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W e consider the nom al state of a dense ultracold atom ic Ferm igas in the presence of a Fesh—
bach resonance. W e study the BCS and the m olecular instabilities and their interplay, w ithin the
fram ew ork of a recent m any-body approach. W e nd surprisingly that, in the tem perature dom ain
where the BC S phase is present, there is a non zero lower bound for the binding energy ofm olecules
at rest. This could give an experin entalm ean to show the existence of the BCS phase w ithout
observing it directly.

PACS numbers : 7420Fqg, 74.72Bk, 74 25.Jb

E xperim ental progress in the study of ultracold Fem i gases has proceeded quite recently at a very fast pace.
W orking in the vicinity of a Feshbach resonance which allow s to cover a very wide range of scattering length by
sweeping the m agnetic eld across the resonance, several groups dealing either w ith “°K  {l;4] or °Li [{{B] have been
able to vary the interatom ic interaction in such a way that the system goes essentially from a weakly attractive
atom ic Ferm i gas to a dilute gas of diatom ic m olecules. The clear observation of long lived m olecules is one of the
very positive outcom es of these experim ents. M ore generally these experin ents have shown that it is quite easy to
shift rapidly the m agnetic eld and thereby m odify the scattering length a, and consequently interactions, In such a
way that the system does not have tin e at allto adjist to this change. Hence it is experim entally feasible to prepare
the gas In an out-of-equilbriim situation, then to study its evolution from a m etastable state and in particular the
m anifestation of various instabilities.

In this paper we study, throughout the a T phase diagram , the two instabilities which arise n a nom alFem i
gas due to an attractive Interaction, nam ely the m olecular and the BC S instabilities. W e have just stressed that
this situation is quite relevant experin entally. W e nd an unexpected interplay between these two nstabilities. A
particular consequence is that, at tem peratures where the BC S phase is present, there is a nonzero threshold for
the binding energy of m olecules at rest. In other words it should not be possble to cbserve such a m olecule w ith
zero binding energy, in contrast to the standard situation for two atom s iIn vacuum where the binding energy of the
molecule is zero right at the resonance a ' = 0. Hence quite unexpectedly this link between BCS and m olecular
properties would provide a signature of the presence of the BC S phase just by looking at the m olecular spectroscopic
properties, which could be easier to observe experim entally than the BC S phase iself.

Actually we have quite recently considered the e ect of the Femm 1 sea on the m olecular bound state associated
w ith a Feshbach resonance, when this is the only instability. W e note that, since the Fem i sea is responsble for
the form ation of C ooper pairs, which are som e kind of m olecules, it is som ew hat natural that i does also a ect the
m olecular properties. W e have shown that the presence of the Ferm i sea shifts the location of the appearance of the
m olecular state tow ard positive values for the scattering length E_é]. T his can physically be easily understood because,
ifwe think of the wavefunction of the (large) m olecule asm ade up from plane waves (this correspondsm erely to the
Fourder expansion of the wavefunction), the presence of the Fem i sea prohibits the occupation of a num ber of these
plane wave states because of Pauli exclusion. So the qualitative e ect of this Pauli exclision is to m ake the building
ofthem olecular statem ore di cul than in vacuum . N aturally this exclision e ect decreasesas T increases since the
statistical occupation of states gets lower. A s a result the m olecule does not appear right at the Feshbach resonance
as i occurs in vacuum . Instead the inverse scattering length a ! has to be larger than a positive threshold in order
to have an existing m olecular bound state. To be com plte we have to stress that the above picture is for m olecules
w ith zero m om entum for the center ofm ass. W hen the m olecul has a nonzero totalm om entum , the adverse e ect
of the Ferm isea willbe an aller since P auli exclusion w ill act on less of the plane wave states form ing the m olecular
wavefunction. And i is clear that for a fast m olecule W ith respect to atom ic gas velocities) there w ill be essentially
no e ect ofthe Fem isea on the form ation ofthe m olecular bound state. W e note that this shift of the threshold for
appearance of the m olecular states is in qualitative agreem ent w ith experin ental cbservations of strong losses in °Li
appearing m uch below the location of the Feshbach resonance ['2 H ow ever the interpretation of these experim ents is
obviously com plex, with in particular dynam icale ects, and it rem ains to be seen how strong is experim entally the
role ofthe e ect that we have just described. The best tool is Ikely to involve som e form of spectroscopy.

