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W eanalyzem olecularbound statesofatom icquantum gasesnearaFeshbach resonance.A sim ple,

renorm alizable �eld theoreticm odelisshown to haveexactsolutionsin thetwo-body sector,whose

binding energy agreeswellwith observed experim entalresultsin both Bosonicand Ferm ioniccases.

These solutions,which interpolate between BEC and BCS theories,also provide a m ore general

variationalansatz forresonantsuper
uidity and related problem s.

PACS num bers:03.75.Nt,05.30-d,39.25.+ k,67.40.-w

The coherent transform ation ofa cold atom ic gas to

m oleculesin thevicinity ofa photoassociation [1]orFes-

hbach [2]resonance has enabled a fascinating probe of

quantum dynam icalbehaviorin coupled atom -m olecular

system s,togetherwith rem arkably precisem easurem ents

of quantum binding energies. Recent Bosonic experi-

m entshaveextended theavailablespeciesto 133Cs,87Rb,

and 23Na[3].Experim entson ultracold degenerateFerm i

gases of 40K and 6Liatom s have resulted in spectacu-

lar dem onstrations ofm olecular Bose-Einstein conden-

sate (BEC)form ation [4,5]and ofpossible ferm ion su-

per
 uid behaviorin the BEC-BCS crossoverregion [6].

Since these arem any-body system s,itisusefulto try

todevelopthesim plestpossible� eld-theoreticm odelthat

can explain their behavior. An essentialfeature ofany

correct m any-body treatm ent is that the basic theory

m ust be able to reproduce the physics ofthe two-body

interactions.In thispaper,wecom binepreviousanalytic

solutions ofa coherently coupled � eld theory [7, 8, 9]

with an exactrenorm alization ofthe coupling constants

[10],in orderto obtain analytic predictionsforthe two-

body bound states. This gives a uni� ed picture ofany

Feshbach resonanceexperim entand related studies[7,8,

9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20],provided

a sm allnum ber ofobservable param eters are available.

Thepredictionswillbecom pared with experim entaldata

and with coupled-channelcalculations.

To quantitatively m odelthese experim ents, consider

an e� ective Ham iltonian for the m olecular� eld (̂	 0)in

the closed channeland the atom ic � elds (̂	 1(2)) in the

free-atom dissociation lim itofthe open channel:

Ĥ 1 = Ĥ 0 +
~

2
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with the com m utation (+ ) or anti-com m utation (-) re-

lation [̂	 i(x;t);	̂
y

j
(x0;t)]� = �ij�(x � x

0) for Bosonic

or Ferm ionic � eld operators	̂ i,respectively. The free

Ham iltonian Ĥ 0 includesthe usualkinetic energy term s

and the potentialenergies (including internalenergies)

due to the trap potential~Vi(x),while Uij isthe atom -

atom , atom -m olecule, and m olecule-m olecule coupling

due to s-wave scattering. The atom ic and m olecu-

lar m asses are m 1;2 and m 0 = m 1 + m 2, and E m =

~[V0(0)� V1(0)� V2(0)]givesthe bare energy detuning

ofthe m olecularstatewith respectto freeatom s.

Next,we consider a coherent process ofRam an pho-

toassociationoram agneticFeshbach resonancecoupling,

givingrisetoan overalle� ectiveHam iltonian term in the

hom onuclearcase(only with bosons)[7,8]
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or,forthe caseofheteronucleardim erform ation involv-

ing eitherferm ionsorbosons[9]:
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Here,� is the bare atom -m olecule coupling responsible

forthe conversion offree atom pairsinto m oleculesand

vice versa. The heteronuclear case can be applied to

Ferm ionic atom pairs in di� erent spin states (̂	 1, 	̂ 2)

com bining into a Bosonic m olecule (	̂ 0), or pairs of

Bosonicand Ferm ionicatom scom biningintoaFerm ionic

m olecule,orelse to a fully Bosoniccasewhere the atom

pairsarenotidentical.

