearly divergent term

2�=� (kinetic energy)and the interaction term 4��=M g(�)2 (potentialenergy)needed to

produce a sm allvalue of1=a. W e can understand now the reason forthe resum m ation of

graphsatthebottom ofFig.(2).Form om entaoforderp�
p
M T � 1=a,thesquarerootin

thedenom inatorofEq.(7),generated by theloopsin thedim erpropagator,isnotnegligible

com pared to 1=a.

Plugging theexpression in Eq.(7)in thediagram in Fig.(2)wehave

n
(2)

2 = M T
X

k0

Z
d3k

(2�)3

1

� 1

a
+

q
~k2

4
� 2M �� iM k0

1
q

~k2

4
� 2M �� iM k0

= M T

Z
d�

2�i

Z
d3k

(2�)3
1

e�� � 1

1

� 1

a
+

q
~k2

4
� 2M �� M �

1
q

~k2

4
� 2M �� M �

: (8)

Theintegration over�,on a contourencircling theim aginary axis,can bedeform ed into an

integraloverthediscontinuity on thebranch cut(which describesthedim erbreak up)plus

thecontribution ofthedim erpole.The�nalresultis

n
(2)

2 = 2b2
z2

�
3
=
z2

�
3
e
�B 2 23=2

�

1+ Erf

�
1

a
p
M T

��

; (9)

where B 2 = 1=(M a2)isthe location ofthe pole in the dim erpropagator. Thispole corre-

spondsto a bound state (ifa ispositive)ora \virtual" bound state,thatis,a pole in the

unphysicalsheet(ifa isnegative).Eq.(9)isa particularcaseoftheclassicform ula relating

b
(2)

2 to thetwo-particlescattering phaseshift [18]

b
(2)

2 = 21=2
�

e
�B 2 +

1

�

Z
1

0

dk
d�(k)

dk
e
�

�k
2

M

�

; (10)

in the case where the phase shiftsare given by the leading ordere�ective range expansion

kcot�(k) = � 1=a. A few points are worth m entioning here. First, b2 is a continuous
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FIG .3: Graph determ ining the density atleading order in z3 and the integralequation for the

three-body am plitude.

function ofa at1=a = 0. The change in the potentialneeded to take a from a large and

positive value to a large and negative value is sm all,and that change has only a sm all

e�ectin thetherm odynam ics,even though thereisa qualitativedi�erence in thespectrum

(from a bound state to a virtualbound state). Second,b2 ispositive and,forB 2 > T,it

isexponentially large. In the case a > 0,thisiseasily understood asa consequence ofthe

existence ofa bound state:when T � B 2 m ostparticlesform tighttwo-body bound states

therefore increasing the density fora �xed tem perature and chem icalpotential. In fact,if

the z2 term sdom inate,the ratio ofthe two equationsin Eq.(1)give the equation ofstate

ofa freegaswith density n=2.

The third virialcoe�cientb3 includesthree pieces. The �rst,b
(1)

3 ,isdeterm ined by the

z3 piece in Eq.(4)and equals b
(1)

3
= 3�

5

2. The second one,b
(2)

3
,com es from a subleading

pieceofthediagram on Fig.(2)and isgiven by

n
(2)

3
= 3 b

(2)

3

z3

�
3

(11)

= 2 T
X

k0

Z
d3k

(2�)3

�

(D (0)(k))2�(1)(k)
d

idk0
�(0)(k)+ D

(0)(k)
d

idk0
�(1)(k)

�

= 2 T
X

k0

Z
d3k

(2�)3

d

dk0
(D (0)(k)�(1)(k))

=
i�z3

�4

Z 1

0

dk
2

Z 1

0

dp

Z

d�e
��

p
2

2M arctgh(
p k

k2 +
p2

2
� 2M �� iM p0

)
1

� 1

a
+

q
k

4
� M �

;

where the integralover � runson a verticalline just to the leftofthe pole at� B2. The

integralin Eq.(11)cannotbe expressed analytically and hasto be com puted num erically.

