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M olecular transitions in Ferm i condensates

Aurel Bulgac! and G eorge F . Bertsch'#?

1

D epartm ent of P hysics, University of W ashington, Seattle, W A 98195{1560, USA and

2 Institute of Nuckar T heory, University of W ashington, Seattle, W A 98195-1550, U SA
D ated: January 9, 2022)

W e discuss the transition of ferm ion system sto a condensate of B ose dim ers, w hen the interaction
is varied by use of a Feshbach resonance. W e argue that there is an intermm ediate phase between the
super uid Fermm igas and the B ose condensate of m olecules, consisting of extended dim ers.

PACS numbers: 03.75.Ss

T he rem arkable experim ental advances In atom ic trap
physics now pemm its one to study Fem igases of atom s
over a broad range of couplings from weak to strong.
In particular, two-com ponent Fem i system s have been
m ade and studied usihg the two alkali m etal isotopes
“0g [,14,131 and °Li [4, I8, 16]. Th both cases, the Fes-
hbach resonance phenom enon hasbeen exploited to vary
the coupling strength of the Interaction between atom s
and study the consequent m any-particle properties. In
both cases there is a closed channel near threshold who
energy can be tuned w ith respect to the open two-body
channels. A particularly interesting feature is the form a—
tion of m olecules or din ers as the e ective interaction
strength is Increased. There are m any questions than
can be posed about a coexisting phase of bound pairs
and that we would lke a theory to address.

Here we want to argue that the theoretical situation
is rendered m ore com plex by the fact that there are fact
two kinds of pair states that m ust be treated In any the-
ory that applies to the fiill range of couplings. These two
kinds of pairs are spatially di erent and have di erent
quantum numbersaswell. The rstbound state appears
when the Inverse scattering length passes through zero
(via the tuning of the Feshbach resonance). W e shallcall
it the halo dim er, in analogy w ith som ew hat sin ilar halo
nucki [I]. A halo diner is spatially extended and has
only a small overlap with the closed-channel Feshbach
resonance. But as the closed-channel resonance is tuned
to low er energies, is energy eventually becom es negative
and can be identi ed wih the pair state. W e present
below a sin plem odelthat show show this two-step tran—
sition from the continuum pair states to the m olecular
bound state takes place, deriving the relevant size and
energy scales. W e then discuss the experim ental signa—
tures of the halo dim er state. F nally, we assess the the-
oretical approaches that have been applied to treat the
m any-particlke system in the halo dinmer dom ain. There
are a number calculations in the literature that ignore
the special character of these state, and we believe that
such m odels lead to a num ber of falsi able predictions.

W e consider here a sinple model of the two-body
physicsuse a tw o-channelatom icH am iltonian ofthe form
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where r is the atom -atom separation. W e shall use the
units ~= m = 1 and here u (r) describes the open two—
atom channeland v (r) the closed (m olecular) channel. Tt
Jsmphed thatwtheVn (r) ! 0and V1o (r) = Vo1 (r) 10
when r ! 1 , the closed channel potential tends to a
positive constant V,, (r) ! Uy > 0. Sihce we are inter—
ested In very low energies, only the s-wave is considered
here and we show only the radialparts of the wave func—
tions. If one were to apply thism odelto a system of °Li
atom s, In the open channel at m agnetic elds near the
Feshbach resonance the two valence electrons of the two
°Li atom s would be antiparallel to the m agnetic eld
(triplet state), whilk In the closed channel the two elec—
tron spins would be antiparallel to each other (singlet
state). A s in all previous references [§,19,11C,[11,[12] we
shall assum e that In the closed channel there is only one
state close to the two—atom threshold. If the wave func—
tion ofthis state is o (r) with an energy 2 with respect
to the twoatom threshold, one can easily show that the
two-channel problem sin pli es som ew hat and the wave
functions read
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For the sake of sin plicity, we shall assum e that in the
open channel the atom s are free (the sam e assurp ption
wasmade in Ref. [H]), that (@) = sh( r=r) 2=ny