Here we will use, as In the above study, the result obtained recently B] for the scattering am plitude due to a
Feshbach resonance, m odi ed by the presence of the dense Femm i gas. A though obtained within a quite general
form alism , this resul m akes use of strong sim pli cations. Nevertheless it is clearly worth exploring sin ple physical
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approxin ations before going to m ore elaborate schem es. F irst the irreducible vertex is taken m erely as the sinple
scattering am plitude of two isolated atom s. Second only Pauli exclusion is taken into acocount for the e ect of the
Fem igas. Nevertheless the resulting scattering am plitude is quite non trivial. In particular, in contrast with the
vacuum case, i depends on the totalm om entum of the scattering atom s because of Pauli exclusion. A s already
m entionned this e ect is quite an all or two atom s with very high m om enta, and we w ill concentrate here on the
case where the totalm om entum is zero since it displays the strongest m anifestation of Pauli exclusion. A Iso any
background scattering is om itted for sin plicity

T he expression E_d] for the ullvertex (! ) In the particleparticle channel, which, except for a factor =2k, is just
the nverse f ! ofthe e ective scattering am plitude, is given by (we takeh = 1):
Z
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W e have taken the chem icalpotential (assum ed to be positive) as our energy scale and our w avevector scale kg is
de ned by = ki=2m (it reduces to the Ferm iwavevectorat T = 0). W e have introduced the reduced w avevector
x = k=kg, the reduced energy ! = != and the reduced tem perature t= T= . In contrast with Ref. ﬁ_i], the origin for

the energy ! ofthe two atom shasnot been shifted at the chem icalpotential, but m erely taken asusualat the bottom
of the continuous energy spectrum for free particles. T he coupling constant  is related to the scattering length a by

= 2kpa= . W e have introduced the reduced w idth of the Feshbach resonance W = m?H f= 2ky where w is the
m atrix elem ent g] corresponding to the Feshbach coupling between the open and the closed channel. In the strongly
explored case of °Li, W isquite large and in Eq.(l) we willneglect ! =W in the Hllow ing.

A s it iswellknown the appearance of the m olecular bound state w ill show up as a pol In the vertex, and therefore
it will be found by w riting that the rhs. ofEq.(l) is zero. W e note that the BC S instability itself appears also as
such a pole. The in agihary part ofEqg.(l) is zero at the chem icalpotential ! = 2 and w riting that the realpart is
zero leads to:
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w hich is jast the standard BC S equation w ith our notations (notice that 1= ischanged into 1= + 2=W ifwe take
theW termm into account).

Tt is easily seen from Eq.(2) that the BCS transition is also found in the region a > 0, that jsbeyond the location
of the Feshbach resonance in vacuum . T his situation has already been considered by M ilstein et al. _[55] and by O hashi
and Grin [I_(-)_i w ithin a phenom enological ferm ion-boson m odel, and it is actually a clear Ingredient ofthe BCS-BEC
crossover. It seem s at rst surprising to see BC S pairing for a > 0 since In this case one has an e ective repulsion
betw een atom s. But one has rather to considerthat the tendency to orm abound state isan increasing finction ofa !
(taken algebraically), so that going to a > 0 m akes it even easier to form BC S pairs. O n the other hand BC S pairing
occurs In the Fem isea : the BCS pole appears or a positive energy ! = 2 > 0. Hence the BCS transition stops
when = 0. Leggett f_l]_;] has already pointed out that, for the excitation spectrum at T = 0, there is a qualitative
change when one crosses = 0. In our case we are In the nom al state and, at the level of our approxin ation, the
chem icalpotential ism erely related to the one-species atom number n by the free particle relation:
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Instead ofn, we Introduce for convenience the Ferm iwavevectorde ned by n = k; =6 2 and the corresponding energy
Ef = kg =2m .From Eq.(2) and Eq.(3) we nd the criticaltem perature T, as a function ofthe scattering length a. In
Fig.lwepbt Tc=Er asa function of 1=kr a. The end point (Tp;ag) is ound at Tp=Er " 0:99 and 1=kr 3y * 0:68.
W hen a ! is increased beyond this point we expect to nd an instability corresponding physically to a m olecular
bound state. Naturally this is what happens but there is a qualitative change in this case. Indeed these m olecular
states correspond to negative values of the energy !, or which the rhs. ofEqg.(l) isalways real so we are no longer
forced to require that its im aginary part is zero. Hence we do not need to take a speci c energy, and fora xed
tem perature T, we expect to nd the binding energy ! jincreasing with a !, jist as it is in the absence of the Ferm i
sea. A ctually this is the case that we have explored recently f_d] for < 0,whichmeansT > Ty. A salready indicated
w e have found that, due to the presence of the Fem isea, the m olecular state w ith zero binding energy does not form
fora ' = 0 as n vacuum , but rather or a positive value of a, 1(T) which Increases when T decreases. N aturally
when or xed T we Increase a ! beyond an 1(T), the m olecular binding energy increases from zero. Conversly we
can say that, startihg from large and positive values ofa ! and decreasing it, m olecules start to dissociate at ay Ta).
W e have plotted 1=kr a, (T) In Fig. 1 and we see that i m eets the above curve for the BC S transition at the end