Bosonic hom onuclear case.Firstweconsiderthefully

Bosonic uniform case of Eq. (2), i.e., a single-species

atom icBEC (with m 1 � m )coupled toam olecularBEC,

wheretheatom icbackground energyischosen tobezero.

W eignoreinelasticcollisions{ which isa reasonableap-

proxim ation atlow density,and let� = U11,where � is

the bareatom -atom coupling due to s-wavescattering.

Here a m om entum cuto� is im plicitly assum ed,since

in renorm alizable theories one expects to obtain � nite

results only after the in� nities are absorbed through a

rede� nition ofbare couplings. To m anipulate integrals

thata prioriaredivergent,weregularizethem by a sim -

ple cuto� :integralsoverk arerestricted to jkj< K .

The hom ogeneousHam iltonian,Eq.(2),hasan exact

eigenstate in the sim plest two-particle sector [7,8]. In

m om entum space,we expand the � eld operators	̂ 0(x)

and 	̂ 1(x)in term sofFouriercom ponentsâ(k)and b̂(k),

respectively,with com m utation relations[̂a(k);̂ay(k0)]=

[̂b(k);̂by(k0)]= �(k � k
0).Including a cuto� K ,the (un-

norm alized)two-particleeigenstatecorresponding to the

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0404429v3
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zero center-of-m assm om entum isgiven by [7,8]

�
�
�	

(N )
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=
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â
y
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d3kG (k)

(2�)3=2
b̂
y
(k)̂b

y
(� k)

#N =2

j0i;

(4)

whereN = 2in theexactly solubletwo-particlecase,and

G (k) is the atom ic pair correlation function in Fourier

space. This coherent superposition ofa m olecule with

correlated pairs of atom s can be viewed as a dressed

m olecule.M oregenerally,thisisalsoausefullow-density

variationalansatzforN > 2 particles,whereitdescribes

a BEC ofdressed m olecules[7,8].

Ferm ionicorheteronuclearcase.Next,wewish tocon-

sider the im portant case ofFerm ionic atom pairs (with

m 1 = m 2 � m ) in di� erent spin states com bining into

a Bosonic m olecule. This is especially relevant to the

studiesofultracold Ferm igases[4,5,6]in the region of

resonant super
 uidity and BEC-BCS crossover. These

experim ents are notable for the greatly reduced inelas-

ticlossratefrom atom -m olecularcollisions,dueto Pauli

blocking [22]. In this Ferm ionic case,we only have an

s-wave coupling between the di� erent ferm ions,so that

� = U12.In addition,the� nalresultsofthissection can

beapplied to heteronuclearm olecules(with eitherstatis-

tics ofthe constituent atom s),except that the m ass m

hastobereplaced by 2m r;wherem r = m 1m 2=(m 1+ m 2)

isthe reduced m ass.

The Ham iltonian (3)relevantto thiscase,also hasan

exact eigenstate in the two-particle (N = 2) sector [9].

Expandingthe� eld operatorŝ	 1;2(x)in term sofFourier

com ponents b̂1;2(k),the eigenstateisnow given by

�
�
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â
y
(0)+

Z K

jkj= 0

d3kG (k)
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#N =2

j0i:

(5)

Asbefore,thisisalso a usefulvariationalansatz forthe

N -particle (N > 2)ground state,where itextendsBCS

theory to include a coherentm olecular� eld.

Exacteigenvalues. In either the hom onuclearorhet-

eronuclearcase,the exactenergy eigenvaluecorrespond-

ingtothetwo-particleeigenstate(N = 2)isknown [8,9].

