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W e use the functional Integral approach to study low energy collective excitations in a continuum
m odelofneutraltwo-band super uidsat T = 0 forallcouplingsw ith a separable pairing interaction.
In the long wavelength and low frequency lin i, we recover Leggett’s analytical results in weak
coupling BCS) for swave pairing, and further obtain analytical results In strong coupling BEC)
for both two and three din ensional system s. W e also analyse num erically the behavior of the out—
ofphase exciton ( nie frequency) m ode and the in-phase phonon (G oldstone) m ode from weak
to strong coupling lin its, including the crossover region. In principle, the evolution of G oldstone
and nite frequency m odes from weak to strong coupling m ay be accessble experim entally in the
super uid phase of neutral Fem i atom ic gases, and could serve as a test of the validity of the

theoretical analysis and approxin ations proposed here.

PACS:7440+4k,7420Fg,0530Fk,03.75K k

I. NTRODUCTION

A twoband m odel for super uidity was introduced by
Suhl et al® :n 1959 soon after the BCS theory in or-
der to allow for the possbility ofm ultjple band crossing
through the Ferm i surface. Suhlet al¥ observed that a
larger num ber of energy bands crossing the Ferm i sur-
face could increase the overall electron state density and
Jlead to the onset of additional interactions. Since then,
this m odel has been used to describe high tem perature
superconductivity in copper oxides and,m ore recently i
has been used in connection to M gB 2.

In the sem halwork by Leggett, the existence of col-
lective phase m odes in twoband super uids has been
predicted in both neutral and charged system s. W ithin
the weak coupling BCS) lim i, Leggett showed that if
s-wave Interactions are attractive in both bands, an un-—
dam ped long-w avelength exciton ( nie frequency) m ode,
aswell as an undam ped long-w avelength phonon (G old—
stone) m ode m gy, gxist. T hese m odes w ere further stud-
ied theoretically®® in the BCS lim it, however, there was
no experin ental evidence of thejr, gxistence until m an—
ifestations of tw o-gap behaviour#2L%4% were und in
MgB,.

However, i has not been possible to study the evolu—
tion of collective spectra from weak BCS) to strong cou—
pling BEC) lim it untilvery recently. A dvances in exper—
In entsw ith neutralFem igasesenabled the tunning and
control of tw o-particle interactionsbetween atom s ip-qif-
ferent hyper ne statesby using Feshbach resonancedt?t3.
This kind of control is not fully present in standard
ferm jonic condensed m atter system s, and has hindered
the developm ent of experin ents that could probe sys—
tem atically the e ects of strong correlationsas a fiinction
of coupling or density of ferm ions. It was thought the-
oretically for m any years that a weakly coupled BCS)
super uid could evolve an oothly Into the lm it of tightly
bound,pairs wh,ich yndergo B oseE Instein condensation
BEC)L423441748L929 T was not until recently that
the rst exper:m ental evidencg .that hyper ne states of
40K CRef'21 22: and °Li CReng’Q‘!'?i 26‘ can form weakly

and tightly bound atom pairs (C ooper pairs), when the
m agnetic eld is swept through an s-wave Feshbach res—
onance.

Considering these recent ndings In condensed m at—
ter system s and advances in atom ic physics experin ents,
we expand Leggett's calculation of collective m odes in
neutraltwo-band (s-wave) super uids tp-all couplings by
follow Ing a sin ilar oneband approachg_}-'. These collec—
tive m odes for two-band s-wave system s are undam ped
In the low -frequency and low -m om entum lim its, provided
that the two-quasiparticlke threshold is not reached. W e
present results of the evolution of the nite frequency
and G oldstone’s m odes from weak coupling BCS) and
to strong coupling BEC) lim is, and discuss brie y the
possbility of observing these m odes in experin ents in—
volving m ulticom ponent ultracold atom ic Fermm i gases.
W hile i is still am atter of debate that extentions of E a=
glest4, Leggett’d?, and Nozieres and Schm itR ink’dL8
(N SR ) suggestions are good quantitative description of
the crossover phenom ena, the evolution of collective
m odes can serve as a test of these ideas.

T he rest of the paper is organized as follows. In sec—
tion II, we discuss the e ective action and the saddle
point approxim ation for a twoband continuum Ham ik
tonian with attractive interactions in the s-wave chan—
nel and a Josephson interband coupling term . W e anal-
yse the e ects of Gaussian uctuations In section ]le
and derive e ective am plitude and phase actions, from
which the in-phase G oldstone) and out-ofphase ( nie
ﬁequency) collective m ode spectra are calculated In sec—
tion -IV. The evolution of these m odes is analysed as
a function of interaction strengths from the BCS to the
BEC lin Ji:both analytically and num erical in section 'V'
In section -V I w e sum m arize our conclusions and propose
that ultra-cold Fem i atom s can be used to test our re—
sults regarding the evolution ofthe nite frequency and
G oldstonem odes in tw o-band super uids. F inally, in Ap-—
pendix A, we present details of the m atrix elem ents in—
volved in the phase and am plitude e ective actions, while
In Appendix B, we show the long wavelength expansion
coe cients needed to evaluate the phase m odes.
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II. EFFECTIVE ACTION METHOD

A Ham iltonian for muliband (or m ulticom ponent)
super uids w ith singlet pairing can be w ritten as

X X
H = n (k)aZ;k; an k; + Unm (q) n;g m; q
nk; n;m ;q
X
+ Van &k, B oo 1)
n;m kk%q

w here the Indicesn and m labeldi erent bands (or com —
ponents), labels the soins (or pseudo-spins), and k la—
bels the mom entum . In dejijon, a¥ g is the ferm ion

n

creation Operator, njq = , @, 4, @nx; istheden—

. _ .Y Y ;
sity operator, and b, o = @5, 0w, i qepy 1S the
pair creation operator. Here, , k)= ", k) , where
"o k)= "uj0+ k’=2m, @)

W ih h = 1) is the kinetic energy of ferm ions. T he refer—
ence energiesare "1;0 = Oand "z;0 = Eg > 0 (see Fjg.:_]:);
m, isthe e ective m ass for the n™ band. Furthem ore,
the tem s U,, and V,, ocorrespond to the Coulomb and
pairing Interaction m atrix elem ents, resgpectively. Since
In thispaperwe are Interested only In the neutralcase, we
w ill ignore Coulom b interactions, and consider only the
pairing tem . T his choice is m ore appropriate to ultra-
cold atom ic Ferm igases, whik the inclusion of Coulomb
term s is m ore appropriate In the case of superconduc—
tors. T he discussion of the charged case is postponed to
a future m anuscript. For the neutral case, we take

Vam (k;ko)z Vim k) n (ko) 3)

to be sgparable, and we consider in general a two-band
system w ith distinct intraband interactionsV;; and V,,,
and Interband interactions Vi, and V,; . Notice that the
o -diagonalterm sVi, and Vz; play the role of Josephson
coupling termm s. For the purpose of this paper we will

BX (q)vnm Bn (Q) =

nm ;q

D[7Y; Jlexp

to decouple the femm ionic degrees of freedom at the
expense of ntroducing the bosonic elds , (@), wih

g= (@;iv:) wherev. = 2 = . The tensor g, , assoct
ated w ith thebosonicpairing elds , (@) can bew ritten
as
qi1 92 _ 1 Va2 Viz | @®)
P1 22 detVv V1 Vip !

where detV = V11V, Vi,Vz1 . Perform ing an integra—

nm ;q

consider allV,, to be negative. The , k) coe cients
are symm etry factors characterizing the chosen angular
mom entum channel.