The third piece,b
(3)

3
,com esfrom actualthree-body correlationsin the system ,and brings

in new physics besides thatcontained in two-body scattering. The diagram scontributing

to itareshown on Fig.(3).Justasthetwo-body scattering am plitudecannotbecom puted

in perturbation theory,the three-body am plitude that enters in Fig.(3) also involves a
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resum m ation ofan in�nitenum berofdiagram s.Thisisbecauseeach additionalloop involves

a factor ofpa,where p is the typicalm om entum owing through the loop. In the case

considered hereQ � 1=� � 1=a and the\suppression" factorisoforder1.Thediagram sin

Fig.(3)gives

n
(3)

3 = T
2
X

k0;p0

Z
d3k

(2�)3

d3p

(2�)3

�
1

ip0 + �p

� 2

D
(0)(p+ k)T (� p;p+ k;� p;p+ k) (12)

= T
2
X

k0

Z
d3k

(2�)3

d3p

(2�)3

d�

2�i

1

e�� � 1

�
1

� + �p

� 2

D
(0)(p+ k)T (� p;p+ k;� p;p+ k)

wherein thesecond linep= (� i�;~p)and T (� p;p+ k;� p;p+ k)istheforward particle-dim er

scattering am plitude determ ined by the diagram satthe bottom ofFig.(3). The integral

over� isdom inated by theparticlepoleat� = � �p,with thecontribution com ing from the

dim erpoleand cutsuppressed by two powersofz.W ethen have

n
(3)

3 = �
2�z3

g2

Z
d3k

(2�)3

d3P

(2�)3

Z
d�

2�i
e
���

T (� P +
k

3
;P +

2k

3
;� P +

k

3
;P +

2k

3
)jk0= i3��i�

1

� 1

a
+

q
3~P 2

4
+

~k2

6
� M �

1
q

3~P 2

4
+

~k2

6
� M �

; (13)

where we use the center-of-m assvariable P = (i�p;~p+ ~k=3).The integration overthe new

variable� = 3�+ � in on a verticallinejustto theleftoftheleft-m ostsingularity thatcan

bea trim erpoleatk2=6M � B3 ora dim erpoleatk
2=6M + 3P 2=4M � B2.Thecutsin the

three-body am plitude describing dim er-particle scattering,dim erbreakup,etc.,are on the

realaxis,to therightof2 and 3 particlepoles.

Unlike the dim er propagator, the diagram s adding up to the three-body am plitude

T (� p;p + k;� p;p + k) do not form a sim ple geom etricalseries and cannot be sum m ed

up analytically.However,theirsum isdeterm ined by theintegralequation depicted atthe

bottom ofFig.(3).Thisintegralequation (Faddeev equation)isparticularly sim pleforthe

separable potentialused here 1 and wasderived m any tim esbefore with a variety oftech-

niques [20,21,22].Itism oreeasily written in term softhes� wave am plitudeT0(�;P;P
0)

de�ned by

M g
2

T0(�;P;P
0)

~P 2 � 4M

3
(� + B2)

=

Z
dP̂

4�

dP̂ 0

4�

T (� P + k

3
;P + 2k

3
;� P + k

3
;P + 2k

3
)jk0= i3��i�

� 1

a
+

q
3~P 0

2

4
+

~k2

6
� M �

; (14)

Higherpartialwaves,describing m ore peripheralparticle-dim er collisions,give suppressed

contributions.T0(�;P;P
0)satis�es

T0(�;P;P
0)= K (�;P;P0)+

2

�

Z
�

0

dqq
2

T0(�;P;q)

q2 � 4M

3
(� + B2)

K (�;q;P0); (15)

1 Som esim pli�cationsin the com putation ofb3 in the caseofseparablepotentialswerenoted in [19]
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with thekernel

K (�;P;P0)=
4

3

 

1

a
+

r
3P 2

4
� M �

! �
1

PP 0
log

�
P 2 + PP 0+ P 02 � M �

P 2 � PP0+ P 02 � M �

�

�
g3(�)

M g2

�

(16)

Eq.(15) has a num ber ofsurprising properties [23,24,25,26,27]. This properties are

m orenaturally described in term sofrenorm alization theory.Itwasshown in [28,29]that

T0(�;P;P
0) is kept cuto� independent for sm allvalues ofP;P0 � � if,and only if,the

three-body forcevarieswith thecuto� � as

�
g3(�)�

2

2M g2
=
sin(s0log(�=�

�)� arctans0)

sin(s0log(�=�
�)+ arctans0)