Introducing a m ultiplicity param eters,where s = 1 for

the hom onuclear case,and s = 2 for the Ferm ionic or

heteronuclearcase,we� nd that

E = E m �
~s�2

2

�

� +
2�2~r0=m

r0K � tan� 1(r0K )

�� 1

= �
~
2

m r2
0

:

(6)

Forrealand positiver0,thiscorrespondstoabound state

with negativeenergy,and theresulting binding energy is

E b = � E . The quantity r0 is the correlation radius or

thee� ectivesizeofthedressed m olecule.Theright-hand

side ofEq.(6)needsto be solved forr0,orequivalently

for the binding energy E b � ~
2=(m r20) as a function of

E m ,butin generalithasno explicitsolution.

Next,it is usefulto re-express the bare Ham iltonian

param etersin term s ofrenorm alized observable param -

eters that are invariantat large m om entum cuto� . W e

therefore include a nonperturbative renorm alization us-

ing integral equation m ethods from scattering theory

[10], which has som e subtle features. In particular, a

repulsive contact potentialwith � > 0 has no e� ect {

it does not lead to scattering in three-dim ensional� eld

theory. However,either positive or negative scattering

lengths can be generated from the sam e type ofattrac-

tivecontactpotentialwith � < 0,depending on the lim -

iting procedure:ifitiscarried outwith su� ciently deep

potentialsto allow a bound state to form in the atom ic

� eld channel,then a positivescatteringlength ispossible

even with an attractiveshort-rangepotential.

The renorm alization [10]expressesthe bare valuesas

� = � �0, � = � �0, and E m = E 0 + s~�� �20=2, in

term s of the observed or renorm alized values �0, �0,

and E 0. In the Feshbach resonance case,for de� nite-

ness, E 0 = � �(B � B0). Here, the cuto� K is in-

cluded through a scaling param eter � = (1� ��0)
� 1
,

where � = m K =(2�2~),�0 = 4�~abg=m ,and abg is the

background s-wave scattering length for the atom s. In

the hom onuclearcase,� � = 2�1 � �m is the m agnetic

m om ent di� erence between the atom ic and the bound

m olecular channels,and B 0 is the m agnetic � eld corre-

sponding to the resonance, while in the heteronuclear

case,� � = �1 + �2 � �m .

W enow wish to rewriteEq.(6)in term softherenor-

m alized constants�0,�0,and E 0.Aftertaking thelim it

of large m om entum cuto� K , we obtain the following

sim ple analyticresult:

E 0 = � Eb �
sC ~�20

p
E b

1� 2C �0
p
E b

; (7)

where C � m3=2=(8�~2). Using E 0 = � �(B � B0),

Eq.(7) can also be rewritten in term s ofthe m agnetic

� elds, so that the resulting binding energy can be di-

rectly com pared with the experim entaldata.

In the JILA 85Rb experim ents [2, 21], the creation

ofa hom onuclear dressed m olecular state at a given B

valueisfollowed by a rapid changein the m agnetic� eld

which allowsan interferencefringeto be observed in the

rem aining totalnum ber ofatom s. The reason for the

fringeisdueto thefactthatin a dynam icalexperim ent,

paired atom sin thedressed m olecularwavefunction can

interfereconstructively ordestructively with condensate

atom s that are not in the ground-state wave function.

The resulting interference pattern oscillates with a fre-

quency corresponding to the dressed m olecular binding

energy.

A graphicalsolution ofEq. (7),i.e.,the binding en-

ergy E b vs B for the JILA 85Rb experim ent [2,21],is
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FIG .1:Binding energy E b versusthem agnetic�eld B forthe
85
Rb experim ent[2].Theparam etervaluesaretaken from the

subsequenthigh-precision m easurem entson the sam e system

[21]: B 0 = 155 G and abg = � 443a0,where a0 is the Bohr

radius. In addition,we take �0 = 2:84 � 10� 4 m 3=2/s and

�� = � 2:23� B [23],where �B is the Bohr m agneton. The

solid line isour theoreticalresult,Eq. (7),while the dashed

line isthe resultofEq.(8).The circlesare the experim ental

data ofRef.[21].
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FIG .2: Binding energy E b vsB for the 40K experim ent[4],

where B 0 = 224 G and abg = 174a0. In addition,we take

�0 = 1:12 � 10� 4 m 3=2/s and �� = 1:27� B [23]. The solid

line is our theoreticalresult,while the circles and the error

barsare the experim entaldata from Fig.5 ofRef.[4].