Eo

FIG .1: Schem atic gureoftwo-bandsw ith reference energies
"0 = 0 ortheband 1 and ";;0 = E¢ forband 2.

In the In agihary-tin e finctional integration form alism
( = 1=T,h= kg = 1), the partition finction is w ritten

as
Z
Z= Dk'%ak® @)
w ith an action given by
2 3
Z X
s= d4 al,, ()@)anx; ()+H(P: ()
0 n;k;

The Ham iltonian from Eq. @) can be re-w ritten in the
form

a2l (g ()

Wam B @i )i (6)

wih B, @; ) = ; « n®&bixq. We 1rst ntroduce
the Nambu spinor ¥ (o) = (ai,p,.;an,. pt )i where p =
(k;iw ) isused to denote both m om entum and M atsub-—
ara frequencies W= (2‘+ 1) = ). Furthem ore, we use
the H ubbard-Stratanovich transform ation

Y @%n o @+

tion over the ferm lonicpart O [ ¥; 1) leadsto
X
S = i(q)gnm m (q)
nm ;q
+ 0 k) ppo  TrinG, ' : ©)

n;p;p°



H ere, the inverse N am bu m atrix is

0

p+p P+ p
G,' = a( @,¢( )+ Y@ af )
2 2
+ [w. g n &) 3] pip°7 (10)
w here = (1 2)=2 and ; arethePaulisoin m atri-
ces.

W e choose an approxin ation schem e where the eld
n @) Iswritten asa sum ofa -independent (stationary)
part and a -dependent contribution

n @ FS)):

W e st wrte the inverse Nambu m atrix in tem s oftwo
m atrices:

n @ = nj0 0t n @: 11)

Go'=Gnpo "0+ GnpGaa )t 12)

The rst one is the saddle point Inverse Nam bu m atrix
given by

iw k) ; ©)
Gnpo ' = noL L o i a3
070 P’ n ;0 n(P) w + n(k) ( )
and the second one is the uctuation m atrix
|
, !
1_ 0 R (a)n B
Gna = p+p° 7
n@ 5 GF) 0
(14)

used in the expansion of the natural logarithm of

b : .
( .l)lTr(G n;OG n;l 1)l:
1

=1

TrinG ,'= TrihG .,

15)
W ithin this approxim ation, we expand the action to
second order in the uctuation eld , (@) . This proce-
dure producesan e ective action ofthe form S = Sg+ S,,
where
X
Gnm n;0 m;0

n;m

+ n k) pip°
n jpsp°

TrhG,

is the e ective saddle point action, and

X

Sy=  Goa;0(2Gh, "©3)Gna,0 (B4)G sy (A1)

nipi

is the G aussian correction to it. The notation (ij) in
the G m atrices is understood as the m om entum labels
(eispy). An inportant comm ent about Sy is in order.
W riting ,;0 In tem s of its am plitude and phase

n;0= J npJexp @’ n); (16)

the rsttem ofS, becom esthe sum oftncg,oont:dbutbns:
the standard band-diagonal temm s aGnnd nj0 f ,
and the band-o -diagonal 2 g2J 1;00 2;0Jc0s(’ 2

" 1) corresponding to the Josephson coupling between
bands. Since gj; = Vi,=detV , with detV > 0 and
all Vo, < 0, the saddle point them odynam ic poten—
tial ¢ = So= , has is quadratic tem of the fom
Vo2 D 10F + V11 207 2323 1501 250J00s( 2
’1))=detV ; which show s explicity the Josephson energy.
For the case chosen, where allV,,, are negative, the in-
phase ', = 7, is the only stable solution. However, if
Vi, were positive, another stable solution would appear
where’, = ’1+ .Thisisthesocalled -phasesolution,
w hich we w ill not discuss here.

From the stationary condition @Sq=@
tain the order param eter equations

L@ = Oweacb-

B X . .. tanh En2<k°)
m ;0 — n'kovnm n (k ) n;0 n (k )W (17)
whereE, k) = (2&)+ j » k)F)7 is the quasiparticle

energy spectrum . N ote that the order param eter

n(k)= n;0 n(k) (18)
is a sgparable function oftem perature T and m om entum
k.

In thism anuscript, w e focus on s-wave super uids, and
thus consider only the zero angular m om entum channel
ofthe interaction V,, k;k%. In addition, nstead oftak—
ing 5 k)= 1 (independent ofk) which would cause ul-
traviolt divergences (logarithm ic in two din ensions and
linear in three dim ensions) in the Integrations over m o—
mentum for the order param eter equation, we take

n k)= 1=+ k=ky,0)" 2 19)

as the corresponding sym m etry factor in two dim ensions
@D ), and

n k)= 1=0+ k=kn;) @0)

as the corresponding symm etry factor n three dim en—
sions (3D ). Here ky ;0 Rn;lo,whereRn;o plys the role
of the interaction range in real space, sets the scale at
large m om enta, and it is necessary to produce the phys—
ically correct behaviour of a generic interaction at short
wavelengths. In the case of 2D, Vy k;k% 1 oramall
k and k%, while V., &;k°% 1= kk° Py Jarge k and
k%, when a generic real potential is used?d. There is
no ulraviolt divergence in our theory since the mo—
mentum ntegrations always produce nie results. This
choice of Interactionshas the advantage ofm aking unnec—
essary the introduction of the T -m atrix approxin ation
to renom alize the order param eter equation, and rede—
ne the Interagtign am plitude in tem s of the two-body
binding energy?%8%. I the case of 3D, Vap, k;k% 1
r anallk and k%, whilke Va, k;k° 1=k¥ for large
k and k° when a generic real potential is used®é. No-
tice that, our three dim ensional interaction , (k hasthe
sam e behaviour at both low and high m om enta w ith the




oneused by N ozieresetaltd )= =P 13 k=ko)?.E i
ther choice (cursorN SR ’s) produces qualitatively sin ilar
results as it willbe later discussed.