+ O (
1

a�
); (17)

where �� is a new param eter that cannot be m easured through two-particle experim ents

and s0 � 1:006isthesolution ofacertain trigonom etricequation.Thefailuretoincludethe

three-body force term leadsto a strong cuto� dependence on the resultsand thus,to the

im possibility ofarrivingatm odelindependentresults.Thethree-body scatteringam plitude

depends,even atthe leading orderin the expansion in powersof�=R,on the value ofthe

three-body force,here param eterized by ��. The param eter�� encodesallshortdistance

physics,besidesthe value ofa,necessary to describe three-body system s. Like a,itvaries

from onesystem toanotherand only them easurem entofsom ethree-body observableallows

usto �x it.The appearanceofan extra param eternotdeterm ined by two-body scattering

precludesthe possibility ofpredictionsin the three-body sectorbased only on the value of

a.

UsingEq.(13)and Eq.(14)and perform ingatrivialintegraloverk and theangularpart

of~P wearriveat

n
(3)

3
= 3b

(3)

3

z3

�
3
= i

9
p
3

4�2
M
z3

�
3

Z 1

0

dPP
2

Z

d�e
�� T0(�;P;P)

(3P
2

4
� M � � B2)

2

0

@ 1+
1

a

1
q

3P 2

4
� M �

1

A

Theam plitudeT0(�;P;P)and thequadraturesin Eq.(I)havetobeperform ed num erically.

This is not com putationally dem anding and a M athem atica notebook that perform s this

task can bedownloaded from http://www-nsdth.lbl.gov/~bedaque.

The coe�cient b3 = b
(1)

3 + b
(2)

3 + b
(3)

3 is a function ofthe tem perature and ofthe pa-

ram etersdescribing the m icroscopic dynam ics(the scattering length a and the three-body

param eter ��). In Fig.(4) we show the value ofb3 as a function of1=a fora few values

ofthese param eters. As an exam ple we pick M = M 4H e,T = 10�7 eV � 1:16m K and

� �2g3(�)=(2M g2)� H (�)= � 3:235(lowerbluesolid curve),� 0:22(interm ediatered solid

curve)and 0:05 (upperblack solid curve).In allofthem we use � = 200 eV,but,asm en-

tioned above,theresultsarecuto� independentup to sm allcorrectionsoforder1=�a.The

�rstofthese valueswaschosen following [30]and itgivesrise to a trim erwith the bind-

ing energy ofthe shallower 4He trim er(aspredicted through potentialm odelcalculations

[31,32,33])when a issetto the value inferred from the dim erm easurem enta = 10+ 8�18
�A

[34].Forthevalueofthe� used thedeepertrim erstateisabsent.

W hen a and �� are such that there is a three-body bound state B 3
>
� B 2, we �nd

em pirically thatb3 scalesroughly ase
�B 3,see Fig.4.Thisisnotsurprising and isa direct

analogueofthe physicsdescribed by Eq.(9)in the case ofthecoe�cientb2:when �B 3 �

8
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FIG .4: b3 asa function ofthe inverse scattering length for three values ofH (� = 200eV )(solid

lines,H = � 3:23;� 0:22;0:05,from bottom to top). The dashed line isthe estim ate e�B 3.

1 m ost particles form three-body bound states, which increases the density for a given

tem perature and chem icalpotentialas com pared to the free gas. This does not m ean,

however,thattheintegralin Eq.(I)isdom inated by thetrim erpole:thecontribution from

thetwo-and three-particlecutsisnevernegligible.Forvaluesofa�� forwhich B 3 approaches

B 2 the dim er-particle crosssection diverges. Still,the three-particle correlationsdescribed

by b3 aresm ooth atthosepoints.Forsystem swith a trim erdeeperthan thedim er,b3 can

be m uch largerthatboth b1 and b2,and dom inate the virialexpansion. Thisisnota rare

situation,due to a wellknown butstrange feature ofthe three-resonating particle system :

asthe potentialischanged to m ake the dim ershallower,the trim erbecom esdeeper [25].

Thisiswhathappensin theH = 0:05 caseshown in theupper(black)solid curvein Fig.4.

