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W e show that the atom -m olecule m ixture form ed in a degenerate atom ic Ferm i gas with in-

terspecies repulsion near a Feshbach resonance, constitutes a peculiar system where the atom ic

com ponent is alm ost non-degenerate but quantum degeneracy ofm olecules is im portant. W e de-

velop a therm odynam ic approach forstudying thism ixture,explain experim entalobservationsand

predictoptim alconditionsforachieving m olecularBEC.
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Interactionsbetween particlesplay acrucialrolein the

behaviorofdegeneratequantum gases.Forinstance,the

sign ofthee�ectivem ean �eld interaction determ inesthe

stability ofa largeBose-Einstein condensate(BEC),and

the shape ofsuch a condensate in a trap can be signi�-

cantly altered from itsidealgasform [1]. In degenerate

Ferm igasesthee�ectsofm ean �eld interactionsareusu-

ally lesspronounced in thesizeand shapeofthetrapped

cloud, and these quantities are m ostly determ ined by

Ferm istatistics. The strength ofthe interactions,how-

ever,can bestrongly increased by m aking useofa Fesh-

bach resonance[2,3],and then the situation changes.

Recentexperim entspresenttwo typesofm easurem ent

oftheinteraction energy in a degeneratetwo-com ponent

Ferm igas near a Feshbach resonance [4, 5, 6, 7]. At

JILA [5]and atM IT [7]them ean �eld energy wasfound

from the frequency shift ofan RF transition for one of

the atom ic states. The results are consistent with the

m agnetic�eld dependenceofthescattering length a,the

energy being positive fora > 0 and negative for a < 0.

In the Duke [4]and ENS [6]experim ents with 6Li,the

results are quite di�erent. The interaction energy was

obtained from them easurem entofthesizeofan expand-

ing cloud released from thetrap.A constantratio ofthe

interaction to Ferm ienergy,E int=E F � � 0:3,wasfound

around resonance,irrespective ofthe sign ofa [4,6]. It

wasexplained in Ref.[4]by claim ingauniversalbehavior

in thisstrongly interacting regim e [8]. The ENS studies

in a wide range of m agnetic �elds [6]found that E int

changes to a large positive value when a is tuned posi-

tive,butonly ata �eld strongly shifted from resonance.

In contrastto theJILA [5]and M IT [7]studiesprovid-

ingadirectm easurem entofthem ean �eld interaction en-

ergy,the Duke[4]and ENS [6]experim entsm easurethe

inuence ofthe interactionson the gaspressure.An in-

terpretation oftheENS experim entinvolvesthecreation

ofweakly bound m oleculesviathree-body recom bination

ata positive a [6]. Farfrom resonance,the binding en-

ergy ofthe produced m oleculesand,hence,theirkinetic

energy arelargerthan the trap depth and the m olecules

escape from the trap. The interaction energy is then

determ ined by the repulsive interaction between atom s

and is positive [6]. Close to resonance,the three-body

recom bination is e�cient [9]and the m olecules rem ain

trapped as their binding energy �B is sm aller than the

trap depth [6,9]. They com e to equilibrium with the

atom s,reducing the pressurein the system .

Away from resonances,theinteraction strength ispro-

portionaltoa,and isgiven by g = 4��h
2
a=M ,with M the

atom m ass.Closeto resonancethisrelation isnotvalid,

as the value ofjajdiverges to in�nity and the scatter-

ing processstrongly dependson thecollision energy.For

Boltzm ann gases,already in the 1930’s,Beth and Uh-

lenbeck [10]calculated thesecond virialcoe�cientby in-

cluding both thescattering and bound statesfortherel-

ativem otion ofpairsofatom s[11].A sm allinteraction-

induced changeofthe pressurein thisapproach isnega-

tiveon both sidesofthe resonance[12,13].