plotted in Fig.1,togetherwith experim entally observed

Ram sey fringe frequencies,which are interpreted in the

experim entasa dressed m olecularbinding energy. The

agreem ent between this sim ple analytic result and the

experim entally observed binding energy (as wellas the

coupled-channelcalculation [10])isexcellent.

Bindingenergy m easurem entswerealsocarried outfor

the case ofFerm ionic 40K atom s in two di� erent spin

statescom bining into a Bosonic m olecule [4]. In Fig. 2

we plotthe solution to Eq. (7),i.e.,the binding energy

E b vs the m agnetic � eld B ,for this experim ent,where

we also see a good agreem ent between the theory and

experim ent.

Near-threshold physics. There are com m on features

with eitherFerm ionicand Bosonicatom s.Allresultsare

expressed in term softhefourobservableparam eters�0,

�0,� �,B 0,and areclearly independentofthecuto� ,as

one would expect from a renorm alizable theory. There

aretwo casescorresponding to di� erentsignsof�0:

(i) Attractive case. Ifabg < 0,then E b is a single-

valued function ofB ,sothereisonlyonesolution branch.

(ii) Repulsive case. Ifabg > 0,then E b is a double-

valued function ofB ,so therearetwo solution branches.

Thiscasehasa bound state in the atom icchannel.

In allcases,thephysicsnearthreshold iscrucialto un-

derstandingeithertypeofexperim ent.Forsm allbinding

energiesin the vicinity ofthe resonance,Eq.(7)givesa

quadratic dependence ofE b on E 0 (or on the m agnetic

� eld B ):Eb ’ E 0
2=(sC ~�20)

2,where E 0 = � �(B � B0).

This is in agreem ent with the sim ple resonant scatter-

ing theory result that E b = ~
2=m a(B )2 near the reso-

nance [18,24]. Here,the e� ective scattering length is

a(B )= abg [1� � B =(B � B0)],� B is the width ofthe

resonance,and theatom -m oleculecoupling�0 can beex-

pressed via � B asfollows:�0 ’
p
8�abg� �� B =(sm ).

In the opposite lim it of large E b, i.e., for m agnetic

� eldsfaraway from theresonance,thesam eequation (7)

giveslineardependenceofE b on E 0 (and henceon B )as

expected,E b ’ � E0 + s~�20=(2�0),including a constant

energy shift. Thislinearbehaviorisnotaccessible with

theresonantscatteringtheoryresultofE b = ~
2=m a(B )2.

For C j�0j
p
E b � 1,i.e.,either for sm allbackground

scatteringjabgjorsm allbinding energiesE b neartheres-

onance,we can neglect2C �0
p
E b in the denom inatorof

the second term in Eq.(7)and obtain a quadratic with

respectto
p
E b.Thishasthefollowing explicitsolution:

E b ’ � E0 �
(sC ~�20)

2

2

"s

1�
4E 0

(sC ~�2
0
)2
� 1

#

; (8)

which (for s = 1) coincides with Eq. (21)ofRef. [17].

This result form ally incorporates the above-m entioned

quadratic dependence ofE b on E 0 near the resonance

where4E 0=(sC ~�
2
0)
2 � 1,and thelineardependencefar

away from the resonance. The quadratic dependence is

in qualitative agreem ent with the behavior found from

our exactresult. However,the linear part(E b ’ � E0)

{ while giving the correctslope ofthe binding energy {

does not account for the energy shift term s~�20=(2�0)

due to the renorm alization ofE m . This leads to a dis-

crepancy seen in Fig. 1 (dashed line) away from the

resonance,and is due to the fact that the assum ption

ofC j�0j
p
E b � 1 used to obtain Eq. (8)isinconsistent

with the case oflarge binding energiesunderconsidera-

tion. W e note here thatitisalso possible to obtain the

exactresultfrom them olecularG reen’sfunction m ethod

ofRef. [17],ifthe relevantself-energy term is included

withoutapproxim ation [25].