Furthem ore, the order param eter equations need to
be solved selfconsistently w ith the num ber equation

X 1 E
N = 1 n k) tanh =0 k) ; e1)
2  2E, k) 2ky T
n;k;
which isobtained rom N = @ (=@ ,where ( isthe

saddle point them odynam ic potential. T he inclusion of

uctuations are very in portant for the num ber equation
near the critical tem perature of the system , and In this
case the saddk point them odynam ic potential needs to
be corrected to = ot ¢,where ; should be calcu-
lated at least at the G aussian level. In this m anuscript,
however, we lin it ourselves to uctuation e ects at low
tem peratures, as discussed next.

ITI. GAUSSIAN FLUCTUATIONS

W e now Investigate G aussian uctuations in the pair-
Ing eld , (@ about the the static saddle point ..
The G aussian (quadratic) e ective action can be w ritten
as

X
Sg = Sol n;0)+5 Y

q

aM @ @ @2)

where the uctuation eld is

(= @i 1( @; 20 9@; ,@ @3)

and M (qg) isthe wuctuation m atrix given by

0 1
M 111 M 112 0 do
M M g2 0 cC
M (@ = oo @4)
5 % 0 g1 M5 MZ
g1 0 M7 MY
where the matrix ekments M 7} @) M2 ( g, and

M 1, @ =M @ aregiven by

X
Lo ga ot a2)F# o+ s (D)
P

2o+ =2)& P+ Qs ©):

My = Gn t

X

n _ 1
M12_

P

The expressjons #n (P) = n( p)=F (P) and & (P) =

n k)=F () are the matrix elments G ;)11 and
G n;0)12, respectively. Here, we use the de nitions
)= W, k), andF @) = J.@F+ 3 .k7T.
Notice that whileM 7, (@) and M }}; @) are even under the
transform ations q ! g and 1w ! iw; M ) @ and
M [} (@ are even only under the transform ation g ! d,
having no de ned parity in w .. In addition, notice that
when g1, = g7 = 0, and the uctuation m atrix becom es

block diagonal indicating that the two bands are uncou—
pled. This corresponds to the case where the Josephson
coupling Vi, = Vy1 = 0, slhoe gy, =  Vp=detV as indi-
cated in Eq. ).

Perform ing M atsubara sum m ations over w « in the ex—
pressions orM ; and M 7, kadsto

n gp gh ap ap
M 11 (q) Gin n;ll n;ll ; (25)
n gp gh ap dgp 26
M 12 (q) n;12 n;l2 i @6)

w here the explicit form ofthe ,;;; functions is given in
Appendix A, for the peruse of the reader. W e choose
to separate the contrbutions of the m atrix elem ents
M iy in term s of quasiparticlequasiparticle (Qp gp) and
quaskparticlequashole (e gh) processes in order to
isolate the channels that contrbute to Landau dam p—
Ing of the collective m odes to be discussed in the next
section.

IVv. COLLECTIVE MODESAT T=20

T he collectivem odes are determ ined by thepolesofthe
propagatorm atrix M ! () for the pair uctuation els

@), which describe the G aussian deviations about the
saddle point order param eter. The poles of M ! (q) are
determm ined by the condition detM = 0, and lad to a
dispersion for the collective m odesw = w (), when the
usual analytic continuation iv. ! w + i0* isperform ed.

W e w ill focus here only at the zero tem perature lim i,
but we will analyse phase and am plitude m odes. At
T = 0,onky thegp gp tem scontrbute, asthegp gh
term s vanish identically (see Appendix A).In this lim i,
we separate the diagonalm atrix elem ents of M () into
even and odd contributions w ith respect to w

X 1 %+ EEQE + EY

M@= gat s @7
. 2EE°W E + EY°]
. X €[ % EE W
n ;0 _ .
Man @ = 2EEOW2 @ + E92] 8
k

The o diagonaltem iseven in w, and it reduces to

X @ OE"‘EO]

€ + E9?2]

M, @ = ©9)

2E E Ofw 2

W e used In the previous expressions the follow ing sim pli-

ed notation, the kineticenergies , k) ! s nk+q)!
%; the quasipartick energiesE, k) ! E,E, &k + q) !
E the orderparameters o k)! , ,k+qg)! %
and the symmetry factors , k) ! , ,&+qg=2)! °.

In order to obtain the collective m ode spectrum e
express (@ = @' "@ = (,@+ i.@)= 2
where , @); n @; »n @ and , (@ are all real. Notice
thatthenew elds ,(@ = ,@cos @,and , (@ =

n @ sih (@ can be regarded essentially as the am pli-
tude and phase elds respectively, when () is anall



This change of basis can be described by the follow ing
unitary transform ation

O1 i 0 01O 1(q)1
131 410 0CB 1@C¢C
= — , : 30
@ 19—2@00 ;1A @ 2(q)A (30)
00 11 2 @

Since we are considering the case where the saddle point
orderparameters ; (k) and ; (k) are in phase the uc-

tuation m atrix in the rotated basis then reads
0

x; iz 0 d2
i 0 C
ﬁ _ 13 Yi d2 K 31
d 0 g1 Y2 iz &7 GL
31 0 iz X2
where x, = M + ML, v, M Y Mp,, and

z, = M ;{° with the q dependence being in plicit. The
rotated m atrix B isas com plex as the un-rotated m atrix
M , and the real advantage of working In the rotated ba-
sisnvolwving elds , and , isthat the Interpretation n
term s of am plitude and phase elds is straight-forward.
For Instance, by Inspection, notice that the phase uctu-
ation elds ; and , corresponding to di erent conden—
sates that are coupled by interband elem ents g1, = gp1 .
T he sam e applies to am plitude uctuation elds ; and

2. W hen the Interaction V;, = 0, the m atrix elem ent
g1 vanishes, the m atrix ® becom es block diagonaland
the two bands are decoupled. In this case the oneband
results previopsly obtained are recovered for each inde-
pendent band®?’.

Next, we focus on phasephase and am plitude-
am plitude collective m odes. T he easiest way to get the
am plitude-am plitude collective m odes is to integrate out
the phase eldsto obtain an am plitude-only e ective ac—
tion

X
S 12 E

Y@M . @ @; 32)

q

where Y(@ = (1@); 2@). The an plindeam pliude
uctuation m atrix has the form

X1+ yzzf=W a
g2l z22z=W,)

gz (1 z2z=W,)

M,= 2
X2 + y122=W a

A33)
whereW , = g%, vvz. The dispersion relation for the
am plitude-am plitude collective m odes is obtained from
the condition detM 5, = 0. In this paper, however, we
arem ostly interested in the phase-phase collectivem odes.
T hus, upon integration ofthe am plitude eldswe obtain
a phase-only e ective action
X

S =

12 E Y (q)M ) (q) (q); 34)

a

where Y(@ = (1@); 2@).
tion m atrix has the form

T he phasephase uctua—

v+ xzzf=W P
g2 @ zzZ=W )

g2 @ zzZ=W )

M = 2
P Vo + x125=W

(35)

with W, = gf, xx,. Agah, the dispersion relation
for the phasephase collective m odes is obtained from

the condition detM , = 0 corresponding to poles of the
phase-phase correlation m atrix M o !, In the next sec-
tion, we discuss both analytical results for the phase—
phasem odesin BCS and BEC 1im its, aswellasnum erical
results and the crossover regin e.