However, current experim ents are not in the Boltz-

m ann regim e. In this letter we show that the atom -

m oleculem ixtureform ed in acold atom icFerm igas,con-

stitutesapeculiarsystem in which theatom iccom ponent

is alm ost non-degenerate,whereasquantum degeneracy

ofthe m olecules can be very im portant. This behavior

originates from a decrease ofthe atom ic fraction with

tem perature. It is present even ifthe initialFerm igas

isstrongly degeneratein which casealm ostallatom sare

converted into m olecules.W e develop a therm odynam ic

approach forstudying thism ixture,predictoptim alcon-

ditions for achieving m olecular BEC,and properly de-

scribethe interaction e�ectsasobserved atENS [6].

W e assum e that ferm ionic atom s are in equilibrium

with weakly bound (bosonic)m oleculesform ed in there-

com bination process.Them oleculesaretreated aspoint

bosons. Atom -m olecule and m olecule-m olecule interac-

tionsareom itted at�rst,and willbediscussed in a later

stage. For a large scattering length a > 0,the binding

energy oftheweakly bound m oleculesis�B = �h
2
=(M a2),

and theirsizeisroughly given by a=2.Fortreating them

as point bosons, this size should be sm aller than the

m ean interparticleseparation.Thisrequirestheinequal-

ity n(a=2)3 < 1, which at densities n � 1013 cm � 3 is

satis�ed fora < 18000a0,and excludesa narrow vicinity

ofthe Feshbach resonance.

The presenceofm oleculesreducesthe num berofpar-

ticlesin theatom iccom ponentand to an essentialextent

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308384v3


2

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

(a)

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
10

−3

10
−2

10
−1

10
0

T/ε
B

(b)

FIG .1: Fraction ofunbound atom sna=n (lowercurves,bold)

and fraction ofatom s bound into m olecules,2nm =n,(upper

curves)versusT=�B :a)n�
3

T
= 2:5,squaresand circlesshow

theENS data [20];b)n�3

T
= 14:8,and theverticallinesindi-

catetheonsetofm olecularBEC.D ashed curvesareobtained

including atom -m olecule and m olecule-m olecule interactions.

liftsitsquantum degeneracy.Them olecularchem icalpo-

tentialis negative in the absence ofatom -m olecule and

m olecule-m olecule m ean �eld,and therm alequilibrium

between atom sand m oleculesrequiresa negativechem i-

calpotentialfortheatom s.W ethusassum ea priorithat

theoccupation num bersofthestatesofatom saresm all.

This proves to be the case at any tem perature,except

for very low T where the atom ic fraction is negligible.

Underthese conditionswe om itpairing correlationsbe-

tween the atom s,which are im portant for describing a

crossoverfrom the BCS to BEC regim e [14,15,16,17]

and can be expected even in the non-superuid state.

Assum ing equaldensities ofthe atom ic com ponents,

labeled as " and #,their chem icalpotentials are �" =

�# = �,where � isthe chem icalpotentialofthe system

as a whole. The m olecular chem icalpotentialis �m =

� �B + ~�m ,with ~�m � 0 being the chem icalpotentialof

an idealgasofbosonswith them ass2M .Thecondition

oftherm alequilibrium ,�" + �# = �m ,then reads

2� = � �B + ~�m : (1)

From Eq.(1)wewillobtain thenum berofm oleculesN m

and thenum berofatom sN a forgiven tem peratureT and

totalnum berofatom ic particles N = N a + 2N m . This

requires us to obtain the expression for the occupation

num bersofthe atom sand the dependence of� on N a.

The m ain di�culty with constructing a therm ody-

nam ic approach for the degenerate m olecule-atom m ix-

ture is related to the resonance m om entum -dependent

characteroftheatom -atom interactions.Thisdi�cultyis

circum vented forsm alloccupation num bersoftheatom s.