Therelativefraction oftheatom icand m olecularcom -

ponentsin the two-particle eigenstate can be calculated

using the conserved total num ber of atom ic particles,
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N̂ = N̂ 1 + 2N̂ 0 (or N̂ = N̂ 1 + N̂ 2 + 2N̂ 0 in theFerm ionic

case).Atlow density,the closed-channelm olecularfrac-

tion is(includingafactorof2tore
 ectthefactthateach

m oleculeconsistsoftwo atom s):

2N 0=N = (1+ 2F=s)
� 1

: (9)

Here,F �
R
d3kG 2(k)=(2�)3,and the correlation func-

tion G (k)isgiven by a Lorentzian

G (k)= G 0=
�
1+ r

2

0k
2
�
; (10)

wherek = jkj,G 0 = sm �0r
3
0=[2~(abg � r0)],and wehave

already taken into accountrenorm alization. Taking the

integralin F weobtain that

F =
G 2
0

8�r3
0

=
s2m 3=2�20

32�~
p
E b

�

1�
m 3=2�0

4�~2

p
E b

� � 2

; (11)

wherewehaveexpressed r0 = ~=
p
m E b,so thatthe� nal

resultcan beanalyzed asa function ofthem agnetic� eld

B using the solution to Eq.(7).

Com bining this resultwith Eqs. (7)and (9),we � nd

thatthe averagefraction ofbarem oleculesin the closed

channelis typically very sm allnear the resonance. For

exam ple,for 85Rb param eters [21]it is no higher than

2N 0=N ’ 0:07,form agnetic� eldsfrom B0 toB ’ 160G .

Thisim pliesthatthe structure ofthe dressed m olecules

and the underlying physics near the resonance is dom -

inated by the correlated atom pairs rather than by the

closed channelm olecules.

W e can also calculate the atom ic pair correlation in

coordinate space. This is the inverse Fourier transform

ofG (k) given by g(x)= G 0 exp(� jxj=r0)=(2�r
2
0jxj),for

jxj> 0.Sincer0 = ~=
p
m E b,itisclearthat,nearthresh-

old,thebound statesaresuperpositionsofm oleculeswith

pairsofatom satvery long range.Here,one can expect

m odi� cations [18]ofthe binding energy due to m ean-

� eld m any-body interactions of the correlated atom s,

which havea charactersim ilarto Cooperpairs.Such de-

parturesfrom the predicted binding energiesare indeed

observed [21]in high-precision Ram sey spectroscopy for
85Rb. Sim ilarly,recent collective-m ode spectroscopy in
6Lihas revealed BCS-like behavior near threshold with

reduced m odefrequencies[26],quitedi� erentto thatex-

pected fora conventionalm olecularBEC.

In sum m ary,a relatively sim ple � eld-theoretic m odel

forFeshbach coupling hasexactsolutionsforthe eigen-

statesin thelow-density two-particlesector.Itisableto

accuratelypredictFeshbach dressed-m oleculebindingen-

ergies,and alsogivesaphysicalunderstandingofthetype

ofcorrelated atom -m olecularstructureproduced in these

experim ents. The m odelhasa sim ple,universalcharac-

ter,and can be used to describe a variety ofcaseswith

both positiveand negativebackground scatteringlength.

Having analytic solutions ofthe actualeigenstates pro-

vides an alternative picture that aids in understanding

these interesting experim ents,and isreadily usable asa

starting pointto a m orecom pletem any-body theory.
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