W enote In passing that at nite tem peratures, or con—
tinuum swave system s, the gqp  gp tem s are well be-
haved In the long-wavelength and low frequency lm i,
while the gop gh temm s do not In general allow for a
sim ple expansion in the sam e lim it due to the presence
of Landau dam ping (see Appendix A ). H owever, at zero
tem perature, the qo gh tem s vanish, and a well de-

ned expansion is possbl at low frequencies provided
that the collective m odes can not decay into the two—
quasiparticle continuum . T hus, the collective m ode dis—
persion w (q) m ust satisfy the follow ing condition

minfE; k)+ E;k+ g);Exk)+ Ex k+ g)g:

(36)
To obtain the long wavelength dispersions for the collec—
tivemodesat T = 0, we expand the m atrix elem ents of
i Eqg. {_3-]_;)) In the am plitudephase representation to
second order In jand fourth order n w to get

w ()

X, = Ap+ Coyf Duow?+ E w?hmf+ Faw?;37)
Y = Pn + Qn:sz RnW2 + Snwzjqu + an4;(38)
Zn = Bpw+ Hnw3; (39)

where expansion coe cientsare given in Appendik B .A s
it w illbecom e clear in section V!, the 1§ order term s in
the expansion are not necessary to calculate the collective
m ode frequencies w (q) accurately to order 3.

T he expressions of the coe cients found In A ppendix
B are valid for values of the interaction range param eter
kn ;0 that satisfy the diluteness condition (kn;o=ks 1).
However, n order to m ake analytical progress in the cal-
culation of collective m odes to be discussed next, w e take
thelim it ks, ! 1 ,sihceallthemomentum integralsare
convergent. This is in contrast to the situation encoun-
tered w ith the order param eter equation, where we used
kn ;o 10ks in order to ensure convergence of our nu—
m ericalcalculations for j , jand aswillbe seen in the
next section.

V. ANALYTICALAND NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we will focus only on the Iong-
wavelength (small §) lm it phasephase m odes deter—
m Ined by the condition detM , = 0. W e begin our dis-
cussion w ith the trivialcasewhen g3, = 0 wWhereV,, = 0
butV;; and Vy, can have any negative value) w hich corre—
sponds to two uncoupled bands. In this case, the phase—
phase uctuation matrix M , = 0 becom es block diag-
onal, and we nd two G oldstone m odes satisfying the
relation

wi=cuf; 40)



where the square of the speed of sound ¢, n n™® band is
given by

AnQn
B2+ AR,

& =

0, the corresponding eigenvectors are

(41)

In the limi g !
given by

Y= 0;w=0)= (1; 2)/ @;0) 42)
for the rstband, and
Y@= 0w=0)= (15 2)/ 0;1) 43)

for the second band, respectively. T hese resultsare iden—
ticalto the known results in the one-band case?’.

However, In the non-trivial case when gy, 6 0, which
corresponds to a nite Jopephson coupling Vi, between
bands, we nd two m odes. In order to determ ine the
collective m ode spectra w (q) accurately to order fy¥ it
is su cient to rew rite the detemm inant condition In the
form

s+ smf=0; @

where , are non-trivial and extrem ely com plicated
functions of the expansion coe cientsA ;B ;Cnh;D
given In Appendix B . T he exact dependence can be ob—
tained via a sym bolicm anjpulation program , but we w ill
not quote these general resuls here or In appendices, as
they are not particularly illum nating. Instead, we will
present sim ple lin is, w here their behavior can be easily
understood.

In thisnon-trivialcaseofgi, € 0,we nd two collective
modes. The rstm ode is the G oldstone m ode satisfying
the relation

wh( 1+ amP)+wi( s+

w? = d3f; 45)
w here the square of the speed of sound c is given by
C2 = 5= 3 > 0: (46)

In the Imi g !
m ode is given by

0, the eilgenvector of the G oldstone

Ya=0w=0)= (1;2)/ G 1373 29 @7

w hich isvalid for allvalues ofthe V;; and V,, couplings.
N otice that this m ode is associated w ith the in-phase

uctuations ofthe phases ofthe order param eters around
their saddle point values.

In the particular case, where g;,=m nfN ; ;N »,g is the
an allest expansion param eter (small g;, lm i) we can
perform a Taylor expansion ofthe , coe cients around
g2 = 0, and obtain

&=t @201+ P1Q2)=F1t + Poty); 48)

as the square of speed c of the G oldstone m ode. Here,
we introduced a coe cient

th= An P)=B2+R,@, B> 0; 49)

which is positive de nite shce A, > P, and R, > O.
T he precise m eaning of the am allest expansion param e—
ter gi,=m nfN 1 ;N ,g w illbe clear In sub-sectionsA and
B, where we discuss analytically the weak and strong
coupling lin its. The eigenvector in the anall g;, lin it
is exactly the sam e as In the case of general g;,, since
Yg= O;w = O_) = (1; 2) is ndependent of the value of
J12. SeeEqg. Cflj))
The second m ode isa nite frequency m ode satisfying
the relation

w?=wg+ vVuf; (50)
w here the square ofa nite frequency wy ofthe m ode is
wi= 3=1>0 (51)

and the square of the speed v ofthe m ode is
V= 3 =% 4= 1+ 5= 31 (52)

T he eigenvector for thism ode has a com plicated expres—
sion

Yaiw)= (17 2)/ @aWp a2)iviW p + X227);
(53)
for a generalvalue of gy, .
In the snallgy, lm i, the coe cients sin plify to
Wg = P+ Pyt > O; (54)
V= Qi+ Q. é> 0: (55)

In the lm it ofw = wqo, g ! 0, and snallg,, the eigen—
vector expression sim pli es to

Yaiw)= (1;2)/ G 257 J1F) (56)

and it becom es transparent that this m ode is associated
w ith out-ofphase uctuations ofthe phases of the order
param eters around their saddl point values, sihce t, are
posiive de nite.