Then,even atresonance,the interaction energy isequal

to them ean valueoftheinteraction potentialfora given

relativem om entum ofa colliding pair,averaged overthe

m om entum distribution. In thisrespect,the interaction

problem becom es sim ilar to the calculation ofthe total

energy ofa heavy im purity ascaused by itsinteractions

with the surrounding electronsin a m etal[19].Thisap-

proach leadsto a relation between the collision-induced

shiftofthe energy levelsofparticlesin a largespherical

box,and the scattering phaseshift.Adding the integra-

tion overthestatesofthecenterofm assm otion forpairs

ofatom s,we�nd thatthetotalenergy ofinteratom icin-

teraction is equalto
P

kk0 gkk0�"(k;�;T)�#(k
0;�;T)=V ,

where�" and �# areoccupation num bersofsingle-particle

m om entum states,and V is the volum e (cf.[19]). The

m om entum -dependentcoupling constantisgiven by

gkk0 = �
4��h

2

M

�(jk � k
0j=2)

jk � k0j=2
: (2)

The phase shift � is expressed through the relative m o-

m entum q = jk � k
0j=2 and the scattering length a as

� = � arctanqa. In the lim itofqjaj� 1,Eq.(2)trans-

form sinto theordinary coupling constantg = 4��h
2
a=M .

As we have �"(k;�;T) = �#(k;�;T) � �k,the total

energy ofthe atom iccom ponentand the num berofpar-

ticlesin thiscom ponentcan be written in the form

E a =
X

k

�h
2
k2

M
�k +

X

kk0

gkk0

V
�k�k0; N a = 2

X

k

�k: (3)

In ourm ean-�eld approach,the entropy ofthe atom sis

given by the usualcom binatorialexpression [18]:

Sa = � 2
X

k

[�k ln�k + (1� �k)ln(1� �k)]: (4)

Equations(3)and (4)im m ediately lead to an expression

for the atom ic grand potential
a = E a � TSa � �Na.

Then,using therelation N a = � (@
a=@�)T;V ,weobtain

forthe occupation num bersofatom s:

�k = [expf(�k � �)=Tg+ 1]
� 1
; (5)

where �k = �h
2
k2=2M + Uk,and Uk =

P

k0 gkk0�k0=V is

the m ean �eld acting on the atom with m om entum k.

Accordingly,the expression forthe grand potentialand

pressureofthe atom iccom ponentreads:


a = � PaV =
X

k

[2T ln(1� �k)� Uk�k]: (6)

Thissetofequationsiscom pleted by the relation be-

tween thedensityofbosonicm oleculesand theirchem ical

potential.In the absenceofm olecularBEC wehave:

nm = (
p
2=�T )

3=2
g3=2(exp(~�m =T); (7)

where g�(x)=
P

1

j= 1
xj=j�,and �T = (2��h

2
=M T)1=2 is

the therm alde Broglie wavelength for the atom s. For

nm �
3

T > 7:38 the m olecular fraction becom es Bose-

condensed,and wehave~� = 0and � = � �B =2.Sim ilarly,
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FIG .2: M oleculardegeneracy param eternm �
3

T
underadia-

baticvariation ofa for
6
Li,assum ing n�

3

T
= 15 close to reso-

nance.Thedashed curveisobtained includingatom -m olecule

and m olecule-m olecule interactions. The horizontaldashed

line showsthe criticalvalue form olecularBEC.

theenergy,entropy,and grand potentialofthem olecules

aregiven by usualequationsforan idealBosegas[11].

From Eqs.(1)-(7) we obtain the fraction ofunbound

atom s na=n and the fraction of atom s bound into

m olecules,2nm =n,asuniversalfunctions oftwo param -

eters: T=�B and n�3

T , where n is the totaldensity of

atom ic particles. The dependence ofatom ic and m olec-

ularfractionson T=�B fortwo valuesofn�3

T isshown in

Fig.1. The m olecular fraction increasesand the atom ic

fraction decreases with decreasing T=�B . O ccupation

num bers ofthe atom s are always sm all,whereas quan-

tum degeneracy ofm olecules is im portant. The dotted

line in Fig.1b indicatesthe onsetofm olecularBEC.