In atom ic trapsclose to a Feshbach resonance itisa thatisa tunable param eter. The

inuence ofthe m agnetic �eld on the value ofthe three-body force param eter�� issm all,

sincethatdescribesshort-distancephysicsofan energy scalem uch higherthan them agnetic

�eld,and can be disregarded in a �rstapproxim ation. Thuswe can regard the horizontal

axisin Fig.(4)asdenoting them agnetic�eld using theFeshbach resonanceform ula

a(B )= a(B = 0)

�

1+
�B

B � B0

�

: (18)

Letussum m arizetheapproxim ationperform edherethatallowed suchasim pleevaluation

ofsuch a com plex three-body dynam ics. First,we approxim ate the two-body potential

by a short range, delta-function-like interaction. Corrections to this approxim ation are

proportionalto the e�ective range r0=�,where r0 � R isthe e�ective range,m uch sm aller

than a by assum ption.E�ectiverangecorrectionscan beeasily included,even to very high

orders,without spoiling the sim plicity ofthe m ethod,as ithas been done in few-nucleon

physics [22,35].Thesecond approxim ation wasthenon-inclusion ofhigherpartialwaves.In

thetwo-bodysector,p-wavesand higheraresuppressed byatlesttwopowersofR=�,and are

sm all.In thethree-body sectorthesuppression oftheparticle-dim erl-waveinteractionsare

notsuppressed by powersofR=�,butby 1=(l+ 1).Allthehigherpartialwavescorrespond

to a repulsivekernelin Eq.(15),which do notsupportbound statesand cannotproducean

9



enhancem entoftheform e�B 3.In practice thephase shiftsarerathersm allbut,ifneeded,

they can also be easily included by solving the analogue ofEq.(15)corresponding to the

higherpartialwave and adding itto Eq.(13).

Ourresultsarevalid onlyin truetherm alequilibrium ,aftertwo-and three-particlebound

stateshad thetim etoform ,and assum ing thatthey stay in thesystem (donotescapefrom

thetrap,ifthatisthecase).Forsystem slike thealkaliatom sstudied in m agnetic/optical

traps,thathave deep bound stateswith typicalinterparticledistanceoforder� R thatlie

outside the validity range ofoure�ective theory,this m eans thatourresults are relevant

only forthem etastablestatebeforethecollapseofthesystem ,butafterthetwo-and three-

body bound statesform .The form ation ofa l� body bound state requirestheapproach of

l+ 1 particlesin orderto conserveenergy and m om entum ,and theirratesareconsequently

suppressed bynl+ 1.Theseratesarenotknown at�nitetem peraturebuthavebeenstudied at

zerotem peraturein [36,37,38](recom bination intoshallow states)and [39](recom bination

into deep states).In caseswherea > 0 therecom bination rateinto deep (two-body)bound

statesisestim ated to be m uch sm allerthan the rate into shallow bound statessuggesting

thatthere isa tim e window in which ourresultsapply. In the a < 0 case there isno two-

body bound stateand itisnotknown how theratesfortheform ation ofdeep and shallow

three-body bound statescom pare.

Finally,letusconsiderthechangesintroduced in caseofferm ionicparticles.In thenon-

degeneratecaseconsidered here,thee�ectofthequantum statisticsin thetherm odynam ics

ism inor,and am ountstoachangein sign in som eofthecoe�cientsb
(1;3;:::)

1;2 .Theelem entary

collisions,however,m ay di�era greatdealdue to the exclusion principle. Ifwe have only

oneferm ionicspeciesin thesystem ,s-wavescattering isim possibleand allvirialcoe�cients

b2;b3;� � � are suppressed. In the case oftwo ferm ionic species (as a dilute neutron gas),

two-body collisionsare possible and the standard resultin Eq.(9)isvalid. The physicsof

the three-body correlations is however,very di�erent. No three-body force term without

derivativesexist,and the three-body force contribution issuppressed. b3 can be com puted

in term s ofa alone,but cannot ever be large and dom inate the expansion,as the kernel

appearing in Eq.(15)would be repulsive and would notsupporta bound state. The case

with threeorm oreferm ionicspecieswith allthescattering lengthslargebutnotnecessarily

equal,which includesthedilutenuclearm attercase(protonsand neutronswith spin either

up ordown),isvery sim ilarto thebosoniccase.Threeparticlescan occupy thesam epoint

in space withoutviolating the exclusion principle and,asa consequence,the two coupled

equationsthatsubstituteEq.(15)havevery sim ilarpropertiestothebosonicequation [40].