point. This is natural since this point corresponds to cancelthe rhs. ofEq.(l) for ! = 0 and = 0, so i belongs to
the two curves. Hence there is a clear link between the m olecular shift and the existence ofthe BC S phase.
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FIG .1. Critical tem perature T. of the BC S transition as a finction of the inverse scattering length a ', threshold a, ' (T )
for form ation of zero m om entum m olecules (curve labelled m ), thresholds amll (T) (labelled m 1) and aml2 (T) (labelled m 2)
(see text). Insert: trapctory of the BCS pole in the upper complex ! plane or T = 0 (full curve) and fort= 02;0:5;1:;2:
(successive dashed curves). T he arrow s indicate how the pole(s) m oves when a s ncreasing.

It is now interesting to study in the sam e way what happens when we ncrease a ' at xed T for > 0, that
isT < Tg. M ore speci cally we will follow the pole of (!) which gives rise to instability. W hen, for xed T, we
start from a ! large and negative there is no instability, untilby increasing a ! (algebraically) we reach the BCS
instability when we touch the T (@ ') curve. As it iswellknown this m eans that the corresponding pole, which was
In the ower ! com plex plane hasm oved up and has reached the real ! axis. This is easily checked on Eq.(1). M ore
generally, shce a ! is real, we nd the trafctory of the pole by w riting that the in aghary part h Eq.(1) is zero,
thatisInI(!)= 0 (iftheW tem isneglected). T he result for this tra fctory in the ! com plex plane is shown in the
nsert of Fig.l for various tem peratures.

W e see naturally that, after crossing the realaxis, the pole goes desp into the upper com plex plane, corresoonding
to the fact that, when we enterm ore Into the BC S phase dom ain, the nomm alstate becom esm ore and m ore unstable.
However when a ! is firther increased, the polk goes back toward the real ! axis, eventually reaching it on the
sem Faxis ! < 0. This happens for a positive value amﬁ (T) shown in Fig. 1. At this stage the nom al state has no
Ionger, strictly speaking, a BC S type instability. Tt is rather a m olecular type Instability, characterized by a pole on
the negative energy axis. H owever w hat happens next to the pole is rather surprisihg. W hen a ! is ncreased beyond
ami (T ), the pole splits into two poles, one w ith increasing !, the other one w ith decreasing ! . This is m ost easily
seen at T = 0. In this case the Integration in Eq.(l) is easily perform ed and one nds for the position of the pole on
the negative ! axis:
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where we have set r = (3§ #2)172. Starting from 2 at r= 0, the rhs. of Eq.(4) st decreases, reaches a m nin um
1= hin=1670r! = 039 (r= 0:30), then increases and behaves asym ptotically as ( =2)r. Them InIm um gives
the value ofamﬁ(T = 0) drwhich the BCS pol reaches the negative ! axisat ! = 0:39. W hen a ' is increased

beyond amﬁ 0), one nds two solutions for ! around the m ininum . O ne of them decreases, in agreem ent w ith the
expected Increase of a m olecular binding energy. But surprisingly the other one increases and goes rapidly to ! = O,
w here it disappears  ore precisely it goes in the lower com plex plane along the negative ! axis, where i hasno direct
physicalm anifestation). T his disappearance occurs or 1= = 2. We ca]laml2 (T = 0) = 4ky = the corresponding
valie ofa . The Iowerpol isthen at ! = 2:Beyond aml2 (0) there is only one solution, corresponding to the
continuation of the lower energy solution. Hence we recover the standard m olecular situation of a single polke wih a
binding energy increasing wih a *.

