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Abstract
The possibilities ofpairing in two-dim ensionalboson-ferm ion m ixtures are carefully analyzed.

It is shown that the boson-induced attraction between two identicalferm ions dom inates the p-

wave pairing atlow density. For a given ferm ion density,the pairing gap becom es m axim alata

certain optim alboson concentration.Theconditionsforobserving pairing in currentexperim ents

are discussed.
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Sincethe� rstrealization ofa degenerateFerm igas[1],thesearch fora BCS-liketransi-

tion signature in ultracold trapped gasesofferm ionic atom shasreceived a lotofattention

both from theoreticaland experim entalpoints ofview. Already before the experim ental

achievem entof[1],there had been suggestionson the possibility to observe thistransition

in a gas with two hyper� ne com ponents of6Li[2]. The im portance ofthe asym m etry in

the populations ofthe two com ponents was studied in [3,4]. Later on,the in
 uence of

adding bosonsand the presence ofa BEC on the transition tem perature ofthe Ferm igas

wasstudied fora three-dim ensionaltrap in [5,6,7].

Atthesam etim e,thepossibility to design thetrap so asto producee� ectively one-and

two-dim ensionalsystem s has attracted m uch interest in theoretically describing [8,9,10]

andexperim entallyobtaining[11]such low-dim ensionalquantum system s,wherecorrelations

play generally a m oreim portantrolethan in theirthree-dim ensionalcounterparts.

In thisarticlewediscusstheprincipalfeaturesofpairingin avery dilutetwo-dim ensional

m ixture offerm ionsand bosons,characterized by theirm assesm F and m B ;densities�F =

k2
F
=4� and �B ; and chem icalpotentials �F � eF = k2

F
=2m F = 2��F =m F and �B . A

ferm ion-boson m ixture isan experim entally relevantsituation,because atlow density and

tem perature the m ostim portantcontribution to the scattering am plitude isdue to s-wave

collisions which,in the case ofspin-polarized ferm ions,are forbidden by Pauli’s principle.

Asa consequence,itisdi� cultto coola sam pleofspin-polarized ferm ionicatom sto reach

the tem peraturesneeded to observe quantum degeneracy. Thisproblem m ay be overcom e

by sym pathetically coolingtheferm ionswith agasofbosons,sothattheferm ionscooldown

by interacting with thebosons[12,13,14].

W eassum ein thefollowingtheidealized zerotem peraturecase.Theenergy gapscharac-

terizing thepairing can alwaysbeconverted into criticaltem peraturesby m ultiplying with

thefactor
=� � 0:567 asin threedim ensions[15].W ealso assum e�B � �F ,which willbe

justi� ed later.

Pairing in two dim ensionshasthepeculiarfeaturethat,foran attractives-waveinterac-

tion between two di� erentferm ionicspecies,a bound state(ofbinding energy Eb)isalways

presentand thereforethesystem entersthestrong-couplingregim eatsu� ciently low density

[9,16,17,18],form ing a Bosecondensateofferm ion pairscharacterized by

�F ! eF � Eb=2; (1a)

� 0 !
p
2E beF ; (1b)

where� 0 isthes-wavepairinggap.Thisstrongpairingcontrastswith the3D weak-coupling

behavior,wherethegap vanishesexponentially with kF ! 0.M oreover,thestrong-coupling

situation im pliesthatthepairing gap isquiteinsensitivetoan asym m etry in thepopulation

ofthe two species[19],contrary to the 3D case,where even a m inute excessofparticlesof

onespeciesreducesconsiderably thegap sizedueto thee� ectsofPauliblocking in thegap

equation [4,20].

W ethereforeexcludein thefollowingthis\trivial"case,and focuson thesituation where

s-wavepairing isnotpossible,eitherdueto a repulsives-waveinteraction,orwhen treating

a system ofidentical(spin-polarized) ferm ions. The next possibility concerns the p-wave

pairing gap,� 1 � �L= 1(kF ),which in the low-density lim itisgiven by the weak-coupling

result[18]

� 1

�F
= c1exp

�

�
2�

m F TF

�

; (2)
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wherec1 isa constantoforderunity and

TF = T
(L= 1)

kF kF
(2�F )=

Z
�

0

d�

�
cos�hk0jT(2�F )jki ;jkj= jk

0
j= kF ;cos� = bk

0
�bk (3)

istherelevantT-m atrix elem entoftheinteraction.