Before discussing the collective m odes in the analyt—
ically tractable weak and strong coupling lin its, notice
that a nite g Goldstone m ode is only possible when
& > 0,and thata nite g nite frequency m ode is only
possble when w2 > 0. If these conditions are violated
them odes are non-existent. Furthem ore, caution should
be exercised by recalling that the sm allw approxin ation
used In the expansion of general uctuation m atrix (Iﬁ )
elem entsbreaksdown when the frequency w ofany ofthe
collective m odes m oves up into the continuum of two-
quaslparticle states. Therefore, our results are strictly
valid only for

w  mnf2E; k);2E; k)g; 67
which corresponds to
w  minf2j 13523 239 (58)
In the weak coupling BCS) lim it, and to
p
JF+31Fi2 GItE0P+ ] 2Fg
(59)
In the strong coupling BEC) lin it. W ith these condi-

tions in m ind, we discuss next the weak and strong cou—
pling lim is.

w m inf2



A . W eak Coupling Lim it

The swave weak coupling lin it is characterized by
the criteria > 0, > Eoq, L j 13 and
Eo Jj 273 Analytic calculations are particularly
sin ple in this case since all integrals for the coe cients
needed to calculate the collective m ode dispersions are
peaked near the Ferm isurface (see Appendix B). In ad—
dition, we m ake use of the nearly perfect particle-hole
symm etry, which forces integrals to vanish, when their
Integrands are odd under the transform ation !
For Instance, the coe cients that couple phase and am —
plitude m odes w ithin a given band B, and H ,) vanish.
T hus, in this case, there is no m ixing betw een phase and
am plitude elds within n® band, as can be seen by -
spection ofthe uctuation m atrix % .
W e would like to focus on the phasephase collective
m odes, as they correspond to the low energy part of the
collective m ode spectrum . N otice that, all expansion co—
e clentsappearing In the phasephase uctuation m atrix
M , are analytically tractable. T he expansion ofthem a-
trix elem ents to order {1 § and w? isperfom ed underthe
condition w;FF=2m,) minf23 1527 »§F. To evalu—
atex, foreachbandn,weneed A1 = g2 2FJ 17+ N1,
A, = go1] 1FJ 23+ N, which are the coe cients of
the (@ = Ojw = 0) tem ; C, = &G, N,=123 ,F, which
are the coe cients of §j%; D = N,=127 , ¥, which are
the coe cients ofw 2; and F, = N,=1207 ,F, which
are the coe cients ofw *. To evaluate y,, we need P, =
g12] 2F] 1Jand P2 = go1J 1F7] 23 which are the coet-
clentsofthe (@ = 0jw = 0)tem ;Q, = &, Ny=43 ¥,
which arethe coe cientsof §j%;Rn = N,=47 ,F,which
are the coe cientsofw ?;and T, = Np=247 ,f which
are the coe cients ofw %. Here,
P—
Chjw = VnFrp = dn (60)

is the velociy ofthe sound m ode in the oneband caseﬂ,
d, is the dim ension, v, is the Fem ivelocity, and N ,
is the density of states at the Fem i energy per soin
N, = mp,L?=2 . 2D and N, = m,L%k,p=2 %2 1
3D) in n™ band. W hile we use N, as the density of
states per spin at the Femm ienergy, in Reff the density
of states used inclides both spins. The o diagonalele—
mentsare M p)i12= M p)21 = d2,snceB;=B;=0
and H; = H, = 0, as discussed above. N otice that the
expressions above are valid forboth 2D and 3D bands,,

In orderto bring oyr results in contact w ith Leggett’s?,
and Sharapov et. alg, we m ake use of the order param —
eter saddle point Eq. {i]‘) atT =0

J 130+ ViiFp)
J 230+ VaoF32)

J2V21F2; (61)
J1V12F1; (62)

and consider the sm allg;, lin it where

gr2=m nfN 1;N.g minfj ;Fj 2Pp=maxfj 1F7 29:

(63)

A sinple evaluation ofdetM , = 0 lads to a G oldstone
modew? = & §f, characterized by the speed of sound

i (64)

and a nite frequency (Leggett) modew? = w3+ v 517,
characterized by

N;+ N V12 ) 7] j
Wl = 1 2 BVi2 D 1] 22]; 65)
2NN, Vi1Vyy V5

N.Z, + N
PRI PRAEL Zcﬁ”’; (66)
N, + N,

wherewgy isa nite frequency, and v is the speed ofprop—
agation of the m ode. Here we reintroduced all the cou—
pling constants of the original Ham iltonian in Eqg. ('_]:) .
These results are valid only in the weak-coupling lim i,
wih allV,, < 0, and detV > 0. Notice that ifV,, = 0
the Leggett m ode does not exist as the two bands are
uncoupled. Furthem ore, the trivial 1m it of oneband
(say only band 1 exists) is directly recovered by taking
j 2= 0,N, = 0and ¢,, = O which kadsto & = &
w2 = 0,and v* = 0.

Tt is also very illustrative to analyse the eigenvectors
associated w ith the tw o-solutions. For G oldstone’sm ode,
In thelmit ofg ! 0; forany gis, i iseasy to see that

w !

Yag=0w=0)= (1;2)/ G 1373 29; 67)

corresponding to an in-phase m ode. In the degenerate
case, where j 1j= Jj ,j and N; = N,, the elgenvector

Y= 0;w = 0) / (1;1) and the phase elds are per-
fectly in phase. T he eigenvector for the nite frequency
modeis Y(;w)= (15 2)/ @2iy1). In the particular
lim it where g, is sn all (Leggett m ode), this leads to an
eigenvector

Y@= 0iw=wo)= (17 2)/ N2J 1F NiJ 23;
(68)
w hich corresponds to an outofphase m ode. In the de-
generate case, this simnpli es further to Y@= O;w =
0)= (1; 1) becom ing a perfectly out-ofphase m ode.
Now , wewould lke to tum ourattention to the analysis
of the phasephase m odes In the strong coupling lim i,
which is also analytically tractable.

B. Strong Coupling Lim it

The swave strong coupling lim it is characterized by
thecriteria < 0,and jj J i1jand j j+ Eo J 23
The situation encountered here is very di erent from
the weak coupling lim it, because one can no longer in—
voke particle-hole symm etry to sin plify the calculation
of m any of the coe cients appearing in the uctuation
matrix #  (see Appendix B). In particular, the coe -
cients B, & 0 indicate that the am plitude and phase

eldsw ithin an ndividualband n arem ixed.



W e w il concentrate here only on phasephase m odes
characterized by the uctuation matrix M ,. The ex—
pansion of the m atrix elem ents to order Iy and w* is
perform ed under the condition @w;3F=2m ) 27 4
Allthe coe clents (X ,jyn;Zn ;W p) appearng n M , m a-
trix Eq. {35) are evaluated to order (§ 1 %3 3% and
G 2F G j+ Eo))? in the strong coupling lin it for both
two and three dim ensional system s. To evaluate x, for
eachband n,weneed A1 = g2 2FJ 13+ 17 13=23 3
Ao = gi] 1F) 23+ 23 2F=2( 3+ Eo), which are the
coe cientsofthe (= O;w = 0) temm;C , = ,=4m,,
which are the coe cients of 1§yj%; D1 = 1=8j 3 D, =

»,=8(j j+ Eg), which are the coe cients of w 2, and
Fl = 1 1=512] ja, Fz = 2 1=512 (j j+ E0)3,Whjch
are the coe cients of w 4. To evaliate y,, we need
P1 = g12] 2F] 1Jand P2 = g21J 1F] 23 which are the
coe clentsofthe = O;w = 0) tem; Q , = ,=4m,,
which are the coe cients of §j%; R1 = 1=87 j R, =