In order to understand physically this strange situation it is worthwhile to note that, n the absence of a Fem i
sea, the rhs. ofEqg.4) would m erely be ( =2)r, kading to the usuakresu]t 3 9= 1=m a? fr the m okecular binding
energy. Hence the Fem i sea contribution is 2rarctanr r+ 2= 2 Oldxx2=(x2 + r?). Therefore the non analytic

decrease of the rhs. ofEqg.4), behaving as 2 (' ¥8)'2 near ! = 0, is produced by the presence of the Fem i



sea, and this is this decrease which creates the m inimum and is responsible for the existence of the two poles. This is
speci cally produced by the  rtem .Now thisterm iseasily linked to the density of states forpositive energy, w hich
is proportionalto ! =2 . ndeed ifwe evaliate the above integral for sm alland positize ! (with in nitesin alpositive
in agihary part),we nd2R lh[(l R)=(1+R)]+ 1R+ 2wihR = (!=2)'"?, and therhs. ofEq.(4) is obtamed from
the analytical continuation of this last result through the upper com plex plane toward the negative ! axis. A ctually
all the inform ation about this Ferm i sea contrdbution is contained in the in agihary part 1 R (essentially the density
of states) since the realpart can be recovered through K ram ersK ronig relations. Now we note that, oranall!, this
In aghhary part is positive In contrast w ith the result InI(!) = 1i( =2)R Pr free particles. This gives i_é] for the
overallresult InI(!) = i( =2)R .

C learly the physical Interpretation of this change of sign is that, below the Femm i energy, we dealw ith hole-lke
excitations whilke above the Fermm i energy we have the standard particle-like excitations: in order to create excied
statesbelow the Ferm ienergy we have to rem ove particles since P auliexclision forbidsto add them . T his keads to the
conclusion that the bound state w ith very an all binding energy we have found above, jist detached from the Ferm i
523, has a hole-like character. In other words i corresponds to a m olecular state form ed by two atom ic holes @bsence
of atom s) rather than to a standard m olecule form ed by two atom s. It is a kind of antin olecule. W e can com e to
this conclusion m ore rapidly by thinking of the situation we would have for a Fem ienergy going to in nity. A Il the
low energy states we could consider other than the ground state would be hole-lke, since the only thing which could
be done would be to rem ove particles. In particular we would have only hole-like m olecules. N aturally we interpret
the lower energy polk as a standard particle-like m olecular state, since In particular i willbe the only one present
fora > amé (0). On the other hand, ifwe think of decreasing a 1 below amé 0), we w ill have two poles, one being
particle-lke and the other one hole-like. T herefore when they m erge at a, 11 (0) the corresponding pole has necessarily
a m ixed particlke-hole nature. But this is rather natural since this pol is a BC S-type pok aswe have seen. Indeed it
iswellknown that the BC S instability has thism ixed nature Wwe can think of it as the form ation ofpairs of particles,
or aswellaspairs ofholes), as it is re ected In the nature ofthe Iow energy singl particle excitations in BC S theory.
Hence i is rather naturalthat when the BC S pole, after m oving in the upper com plex plane, reaches the negative !
axis, i has still thism ixed nature. Thism akes also lkely that, when the two poles separate, they have actually also
a m ixed nature, w ith a full particle or hole character only reached at a é .

T he experin ental observability of such a hole-lke m olecul is unclar. Indeed a hole around zero energy is quite
deep below the Femm i energy and corresponds to a high energy excited state. It is likely that the lifetin e of such
a state w ill be quite short due to particle-hole recom bination processes. T hese would appear because of the strong
Interactions of the atom s in Ferm isea, but they are not present in our approxin ate treatm ent since we evaluate I(!)
w ithout taking into account these interactions. W e would have to go beyond this theoretical level to m ake these
processes appear. Sin ilarly it is lkely that the m olecular states w ith partial hole-lke nature w ill have a too short
lifetin e to be directly observed. Hence the physical situation jbramll <alc< aml2 is quite unclear and it is not
obvious how this dom ain will survive in in proved theories. In particular the existence of two poles m ay suggest a
m ore com plex instability, or a ©orbidden dom ain w ith phase separation. On the other hand ra ! > aml2 we are
back to a sin ple physical situation. W e have just a single pole corresponding to the form ation of standard m olecular
state. However the rem arkable point is that the binding energy j jis always larger than 2 (ie. 3! j> 2Ef ). This
m eans that it is in possible to observe a m olecular state w ith zero binding energy, in contrast to the classical case of
a dilute gas orwhich the binding energy is zero at the Feshbach resonancea ' = 0. Even ifwe believe it is possible
to observe short lived m olecules in the range aml1 <alc< amé, this result rem ains valid as we have seen above. The
lower bound for the m olecular binding energy w ill jist be an aller. F nally we have for sim plicity lim ited our explicit
quantitative study to the T = 0 case, but it is clear from the insert ofF ig. 1 that the sam e results w illbe qualitatively
valid foralltherange0 T Ty. The lowerbound for the m olecular binding energy w ill decrease w ith increasing T
and go to zero or T = Ty. Sihoe Ty is also the m axinum tem perature for the existence of the BC S phase, we reach
the surprising conclusion that, whenever the BC S phase is present, we can not observe a m olecule w ith zero binding
energy. This o ers an indirect way to dem onstrate the presence of the BC S condensation.