for 0 r ¥ and zero otherw ise and that Vi, (r) =

Vo1 (v) =g & 1),wih rn = ry=2. Physically, the pa—
ram eter ry is of the order of the van der W aals length
oy (Cem =~?)1=% and we shall consider only such ener—
gles orwhich kry 1. A fter som e sin ple m anjpulations
one arrives at the ©llow ng form of the two-atom wave
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function in the open channel (using ug (r) = sin kr))
gzexp(ikr> ) sin (kr< ) .
2 ¢  igkn

wherern = max () and r« = mIn () and tem s of
order O (k?) have been neglected. One can then easily
show that

u () = shkr) + (6)

1 2

—= ¢ 0

a g

ul)=exp@@ )shk@e a); if r 8)
where tan = ka. In particular, exactly at the res—

onance u(r) = icoskr) for r 5. Far away from
the Feshbach resonance, the open channel wave func—
tion would be approxin ately equal to u (x) = sih kr)
Instead (for r ). By the nature of the problem
at hand we have ¢ry = O (1) and gy, = O (1). Only
if ¢ and g are com parabl In m agniude one can at-
tain the regine when a = 1 . For the experim ents
reported, the relative energy of the Feshbach resonance
and thus them agnitude of g is controlled by a m agnetic

eld. W ith ne tuning one can m ake the num erator in
Eq. [@) very amall, and in this way attain the regine
BJ 19, even though allthe param eters In the equation
above are of order 1=r; or ry respectively. As an order
of m agniude estin ate for these constants one can use
0(3)=0(@*) =2 gBom=?,wherem is the atom ic
mass, p is Bohrm agneton and B, is the value of the
magnetic eld where 1=a = 0. Forboth °Liand *°K one
readily ocbtainsthat O ( grp) = O (Ory) = 1.

Because of the coupling between the two channels,
there is now a pole of the scattering am plitude at ko =
i=a, asmay be seen from Eq. [@). In di erent tem s,
by m eans of a m agnetic eld one controls the logarith-
m ic derivative of the open channel wave function near
the origin, m ore exactly nearr = rp;. In a nie density
medim i m ight naively appear that an in nite value
of the scattering length would be meaningless. How—
ever, that should be Interpreted rather as the logarithm ic
derivative of the open channelwave function at r = rp,
namely dhnu@)=dri-, = 1=a, or in more physical
term s, as the relative m om entum with which the two
atom s em erge after interacting at short distances. W hen
the two-atom system is far from the Feshbach resonance
the typical relative m om entum w ith which thetwo atom s
em erge after interacting at distances am aller than rp is
~=ry . T he specialsituation, which isachieved by bringing
the two atom s exactly at the Feshbach resonance, is to
nsure that they em erge from the interaction region w ith
an essentially vanishing relative m om entum . In a certain
sense that am ounts to an ultin ate further cooling of the
relative atom ic m otion to tsm inimnum and that iswhat
m akes the physics of atom s under these conditions par-
ticularly exciting. In a sense, two-atom collisionsat short
distances do not bring In any m om entum .

TABLE I: Characterofthe condensate asa function ofthe in—
verse scattering length a ' in various in intervals, the approx—
in ate boundaries of these Intervals being shown in the second
row . T he totalelectron spin and spin proction (S;Sz ) along
them agnetic eld for various pairs are shown in the last row .

al>o al<o
+1 " ke 0|0 ke 1
halo BCS BCS
m olecules din ers ? strong | weak
(+ atom s ?[L5]) coupling| coupling
(0,0) 1,1) 1,1) (1,-1) 1,1)

Letusput thistwo-atom system in a sphericalcavity of
radiisR 1y . In principle one w ould have to specify the
boundary condition foru(r) at r= R, which would lead
to energy quantization. T he speci cnature ofthisenergy
quantization (eg. Neum ann vs D irichlet boundary con—
ditions) is qualitatively unin portant. By choosing the
radius of this spherical cavity one can sinulate a Ferm i
gasofvariousdensities, w ith kr / 1=R, and in particular
choosetheregimnew ih kr 27 1, when according to the
authors of Ref. [f] the two atom s should be w ith prob—
ability essentially one in the am all size m olecular state.
O nehas sim ply to estin ate the ratio ofthe probability to

nd the atom s In one or another channel, and one easily
nds that
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Consequently, the relative probability to nd the two
atom s in the m olecular state is of the order O (ry=R ) =
O kr1ry) 1 fPradilite Femigas, nrg 1.