2=8(j j+ Eg), which are the coe cients of w 2, and
T, = 1 =5123 3, T, = 2 =512(j j+ Eo)?, which
are the coe cients ofw . To evaluate z, for each band
n,weneed B, = ,,which are the coe cients ofw, and
Hi= 1 =96j §,H,= , =96(j j*+ Eo)? which are the
coe cientsofw °. The computation ofW , = ¢, x X2,
Just relies on the know ledge ofx,, already obtained above.
W hilk the expressions above are valid or any value of
and Ey In the 2D bands, they are only rigorously valid

for j j Eo In the 3D case through the use of the di-
m ensionally dependent variables ,,and and which
In the 3D case becom e
p
1= N3=8 JJF; (69)
2= Ny=8 (JJj+tEo)Fr; (70)
and =5, = 3. To write our expressions In com pact

notation and to recover the degenerate Iimit E, ! 0),
wekeep Eg n all3D coe cients. A 1l expressions for the
3D case can be converted into the 2D case through the
follow iIng procedure. In all coe clents X 4 ;Yn7ZniW p),
the dependence In j 3 (J j+ Ey) is transform ed into

J F2; (3 j+ E)=2, and the variables ,, and and
need to be rede ned as
1= N1=833F (71)
2 = N2=8(] j+ Eo); (72)

and =2, = 2.

In the limit g ! 0, the condition detM , = 0 leads
again to two modes. G eneral expressions for the col-
Jkctive m odes are highly non-trivial and, therefore, we
consider analytically only the asym ptotic sm allgy, lin it
de ned as

gi2=m InfN ;;N ,g

(73)
w In this case, the G oldstone m ode corresponds to w 2=
Z ¥, where

oo 3 Fst 203 E0d,
133+ 23 3+ Eo)

(74)

fminfj 133 »9FG 7+ EQT 1t

is the square of the speed of sound. The nite frequency
mode Which is the extension of Leggett’s m ode in the
weak coupling lim i) corresponds to w? = v 3f + w?,
w here

2 1JJ+ 20 3+ Eo) V12 1 23

W, = — — ; (75)
0 213320 3+ Eo) ViiVee V'

] 5.+ i 9+ E .
ISR "RAE1 B Ll 76)
1J 3+ 20 3+ Eo)

are the nite frequency, and speed of propagation of the
m ode, respectively. H ere, the quantitites

P
C;s = J1F 8m13 37 77)

G = J 2F 8mai( j+ Eg) (78)

are the velocities of the sound m ode in the oneband
cas?’l. These results are valid only in the strong-coupling
Iim i, with allV,, < 0, and detv > 0. Notice that if
Vi, = 0 the nite frequency m ode does not exist as the
tw o bands are uncoupled. Furthem ore, the trivial lim it
ofoneband (say only band 1 exists) is directly recovered
by taking , = 0 and ¢;s = 0 which leadsto & = &
w2 = 0,and v* = 0.

T he eigenvectors associated w ith these solutions are as

s’

follow s. For G oldstone’sm ode, In the lim it ofg ! 0 and
for any value of g5,
Yag=0w=0)= (1;2)/ G 1373 29; (79)

corresponding to an in-phase m ode. For the nie fre—
quency mode (in the small g;, lim i), the eigenvector
becom es

133 23

(80)
which corresponds to an out-ofphase mode, as , > 0.
In the degeneratecase (1= 2, J 1J= J 2jand Eg !
0), this smpli es furtherto Y@= O;w = 0) = (1; 1)
becom Ing a perfectly out-ofphase m ode, sin ilar to the
weak coupling case.

Next, we would like to tum our attention to the anal-
ysis of the phasephase m odes in the crossover region
which is not analytically tractable and requires num eri-
cal calculations.

Ya@=0w=wo)/ (203 3+ Eo)I 13

C. Num ericalR esults and C rossover R egion

T hus far, we have focused on the analytically tractable
Iim its corresponding to weak and strong couplings. In
order to galn further insight into the behavior of the
phasephase collective excitations at T = 0, we present
num erical results of the evolution from weak to strong
coupling for the G oldstone and nite frequency m odes.
W e lim it ourselves to num erical calculations of the filly
degenerate (denfsical) bands case, from which the known
oneband resultstt ©r the G oldstone m ode can be easily



recovered in the BC S, BEC, and crossover regin es for an
s-wave super uid. W hile the lin it of degenerate bands
is probably harder to nd in nature, it provides us w ith
qualitative and quantitative understanding of the evolu—
tion ofthe nite frequency collectivem odes from weak to
strong coupling. At the sam e tin e the degenerate prob—
lem is easier to solve num erically, and serves as a test
m odel to our analytical results. Thus, we postpone a
detailed num erical calculation of non-denegerate bands
case for a future publication, where the m ore com plex
num erical problem w illbe attacked.

In thisparticularcase (denticalbands),theband o set
isEo ! 0, the density of states at the Fem ienergy are
N;= N, = N;theFemion masssaremi; = m, = m ;
the Fem i velocities are viyg = wyp = VW ; and the
Intradband interactions are Vi; = Vy, = V; whilke the
order param eter am plitudes are j 1= J 23 = 3.
Furthem ore, the low -m om entum and low -energy expan-—
sion coe cients becom e identical, ie, A 1 = A, = A;

B1=B2 B'D1=D2=D’H1=H2=H;
R;1 = Ry, = Rj; Eand T, = T, = T, and we de ne
Kr=A gp= , k)?=2Ek)’. For any value of

g1z In the degenerate bands lim it, we obtain

F=v-2E
B2+ KR

> 0; (81)

for the squares of the speeds ¢ (G oldstone) and v ( nie
frequency) . In addition, we obtain

5, P2(@2)
wH = —————— B82)
0 P (912)

for the square of the nite frequency which is also valid
r any valie of g1, . The numerator P, (g2) = 2B2 +
ER) (@K + 297,) ispositive de nite and the denom ina—
torPJ(@2) = B*+ AR)*+ g, R B?+ AR) + K QTE
4BH )+ 8KRD + 6B?D ]+ g, UTA + 8RD BH)+
5B °D =K']m ust be also positive de nite to quarantee that
w2 > 0. Notice that these finctions are not strictly sec—
ond order polynom ials in g2, since all coe cients de—
pend In plicitly on g1, . In the sm allgy, 1im it, expressions
or &, v’ and w? sinplify to Egs. 48), (55) and (54)
w ith the degenerate case coe cients. Furthem ore, since
P, (g12) > 0O is positive de nite, Eg. &_BTZ_i) is only valid
strictly orP 2 (g,) > O:

In our num erical calculations of j , jand (via the
saddle point Egs. Cl7- and @1)), we choose am om entum
cuto ofvaluieky,o = kyo = ko  10kp to ensure con-
vergenge ofallk-space Integrations. T he ferm ion density
can be expressed in din ensionlessunitsasng = n=ny ax,
where ny ax = kFr2nax=2 In 2D, and ny ax = kanax=3 2
in 3D .Them axim alvalue oftheFem im om entum kg , .4
(that xesthem axin aldensity ny, %) ischosen by xing
the ratio kg , .,=ko = 10 *, which easily satis es the di-
luteness conditions (Ko=kp ; ax)° 1 (Or ny axRj 1)
in 3D, and Ko=Kr y ax)? 1 (Or ngaxR2 1) ;n
2D . See Sec. IT to recall how the interactions depend

on kg = 2 =Ry, where Ry plays the rol of the inter—
action range In real space. For any kp =kpp.x < 1
all conditions are satis ed, thus we work at xed den—
ng = 1=2 0:159, corresponding to k =Kg  ax =
1= 2 = 0398 i 2D,andng = 3=@ ) 0:119, corre-
sponding to kg =kp 4 2 = (3=8 )=  0:492 1 3D.