A cknow ledgm ents

This work was supported by the Director,O�ce ofEnergy Research, O�ce ofHigh

Energy and NuclearPhysics,and by theO�ceofBasicEnergy Sciences,Division ofNuclear

Sciences,oftheU.S.Departm entofEnergy underContractNo.DE-AC03-76SF00098.

[1] E.H.Lieb, Phys.Rev. 130,2518 (1963).

[2] K .A.Bruecknerand K .Sawada, Phys.Rev. 106,1117 (1957).

[3] S.T.Beliaev, Sov.Phys.JETP 7,299 (1958).

10



[4] N.N.Bogoliubov, J.Phys.p.23 (1947).

[5] T.D.Lee and C.N.Yang, Phys.Rev. 105,1119 (1957).

[6] T.D.Lee,K .Huang,and C.N.Yang, Phys.Rev. 106,1135 (1957).

[7] T.T.W u, Phys.Rev. 115,1390 (1959).

[8] N.M .Hugennholtz and D.Pines, Phys.Rev. 116,489 (1959).

[9] E. Braaten, H. Ham m er, and T. M ehen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 040401 (2002), cond-

m at/0108380.

[10] H.W .Ham m erand R.J.Furnstahl,Nucl.Phys.A 678,277 (2000),nucl-th/0004043.

[11] S.G iorgini,J.Boronat,and J.Casulleras, Phys.Rev.A p.5129 (1999).

[12] M .H.K alos,D.Levesque,and L.Verlet, Phys.Rev.A 9,2178 (1974).

[13] M .Holland etal., Phys.Rev.Lett.87,120406 (2001),cond-m at/0103479.

[14] J.N.M ilstein,S.J.J.M .F.K okkelm ans,and M .J.Holland (2002),cond-m at/0204334.

[15] S.Cowelletal.(2001),cond-m at/0106628.

[16] E.Braaten and A.Nieto (1996),hep-th/9609047.

[17] R.Dashen,S.M a,and H.Bernstein, Phys.Rev. 187,345 (1969).

[18] G .E.Uhlenbeck and E.Beth,Physica 3,729 (1936).

[19] A.S.Reiner, Phys.Rev. 151,170 (1966).

[20] G .V.Skorniakov and K .A.Ter-M artirosian, Sov.Phys.JETP 4,648 (1957).

[21] P.Bedaque and U.van K olck,Phys.Lett.B 428,221 (1998),nucl-th/9710073.

[22] P.Bedaque and U.van K olck (2002),nucl-th/0203055.

[23] L.D.Faddeev and R.A.M inlos,Sov.Phys.JETP 14,1315 (1962).

[24] G .S.Danilov,Sov.Phys.JETP 16,1010 (1963).

[25] V.N.E�m ov, Sov.Phys.JETP 12,589 (1971).

[26] V.N.E�m ov, Sov.Phys.JETP 28,546 (1979).

[27] R.Am ado and J.Noble,Phys.Rev.D 5,1992 (1972).

[28] P.Bedaque,H.Ham m er,and U.van K olck,Phys.Rev.Lett.82,463 (1999),nucl-th/9809025.

[29] P. Bedaque, H. W . Ham m er, and U. van K olck, Nucl. Phys. A 646, 444 (1999), nucl-

th/9811046.

[30] E.Braaten and H.Ham m er(2002),cond-m at/0203421.

[31] V.Roudnev and S.Yakovlev,Chem .Phys.328,97 (2000).

[32] A.K .M otovilov etal.,Eur.Phys.J.13,33 (2001).

[33] M .Lewerenz,J.Chem .Phys.106,4569 (1997).

[34] R.E.G risentietal., Phys.Rev.Lett.85,2284 (2000).

[35] J.W .Chen,G .Rupak,and M .J.Savage,Nucl.Phys.A 653,386 (1999),nucl-th/9902056.

[36] P. Bedaque, E. Braaten, and H. W . Ham m er, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 908 (2000), cond-

m at/0002365.

[37] A.J.M oerdijk,H.M .J.M .Boesten,and B.J.Verhaar, Phys.Rev.A 53,916 (1996).

[38] P.O .Fedichev etal., Phys.Rev.Lett.77,2921 (1996).

[39] E.Braaten and H.Ham m er,Phys.Rev.Lett.87,160407 (2001),cond-m at/0103331.

[40] P.F.Bedaque,H.Ham m er,and U.van K olck,Nucl.Phys.A 676,357(2000),nucl-th/9906032.

11