O ne can continue the argum ent in the region of neg-
ative detuning, when a > 0, and easily convince oneself
that as Iong as a 1y, the relative probability to nd
the two atom s In the closed channel is sm all. That was
discussed in Ref. [13] and shown in another explicit cal-
culation in Ref. [14]. O nly when the scattering am plitude
becom es ofthe order ofthe radiis of the interaction (van
derW aals length) the probability to nd two atom sin the
closed channelbecom es com parable w ith the probability
to nd the sam e atom s In the open channel. T he various
regin es of the coupling strength are shown in Tabl I.

Next we discuss experim ental cbservables to distin—
guish between the two kinds of bound states. i) One
signature is m agnetic. The experim ents are typically
carried out In m agnetic elds large com pared to the hy—
per ne splitting. The continuum states are thus polar-
ized w ih respect to the electron spin, with the nuclkar
soin mainly responsble for the second com ponent of a
tw o-com ponent Fermm i gas. Thus the electron spin wave
function of the halo dimer is lJargely S=1. The closed



channel, on the other hand, is typically well described
w ith a sopin-singlet electron wave finction. In the exper—
Iment of Ref. [B], the soin of the bound pair was m ea—
sured (see the insert ofF ig. 2), and i was indeed found
that its value was large down to values of the m agnetic

eld wellbelow the value at which the scattering length
changes sign. This result is in perfect agreem ent w ith
m icroscopic understanding of the Feshbach resonance In
61,i [L4]. i) Another signal of the character of the pair
state iIn the condensate is in the particlke loss rate of the
system . W hen the condensate isprepared w ith the atom s
In the Iowest hyper ne states, the only Inelastic processes
are threebody collisions in which one of the pairs goes
Into a deeply bound m olecule. Such processes are m ore
probable when three particles are sin ultaneously in each
other’s range of Interaction. T he observationsofRef. [H],
see Fig. 4, con m ed by a separate experin ent Ref. [3],
In fact show that the loss rate becom es large under the
sam e conditions that the bound pair develops a singlet
character. This observation also agrees w ith the theo-
retical expectation of Ref. [L7]. iil) W e mention one
m ore piece of evidence, this one m ore indirect. A s sev—
eralexperin entalgroupshave dem onstrated [@]when the
scattering length ispositive (thuson the BEC side ofthe
Feshbach resonance) and when na® < 1 the sizes of the
atom ic clouds agree very wellw ith theory based on halo
din ers, which predicts that the interaction betw een them
can be characterized by a scattering length ofm agnitude
0:0a [L8,1179]. Ifthe pairs were in closed-channelm olecu—
lar state, their scattering length would have the order of
m agnitude of their size O (ry) Independent of the atom -
atom scattering length a.

W e now tum to theoretical m odels for the conden-
sation of trapped fem ions into m olecules. T here have
been a num ber of recent calculations H,19,110,111], based
on the model of T inm em ans et al., [12] that assum e a
direct transition between the ferm ions and a m olecular
bound state. In Ref. [] it was clain ed that a dilute
atom ic Ferm igasnear a Feshbach resonance undergoes a
crossover into diatom icm olecules of relatively sm all sizes
on the BC S side of the resonance, when the atom ic scat—
tering length is still negative and the m olecular energy
J¥vel lies In the twoatom ocontinuum . The authors of
Ref. [] describe the resuls of the recent experin ent of
Regalet al [1], by the way of this conversion of atom s
into diatom ic m olecules. A nother recent preprint m akes
a sin ilar clain , that exactly this process occurs on the
BCS side of the Feshbach resonance [@], although this
particular work deals with di erent properties of such
system s.