Thism ixture wasrealized in the ENS experim ent[6],

where the occupation num bers for the m olecules were

up to 0:3 and the m olecular fraction was exceeding the

atom ic one. In the recent studies [20, 21, 22, 23]al-

m ostallatom swereconvertedintom oleculesbysweeping

them agnetic�eld acrosstheresonance,and atENS [20]

thetem peraturewaswithin a factorof2 from m olecular

BEC.Rem arkably,onecan m odify them olecularfraction

and degeneracyparam eternm �
3

T by adiabaticallytuning

theatom -atom scattering length,asshown in Fig.2.The

decrease ofa increases the binding energy �B and the

m olecular fraction,and thus causes heating [20]. Close

to resonance,nm �
3

T rem ains alm ost constant and then

decreasesdue to heating.

Theatom -m oleculeand m olecule-m oleculeinteractions

are readily included in ourapproach fora � �T ,where

the corresponding coupling constants are gam = 0:9g

and gm = 0:3g [26]. In this lim it the interactions

provide an equal shift of the chem ical potential and

single-particle energy �k. For the atom s this shift is

nag=2+ nm gam ,where the �rst term is the atom -atom

contribution Uk.Forthe (non-condensed)m oleculesthe

shiftis nagam + 2nm gm . The entropy ofthe m ixture is

given by thesam eexpressionsasin theabsenceofthein-

teractions.Asseen in Fig.1and Fig.2,theatom -m olecule

and m olecule-m olecule interactions do not signi�cantly

m odify ourresults. From Fig.2 one then concludesthat

the conditionsforachieving m olecularBEC are optim al

for values ofa as low as possible while stillstaying at

the plateau,as at larger a the interaction between the

m oleculescan reducetheBEC transition tem perature[1].

W enow analyzetheinteraction e�ectobserved atENS

fortrapped cloudsin the hydrodynam icregim e[6].The

experim ent was done near the Feshbach resonance lo-

cated at the m agnetic �eld B 0 = 810 G ,and the data

resultsfrom two typesofm easurem entsofthesizeofthe

cloud released from the opticaltrap. In the �rst one,

the m agnetic �eld and,hence,the scattering length,are

kept the sam e as in the trap. Therefore,the cloud ex-

pandswith the speed ofsound cs =
p
(@P=@�)S,where

� = m n isthem assdensity.Thespeed cs and,hence,the

sizeoftheexpandingcloud areinuenced bythepresence

ofm oleculesand by the interparticleinteractions.

In thesecond typeofm easurem ent,them agnetic�eld

is �rst rapidly ram ped down and the scattering length

becom esalm ostzero on a tim e scale t� 2�s.Thistim e

scaleisshortcom pared tothecollisionaltim e.Therefore,

thespatialdistribution oftheatom srem ainsthesam eas

in the initialcloud,although the m ean �eld isno longer

present.Atthesam etim e,arapid decreaseofa increases

thebindingenergy ofm olecules�B .However,asthetim e

t<� �h=�B ,they can notadiabatically follow to a deeper

bound state and dissociate into atom swhich acquire ki-

neticenergy.Thusthesystem expandssym m etrically as

an idealgas ofN atom s,with the initialdensity pro-

�le. The m om entum distribution fk willbe a sum of

the initialatom ic m om entum distribution and one that

arisesfrom thedissociated m olecules.Thelatterisfound

assum ing an abrupt change ofa and,hence,projecting

600 650 700 750 800 850 900
−0.5

−0.4

−0.3

−0.2

−0.1

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

B (G)

β

0 500 1000

−5000

0

5000

B (G)

a
 (

a
0
)