W e now analyze the pairing force m ediated by the surrounding bosons. Assum ing for

the m om entthata directferm ion-ferm ion interaction isabsent,the relevantinteraction to

leading orderin density,to beused in Eq.(2),isTF = �F ,where�F istheboson-m ediated

irreducible polarization interaction,schem atically represented in Fig.1. W ithin the range

ofthe weak-coupling form ula,itissu� cientto considerin-and out-going ferm ionson the

Ferm isurface and on their energy shell,cf.Eq.(3). Therefore,the energy transfer from

one ferm ion to the other vanishes: ! = 0. For the tim e being we assum e for sim plicity

boson-ferm ion (B F)and boson-boson (B B )T-m atricesthatcan beconsidered constantin

thelow density lim it,asin thethree-dim ensionalcase.In two dim ensionsthisis,however,

notany m oretrue[21,22],and thecorrecttreatm entwillbediscussed furtherbelow.

W ith thisassum ption,therelevantinteraction kernelreadsatlow density [7]

hk
0
j�F jki= T

2
B F
� �

B
(jk0� kj) (4)

with thebosonicRPA propagator

� �

B
(q)=

� B (q)

1� TB B � B (q)
(5)

and thebosonicstaticLindhard function

� B (q)= �
4m B �B

q2
: (6)

W e have neglected the in
 uence ofthe ferm ionson the propertiesofthe Bose condensate.

W erem ark atthispointthatdueto the1=q2 dependence ofthetwo-dim ensionalLindhard

function,the RPA has necessarily to be perform ed in order to avoid divergencies. The

situation issim ilarto theelectron gaswhere,however,theinteraction issingular.

Projecting outtheL = 1 partial-waveFF interaction,oneobtainsin particular

�
(L= 1)

kF kF
= T

2
B F

Z
�

0

d�

�
cos� � �

B
(q=

p
2(1� cos�)kF )

= � T
2
B F

x

TB B

Z
�

0

d�

�

cos�

x+ 1� cos�

= �
T2
B F

TB B
g(x); x =

2m B TB B �B

k2
F

=
m B TB B

2�

�B

�F
(7)

with

g(x)=
1+ x

p
1+ 2=x

� x : (8)

Thisfunction isplotted in Fig.2. Ithasa m axim um located at(x =
p
2� 1 � 0:414;g =

3� 2
p
2 � 0:172),and can in itsvicinity beapproxim ated by a parabola,asshown by the

dashed line in the � gure. Thistranslatesinto a sharp Gaussian peak forthe gap function,

according to Eq.(2).
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Therefore,when increasing theboson density for� xed �F ,theinduced ferm ionicattrac-

tion and thusalso thepairing gap would reach a m axim um for

�B

�F
=
0:414� 2�

m B TB B
: (9)

However,in two dim ensions the (s-wave) scattering m atrices TB F and TB B cannot be

considered constant,butvanish logarithm ically with thec.m .s.energy E ofthetwo-particle

state[21,22],i.e.,

hk
0
jT(P = 0;E ! 0)jki!

2�

m

1

ln(E 0=jE j)
; (10)

where m isthe reduced m assofthe colliding particles and E 0 � E isa param eter(with

dim ensions ofenergy) characterizing low-energy scattering. Therefore,it is necessary to

evaluatethec.m .s.energy E 2 = P�P
� forthefollowing situations(sketched in Fig.3):

h(k0;�F )(q;0)jTB F j(k;�F )(0;0)i :E =
k2
F

2m F

m B F

m F

; (11a)

h(0;0)(q;0)jTB B j(q;0)(0;0)i :E = �
q2

4m B

; (11b)

h(+q;0)(� q;0)jTB B j(0;0)(0;0)i :E = 0; (11c)

with m B F = m B m F =(m B + m F )theB F reduced m ass.Therefore,within theapproxim ation

�B = 0 (orm oreprecisely �B � �F ),only forwardgoing polarization diagram s(seeFig.1b)

contribute to the induced FF interaction. This can be taken into account by replacing

TB B � B (q)! TB B (q)� B (q)=2 in Eq.(5),wherenow

TB B (q)=
4�

m B

1

ln(4m B E B B =q
2)
: (12)

Also,therelevantboson-ferm ion interaction becom es

TB F (kF )=
2�

m B F

1

ln(2m 2
F
E B F =m B F k

2
F
)
: (13)

HereE B F and E B B aretheparam eterscharacterizing low-energy s-waveB F and B B scat-

tering,respectively.

W eobtain then

�
(L= 1)

kF kF
= �

m B T
2
B F
(kF )

2�
h(x;y);

h(x;y) =

Z
�

0

d�

�

cos�

(1� cos�)=x� 1=ln[(1� cos�)=y]
;

x =
4��B

k2
F

=
�B

�F
; y =

m B E B B

m F �F
: (14)

with thecondition y � 1 forEq.(12)to bevalid.