T he statem ent we take issue w ith here was form ulated
extram ely succinctly by the authors of Ref. [H]. One
considers a uniform dilute Fermm i gas of num ber density
n = k=3 ?, near a Feshbach resonance at positive de-
tuning (@ < 0), when the energy ofthem olecular state is

n | ~?=ma?> 0.W ih respect to the two-atom contin—

uum thism olecular state is unbound. Then ifky B3> 1
a fraction of these atom s converts into m olecules w ith a
num ber density, see Ref. [B] and also Refs. [9,[11] where
a sin ilar result is quoted,
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N aively this results seem s obvious, since as soon as the
Fem ienergy exceeds the (positive) m olecular state en—
ergy, the system can only lower is total energy by con—
verting into m olecules. T hese m olecules, being bosons in
character, can allhave zero center ofm ass kinetic energy,
and thus the Fem i energy is lowered until it becom es
equalto , ’ ~?=m a? and fiurther conversion of atom s
Into m olecules becom es energetically in possble. Apply—
ng this to the twobody problem , the transition would
take place discontinuously asthe inverse scattering length
approaches zero from the BCS side. But aswe saw pre—
viously, the form ation ofhalo dim ers is a an ooth process
w ith the tw o-particle w ave finction changing sm oothly as
the inverse scattering length goes through zero. It is also
abundantly clear that such m odels [, 19, [10, [11] would
predict the w rong m agnitude for the m agnetic m om ents
of such Fem iclouds near the Feshbach resonance. If n—
deed the BEC ofan allsizem oleculeswould occur In this
regin e, the prediction would be that the m agnetic m o—
m ent of such pairs would be vanishing, while experin ent
clearly show s that not to be the case [B].

There is still one possbility, when the m echanisn
suggested in Refs. [{, 19, [10, [11] could prove indeed
correct and near a Feshbach resonance such a system
would condense Into m olecules of relatively an all size
O (rp). This situation would occur if the coupling con—
stant g becom es unnaturally sm all. T he relative proba—
bility that two atom s spend m ost ofthe tine in a small
size con guration, according to Egs. —[[[) would be
/ 1=@*nR) k ro=(gro)?, which could becom e acci-
dentally large, even though the system is still dilute, in
the sense that kr 1y 1. Thiswould happen if the Fes-
hbach resonance would be accidentally extrem ely close
to the atom -atom threshold. W hether this m echanisn
can be indeed realized in experin entsw ith dilute atom ic
Fem i clouds, is a question that rem ains to be investi-
gated.

Since the halo din ers occupy the sam e sector of the
tw o-particlke H ibert space asthe planew avesofthe Fem 1
gas, i is reasonable to ask whether a theory can be found
that does not Introduce a closed channel resonance ex—
plicitly. In fact, the BC S theory has the degrees of free—
dom to describe the m any-particle system over the full
range of couplings we consider here [18]. O nem ay show
[L9] that the BC S theory contains the correct description
of the gas of halo diners In the lm it that a 1=kg
and positive. Nam ely, the BCS chem ical potential is



related to the din er energy E4 by

E 2

2" ma d2)

O n the other hand, the BC S theory is quantitatively in—
correct on at least two properties. The pairing gap

is reduced by polarization e ects from the BC S value by
about a factor of 2 both in the weak 120] and strong
coupling lim it 21]. A 1so, the dim erdin er scattering am —
plitude ispredicted tobe 2a in the BC S theory 24], while
a more detailed treatm ent gives 0:6a [15,[17]. Still, it
is still possible to use the a BCS fram ework for an ef-
fective theory, renom alizing the couplings to reproduce
these Interactions, in the fram ework of the Super uid
LDA (SLDA) R3l.
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