FIG .3: Calculated (solid line) and m easured [6](squares

and crosses) ratio � ofthe interaction to kinetic energy (see

text). The calculated line for B > 790G is for experim ental

conditions T = 0:9E F = 3:4�K and n = 3� 10
13
cm

� 3
. For

B < 700G wetaketheaveraged experim entalconditionsT =

1:1E F = 2:4�K and n = 1:3 � 10
13
cm

� 3
. For 700 < B <

800G ,we use the localconditions(see [6]). Inset:Scattering

length asa function ofm agnetic �eld.
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the m olecularwave function on a com plete setofplane

waves.Thisgivesriseto a distribution c(q)forthe rela-

tivem om entum q.Thesingle-particlem om entum distri-

bution for the atom s produced out ofm olecules results

then from convoluting c(jk � k
0j=2) with the m olecular

distribution function �m (k + k
0)by integrating overk0.

O necan establish arelation between theexpansion veloc-

ity v0 ofthisnon-equilibrium system and the expansion

velocity c0 ofan idealequilibrium two-com ponentatom ic

Ferm igaswhich hasthe sam e density and tem perature:

4�3n
RM v0=�h

0
dkk2fk =

RM c0=�h

0
dkk2~�k,with ~�k being the

ideal-gasm om entum distribution. Using the scaling ap-

proach [24,25],one can �nd that in the sphericalcase

the velocity c0 coincides with the expansion velocity of

thehydrodynam icFerm igasin theabsenceofm ean-�eld

interactions and,accordingly,is given by c2
0
= 5P0=3�,

whereP0 = 2E 0=3V isthe pressure.

Therelativedi�erencebetween thesquared sizeofthe

expandingcloud in thetwodescribed casescan betreated

astheratiooftheinteraction tokineticenergy and called

the interaction shift.Thisinteraction shiftisthen given

by therelativedi�erencebetween thetwo squared veloc-

ities:� = [c2s � v2
0
]=v2

0
. O urresultsforthisquantity are

calculated forexperim entalconditionsand arepresented

in Fig.3. The sound velocity cs wasobtained using the

abovedeveloped approach including only atom -atom in-

teractions.The�eld region wheren(a=2)3 > 1,isbeyond

thevalidity ofthisapproach and isshown by thedashed

curve.In Fig.3wealsoshow ourpreviousresultsfor�elds

B > 810 G (a < 0)and B < 700 G (0 < a < 2000a0),

wherem oleculesareabsent[6].

O urquantum -statisticalapproach givesa negativein-

teraction shifton both sidesoftheFeshbach resonance,in

good quantitativeagreem entwith theexperim ent.W ith-

outm oleculespresent,theinteraction energywould jum p

topositivevaluesleftfrom resonance,ascan beseen from

our calculation in Ref.[6]. This dem onstrates that the

apparent�eld shiftfrom resonance,wherea sign-change

in the interaction energy is observed,is an indirectsig-

natureofthe presenceofm oleculesin the trap.

Forhigh tem peraturesT � E F and sm allbinding en-

ergy �B � T,we �nd that � has a universalbehavior

and isproportionalto thesecond virialcoe�cient.How-

ever,thisonly holdsathigh tem peratures(cf.[13]),and

atlow T the m olecule-m olecule interaction can strongly

inuencetheresult.ForT approaching the tem perature

ofm olecularBEC,which isTc� �h
2
n2=3=M � 0:2EF ,the

atom ic fraction is already sm alland the sound velocity

cs isdeterm ined by them olecularcloud.Fora � �T we

�nd c2s = 0:4Tc=M + ngm =2M ,where the second term

is provided by the m olecule-m olecule interaction and is

om itted in the high-T approach. The ratio ofthisterm

to the �rstone is� 5(na3)1=3. ForB = 700 G atden-

sitiesofRef.[6],itisequalto 1 and isexpected to grow

when approaching the resonance.

Thus, except for a narrow region where njaj3 � 1,

one can notspeak ofa universalbehaviorofthe shift�

on both sides ofthe resonance. The situation depends

on possibilitiesofcreating an equilibrium atom -m olecule

m ixture.M oreover,atlow tem peraturestheuniversality

can be broken by the m olecule-m oleculeinteractions.
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