Varying theboson density (i.e.,x)fora constantferm ion density (y),oneobservesagain

a m axim um ata certain ratio xopt(y). The optim alratio xopt aswellasthe corresponding
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valuehopt areplotted in Fig.4 asfunctionsofy.Atsu� ciently largey oneobtainsa quasi

lineardependence on lny:

xopt(y) ! 0:414(3:0+ lny); (15a)

hopt(y) ! 0:172(3:7+ lny): (15b)

W e rem ark thatin factthe optim alratio xopt correspondsto the one fora constantTB B ,

Eq.(9),when m aking thereplacem ent

TB B !
TB B (q= 0:317kF )

2
: (16)

Thusposition and valueofthem axim um depend logarithm ically on theFerm im om entum .

Taking allthese factsinto account,the value ofthe pairing gap underoptim alconditions

becom es

ln
� 1

c1�F
! �

m 2
B F

m B m F

[ln(m F E B F =m B F �F )]
2

0:172[3:7+ lny]
: (17)

The induced interaction,Eq.(14),is to be com pared with the direct low-density p-wave

ferm ion-ferm ion interaction [18],

T
(L= 1)

kF kF
(2�F )�

4

m F

�F

E 1

� �F ; (18)

where E 1 is the param eter characterizing 2D low-density p-wave scattering. Therefore,

at su� ciently low ferm ion density,the boson-m ediated attraction,Eqs.(14,15),becom es

dom inant,sinceitdependsonlylogarithm ically on theferm ion density.Forthesam ereason,

any ferm ionicpolarization correctionshavealso been neglected.

W e analyze � nally the assum ption �B � �F that was m ade beforehand. The boson

chem icalpotentialisdeterm ined by [23,24]

�B = �B TB B (E = ��B )=
4��B

m B

1

ln(E B B =��B )
� �F =

2��F

m F

; (19)

where� isoforderunity [28].Sincethelogarithm in thelow-density dom ain isalwayslarge,

wehavethesu� cientcondition

x = �B =�F
<
� m B =m F : (20)

In orderto estim ate typicalsizesofthe expected gap,we plotin Fig.5 the gap � 1=�F ,

according to Eq.(17),asa function ofthe ratios�F =E B B and �F =E B F (assum ing forsim -

plicity c1 = 1and m F = m B ).Onenotesthatitism ainly theratio�F =E B F thatdeterm ines

thegap,whereasthedependenceon �F =E B B isrelatively weak.Thuswith ferm ion chem ical

potentials�F <
� E B F quitelargegaps� 1

<
� �F could beachieved.

In order to translate this condition into experim entalquantities,we use the results of

Refs.[8,24],relating the 2D scattering param eter E B F to the value ofthe 3D scattering

length aB F ,foraboson-ferm ion system con� ned in astrongly anisotropictrap characterized

by frequencies!? and !z (heresupposed tobethesam eforbosonsand ferm ions),obtaining

�F

E B F

=
�

B

�F

!z
exp

�

�
p
2�

lz

aB F

�

; (21)
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where B � 0:915 and lz = 1=
p
2m B F !z. Since at the sam e tim e for a 2D situation the

condition �F � !z m ustbefull� lled,onecan only expectobservablegapsiftheexponential

term isnottoosm all.Onecan now distinguish two cases:(i)aB F > 0:in thiscasetheratio

lz=aB F should be m inim ized asm uch aspossible,i.e.,forextrem ely strongly z-com pressed

traps,or for system s with a very large BF scattering length (Feshbach resonance). (ii)

aB F < 0: in this case the exponentialterm is never sm alland observable pairing can be

expected provided theratio�F =!z isnottoosm all.UsingtheThom as-Ferm iapproxim ation

�F =
p
2N F !? forthe chem icalpotentialofa two-dim ensionalFerm igas in a (in-plane)

harm onictrap offrequency !? ,thislastcondition can beexpressed by m eansoftheferm ion

num berand thetrap asym m etry:

�F

!z
=
!?

!z

p
2N F : (22)

Thus under favorable circum stances quite large p-wave pairing gaps ofthe order ofthe

Ferm ienergy seem to beachievable,com parableto thoseofs-wavepairing in quasi-2D two-

com ponentFerm igases[9].Unfortunately,m oreprecise quantitative predictionscannotbe

m ade in this regim e,since with �F � EB F ;E B B also the asym ptotic expression Eq.(10)

becom esinvalid.Itisworth noticingthatthesam ee� ectin threedim ensionsislesse� ective

in increasing thesizeofthegap,and oneexpects� 1=�F � 0:1 [5].