W e also con ne ourselves to the asym ptotic smallgi,
lim i, which m eans g;,=N 1 in weak coupling, and
g, =N H 33 12 i strong coupling lim its. T herefore,
in 3D, we choose Vi, = 10 v (sihce Vi1 = Vyo = V)
which Jeads to gi,=N 10 ¢, ora 3D Fem ion density
ofng = 0:119. In the 2D case, we choose Vi, = 10 °V,
which leads to gj,=N 10 4, ©ra 2D Fem ion density
ofng = 0:459. This particular choice satis es the small
g1z condition for the range of couplings shown in Figs. 2
and 4.

W e solve the saddle point equations for the order pa-
ram eter Eq. Cl7i ) together with the number equation
Eq. CZL) selfconsistently ©r xed densities. The order
param eter am plitude j jand chem icalpotential in 2D
(3D ) are presented in Figs. 2a and 2b F igs. 4a and 4b)
as a function ofthe dim ensionless Intra-band interaction
param eter V., = N V= . Notice that the system crosses
over from the BCS ( > 0) to BEC ( < 0) regines at
Vy=133 10°:m2D,andatV,= 159 10* i 3D,
w here the chem icalpotential crosses zero (the bottom
of the degenerate bands).

For the 2D (3D ) case, we show In Figs. 3a and 3b
F gs. 5a and 5b), num erical plots of the sound velocity
¢, nom alized by the Fem ivelocity vr , and of the ratio
ofthe nite frequency wo with respect to the m Inin um
quasiparticle excitation energy m nf2E (k)g as a func-
tion of ntra-band couplings V.. In addition, notice the
very good agreem ent between the num erical results and
the analytical approxin ations in their respective BCS
orBEC) lim its.

T he analytical value for the weak coupling sound ve—
Icity Pllows from Eq. {64) r the non-degenerate case
withN; = N, and ¢i;y = G, which leadsto & = V2 =2
©r2D and & = vZ =3 Hr3D bands. Sin ilarly, the analyt-
icalvalue for the strong coupling sound velocity follow s
from Eq. {74) with 1= , and ¢;s = &;s, which leads
to @ = jj°=4m j jor2D and & = J 3%=8m J jfor 3D
bands. Thus, we recover the G oldstone m ode in both
BCS and BEC-Jin its as In the case of the presence of
only one bandt _5% 27 . The num erical valies (solid circles
In Figs. 3a and 5a) for the sound velocity as a func-
tion ofthe dim ensionless coupling V, are calculated from
Eqg. C§-]_;) . N otice the very good agreem ent w ith the ana—
Iytical results in weak and strong coupling (dotted lines
in the same gures). A s a further consistency check, no—
tice that this agreem ent is very reasonable shce Eq. {§]_;)
is identjical to the expression for the sound velocity given
in Refft for the oneband m odel, wih the correspon-—
dence that our coe cient K has the sam e expression as
the coe cient A de ned in their paper.

N otice in F ig. 3a that the sound velocity ¢ is essentially
a constant for all couplings V, In the ko=kp pax ! 1
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Num erical calculation (solid circles) of a) square of sound velocity & scalkd by vg , and ofb) the square of nite
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degenerate bands. T he dotted lines represent analytical results for the weak and strong coupling lin its. N otice that, we scaled

weby 433? or > 0,andby 4(j ¥+ j3%) or < 0.

(ko=Kp m ax = 10%) i it. For am aller values ofko=Kkg p ax
the sound velociy decreases as a function of V, (not
shown in gure). W e will not discuss here the depen-
dence of c on the ratio ko=kr , ,x sihce we are m ostly
concemed w ith checking the consistency of our calcula—
tions w ith the analytically tractable lim its. In this case,
the sound velocity ¢ isnot a good indicatorthat the BC S—
BEC crossover isoccuring in 2D .H owever, in the 3D case
(see Fig. 5a), the speed of sound changes very fast in the
neighboorhood of = 0, thusm anifesting itselfasan in—
dicator ofthe crossover regin e. T herefore, m easurem ents
of G oldstone m ode frequency can o er an indication of
the BCSBEC crossover possbly only in 3D two-band
super uids.

W ith the con dence of recovering the sound m ode re—
sults for a oneband m odel from a twoband m odel w ith
identicalbands, we prooceed w ith the discussion ofthe -
nite frequency m ode, which is shown in Figs. 3b and 5b
for the 2D and 3D cases, respectively.

The analytical value ofwg for the weak coupling -
nie frequency m ode follow s from Eqg. C_6§) for the non—
degenerate casewih Vi3 = Vo, = V,N; = N, = N, and

J13= 3 23= J3j which kadsto w § = 8giJ J°=N
for both 2D and 3D bands. Sin ilarly, the analyt-
ical value Por strong coupling llows from Eq. {_7-§),
which ds to wg = 8g;,J j°=N for 2D, and wg =
8g123 3% M- =j ¥ N for 3D bands, respectively. Nu-
m erical values (solid circles in Figs. 3b and 5b) for the

nite frequency w o asa function ofthe din ension less cou-
pling V. are calculated from Eq. &_35) N otice the very
good agreem ent between the num erical results and their
analyticalcounterparts in both weak and strong coupling
lim its (dotted lines in the same gures). It is In portant
to notice that the scales for weak and strong coupling
used In the nite frequency plots are not the same. W e
scaled wo by m nf2E (k)g, which corresponds to the two—
quasiparticle excitation threshold, thus w? is scaled by
43 3% shcem mf2E k)g= 2jjor > 0,y 7 is scaled
by 43 F + 33%) shee mif2E k)g = 2 jF+ 32
for < 0. This choice is natural, because it indi-
cates that the nie frequency wo always lies below the
tw o-quasiparticle excitation threshold for the param eters
used, m eaning that the collective is undam ped.