W e have naturally to be quite speci ¢ with respect to the above statem ent. In this paper we have only studied
the instabilities arising In a nom alFerm i gas, w th in particular no m olecules already present. T herefore when we
consider this gas for a 1> amé (T), we dealwih an out of equilbrium situation since at equilbrium a sizeable
fraction of the gas should be under m olecular form . T herefore we have In m ind an experin ent where, starting from
the a ! < 0 side of the Feshbach resonance, one would very rapidly change a ! by acting on the m agnetic el and
then observe the binding energy ofthe rst few m olecules appearing in the gas. W e could also worry about the e ect
ofthe BoseE instein condensation ofm olecules. H owever in our sin ple picture the critical tem perature for thisBEC
is E,Z]TBEC = 0218T¢ , so the e ect we have considered could be at least observed in the range Tggc < T < Tp.Also
the instabilities we have considered are all at zero wavevector, just as the dom lnant BC S instability itself. So the
m olecules we considered have zero totalm om entum . Fornonzerom om entum the e ectsw illbe weaker, and we expect
them to disappear at som e wavector, whose inverse is of order of the C ooper pair size, jist as the BC S instability



itself.

Finally we have naturally to consider that our theoretical approach is clearly not quant:tatme]y accurate, sinoe
for exam ple our value for the BC S critical tem perature T, is jast the standard one [12], and does not contain lower
order uctuation e ects I:L3 ]norhigher orders and selfenergy e ects [14 H ow ever w e believe that our results rem ain
qualitatively valid under m uch m ore general conditions. Indeed we see from Fig. 1 that the nonzero threshold for
m okcular binding energy that we have found is ultim ately linked to the tra fctory of the BCS pol in the upper
com plex plane. But the existence of a BCS pole, and its tra pctory in the upper com plex plane are quite general
features of any theoretical description. Since we naturally expect to nd m olecules for very large a !, this polk has
to go back to the realnegative ! axis, as we have found, which im plies again the nonzero m olecular binding energy
w henever the BC S phase is present. In other words the (qualitative) topology of our results should rem ain valid even
if they are quantitatively m odi ed.

W e stress again that what we have done in this paper is to look at the Instability properties of the nom al state,
even in regionswhere i is not the equilbrium state. W e have found that, when a ! goesfrom 1 to+1 acrossthe
phase diagram , these properties do not change an oothly, but rather that the behaviour changes on som e lines that
we have identi ed. O ne can wonder if the sam e is not true for the equilbbrium phase, and in particular for the ground
state in the super uid dom ain for which a quite natural interpolating hypothesis t_f];,:_f@l] is a BC S—1ke ground state
w hatever the scattering length, since this wavefunction is known to describe properly the dilute m olecular ground
State [_1-§] aswell as the weak coupling BC S state. In this case one would rather expect a single nstability to appear
corresponding to the pair form ation, so £ m ight be that thisBEC -BC S crossover is not as sn ooth as suggested by this
picture, and that the actualphysics is m ore com plex. H owever our resuls have no direct bearing on this question,
since we have explored only the nom alphase, not the super uid. W e jist note that, in the super uid state, the e ect
of Pauliexclision w ill still be present.

W e are very gratefulto T . Bourdel, Y . Castin, C . Cohen-Tannoudij, J.D albard, X . Leyronas, C .M ora and C.
Salom on for very stin ulating discussions.
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