Finally,weconsidertheproblem ofthephase-stability ofboson-ferm ion m ixtures,which

hasbeen faced by di� erentauthors[6,25,26]thatreach sim ilarconclusions.Thisproblem

has been studied for hom ogeneous as wellas for trapped system s, but always in three

dim ensions,where the theoreticaldescription issom ehow easierthan in 2D because ofthe

di� erentbehaviorofthecorreponding T-m atricesatlow energy.Herewebrie
 y discussthe

im plicationsfrom thepreviousstudies[6,25,26]thatcan beapplied toourcase,butam ore

preciseanalysiswould beofhigh interest.

According to Ref.[6],in a boson-ferm ion m ixture one can expect to � nd one ofthree

situations: (i)a ferm ionic phase and a bosonic phase,(ii)a ferm ionic phase and a boson-

ferm ion m ixture,and (iii)a single uniform m ixture. In case (i)there isno boson-ferm ion

induced interaction and no sym pathetic cooling. In case (ii)these problem sare overcom e,

but only a fraction ofthe ferm ions is e� ciently cooled and can undergo the super
 uid

transition.Therefore,the interesting situation isthatofcase (iii).Thiscan be obtained if

there isattraction between bosonsand ferm ions(to avoid theirspatialseparation),butin

thiscasethesystem m ay collapsedueto thissam eattraction [25].Thiswillhappen if,e.g.,

thenum berofbosonsexceedssom ecriticalnum berN cr,which willdepend on aB B and aB F .

Fora uniform system ,we know thataB B > 0 isrequired in orderto avoid the collapse of

theboson com ponent.Thisalso stabilizessigni� cantly them ixtures[25],even foraB F < 0.

Asexpected,thecaseaB F > 0 rapidly givesriseto spatialseparation ofthetwo gases[25].

Applying these argum entsto the m ixturesused in typicalexperim ents,we see thatthe

case 7Li-6Li(where theassum ption m B = m F ism ore adequate)with aB B = � 1:5 nm and

aB F = 2:2 nm [13]doesnotcorrespond to the optim alstability conditions. However,the

presence ofthe trapping stabilizes the system so thatexperim ents can be perform ed. On

the otherhand,forthe 87Rb-40K m ixture,where aB B = 5:2 nm [14]and aB F = � 2:2 nm

[27],thestability conditionsforthehom ogeneouscasearefully satis� ed.

In conclusion,wehavestudied thecharacteristicsofp-wavepairing in a two-dim ensional

boson-ferm ionm ixturewithrepulsive(orabsent)FF s-waveinteraction.Theboson-induced

attraction between two ferm ions dom inates at low density an eventualdirect FF p-wave

force.Theinduced pairing gap becom esm axim alata certain optim alboson-ferm ion ratio.

6



In contrast to the three-dim ensionalcase,this ratio itselfincreases when decreasing the

ferm ion density, due to the logarithm ic energy dependence ofthe B B T-m atrix at low

density. Using this optim alcondition, we have estim ated the size of the gap and � nd

experim entally achievable values,in particular for system s with a negative boson-ferm ion

scattering length such asthe 87Rb-40K m ixture.
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Figures
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FIG .1: (a) Polarization interaction � between two ferm ions (dashed lines) m ediated by the

presence ofbosons(solid lines). The labelsindicate the m om entum and energy ofeach line. For

condensate bosonsand ferm ions on the Ferm isurface,h = 0;! = 0. (b) Diagram s contributing

to the boson bubble in RPA;the last one is an exam ple ofa backwardgoing diagram ,negligible

when �B ! 0.Here,thick solid linesarefullpropagators,thin solid linesarefreepropagators,and

wigglesrepresentinteractions.

0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
x0

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

g(x)

FIG .2: Thefunction gappearingin Eq.(8)(solid line),togetherwith theparabolicapproxim ation

(dashed line)around itsm axim um (indicated by thedotted verticalline).
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FIG .3: Possible collision events in the m ixture,according to Eq.(11). Dashed lines denote

ferm ions,solid linesbosons,and wigglesrepresentinteractions.Thelabelsindicatethem om entum

and energy ofeach particle.
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FIG .4: The optim alvaluesxopt and hopt forthe pairing interaction,Eq.(14).The dashed lines

indicate the asym ptotic behavior,Eq.(15).
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FIG .5: The pairing gap foroptim alboson concentration,Eq.(17),asa function ofthe ferm ion

chem icalpotential.
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