Notice .n Figs. 3b and 5b (ko=krpa.x ! 1,
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Ko=kr m ax = 107%) that the nite frequency w, changes
qualitatively near the coupling V., where changes sign
for both 2D and 3D cases. W e will not discuss here
the dependence of wy on the ratio ko=kr , o slhce we
are m ostly concemed w ith checking the consistency of
our calculations w ith the analytically tractable lim its.
However, it is In portant to em phasize that the nite
frequency m ode is a good indicator that the BCSBEC
crossover is occuring in both 2D and 3D . T hus, m easure—
m ents of the nite frequency wy can reveal BCS-BEC
crossover behavior in two-band super uids.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

W e studied the evolution of low energy collective exci-
tations from weak BCS) to strong BEC ) coupling lim is
In twoband s-wave super uidsatT = 0 forallintra-band
coupling strengths w ith ranges satisfying the diluteness
condition. W e assum ed that the two bands were coupled
via an interband Jossphson interaction. W e focused on
the phasephase collective m odes and showed that there

can be two undam ped phasephase m odes in the evolu-
tion from weak to strong coupling. In the weak coupling
lim it, we recovered Leggett’s resuls corresponding to an
in-phase mode (G oldstone) m ode and an out-ofphase
mode (Leggett’s mode) In the appropriate asym ptotic
lim its. Furthem ore, we generalized Leggett’s weak cou—
pling results to include the BC SBEC crossover and the
strong coupling regin e. In addition, we presented analyt—
icalresuls in the strong coupling lim i, in the asym ptotic
Iim i of sm all g1, corresponding to weak Jossgphson cou—
pling between the bands. A 1l the analytical results were
presented for the cases of two-din ensional and three—
din ensional bands, and the for cases of non-degenerate
and degenerate bands.

On the num erical side, we analysed fully the lim,it
of degenerate bands, from which the oneband result’
can be easily recovered In the BCS, BEC, and crossover
regin es for a 3D s-wave super uid. The lim it of degen—
erate bands, although less likely to be found in nature,
provides us a good basis for the m ore challenging num er—
icalwork for the non-degenerate case, which willbe per-
form ed in the future, as they require the selfconsistent



solutions of three sim ultaneous non-linear Integral equa—
tions in order to determ ine the order param eters j 173
Jj 23 and the chem ical potential

W e have also brie y described in this m anuscript the
procedure to com pute the am plitude-am plitude collective
m odes, although we have not discussed in detail their ex—
plicit form , we would lke to m ention that am plitude—
am plitude collective m odes are higher energy m odes
In com parison to lowest energy (phasephase) collective
m odes discussed here. T he phasephase and am plitude-
am plitude collective m odes are potentially in portant to
the analysis ofm ulticom ponent utracold neutral Fem i
gases, w here collect;ive m ode frequencies can bem easured
spectroscopically?429 .

The results for collective m odes described here (neu-
tral) isnot strictly valid in standard (charged) condensed
m atter system s. In particular, in theBC S 1in i, thee ect
ofthe Coulom b interaction isto plasn onize the the G old-
stonem ode. Furthem ore, the C oulom b interaction m od—
i es the velcity of the Lgggett m ode, but does change
its nite frequency o setf?. There is som e experin en—
talevidence that the Leggett m ode In the BC S lim it has
been cbservedi! in M gB,, but there is presently no ex—
perin ental charged two-band condensed m atter system
where the BEC lin it can be reached via the tunning of
an experin entalparam eter. T he interesting extension to
the BEC lim i and the crossover region in the charged
case is currently underway and w ill be published else—
w here.

To conclide, the m ain contrdbution of ourm anuscript
is to study the evolution of the G oldstone (in-phase)
and the nie frequency (out-ofphase) collective m odes
from weak BCS) to strong BEC) couplings in neutral
twoband super uids. Our results are potentially rele—
vant tom ulticom ponent ultra-cold Fermm iatom s, and can
be used, in principle, to test the validity of the BGS-
BEC evQlition based on extensiond™& of Eagks?i,
Leggett’s‘ES:, and N ozieres and Schm it-R mk’&e sugges—
tions.
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APPENDIX A:MATRIX ELEM ENTS

In the evaluation of the elem ents of the uctuation
matrix M (q) appearing in section -]I[ and de ned In

Egs. {£5), we need to cakulte the finctions &, %,
ap gp 9P gh ap  ap

nial ¢ nn2 rand o0 given by
w o _ o, 3F¥F ¥3 33
nill ivtE E° iv E +E°

12

w o _ o, _ ¥IVF 115 1°F
nill . iv E F iw+E+E?
@ ah _ X u vu® v° u vu® v° .
nil2 iv+E E° iv E+E0 '
ap ap _ X v u V'ljlO VO u V'ljlO VO

iv+ E+ EC iv E ja

In the previous expressions the indices gpo gh
and qgp qgp chssify quasparticlkequashole and
quasiparticle-quasiparticle tem s, respectively. Fur-
them ore, we used the follow ing simpli ed notation:

the kinetic energies , k) ! , nk+ g ! % the
quasiparticke energiesE, k) ! E,E, k+ q) ! EY the
order parameters , k) ! , .&k+ q) ! % the
symmetry factors , k) ! , . &k+g=2)! % andthe
Fem i functions f, En k)) ! £, fa €, &k + q)) ! f£O

W e also m ade use of the de nition of the st coherence
factor

pf= Sa+ —y; @a1)
3 > i
H%F = @+ %E%=2], the second coherence factor
. 1
vf = Sa =) @a2)
°F = =g %=2], and the phase relation between
them
- — 3
uvs — @3)
v’ = °=2E0. Fially, we used the notation X =

€ £ Candy =@ £ £ ©toindicatethe com-
binations of Fem i finctions (£;£% and symm etry coef-
clents ( ; 9 appearing in the quasiparticle-quasihole,
and quasiparticle-quasiparticle temm s, respectively.

APPENDIX B:EXPANSION COEFFICIENTS

From the rotated uctuation m atrix B expressed in
the am plitude-phasebasisasde ned in section :;‘LE{:,wecan
obtain the expansion coe cients necessary to calculate
the collective modes at T = 0. In the long-wavelength
! 0),and low ﬁ:equencylm:t W ! 0)them atrix M
de ned in Eq. (B]J is fully determ ined by the know ledge
of the m atrix elem ents x,, vy, and z,. Note that, this
expansion requires

wififem, minfE; k);E, K)g ®1)
and these coe cientsare valid forallcouplings for s-w ave
pairing.

In all the expressions below we use the llow Ing sin —
plifying notation —= @ =@k, —= @ =@k, = @2 =Qk?,

= @ =@K,and k= k3



T he coe cientsnecessary to obtain them atrix elem ent
X, are

- 2

An= Gn —=s i ®2)

corresponding to the (= 0;w = 0) tem ,

X ln 2 2y 2 2 2 2
Ch = — E 3%7%+ %@ )
. BE
2
2 E2 10%2 1 — 2 cod
EZ
2
+ 2 E%+ 2 1 10E—2 —cos? ®3)
2 @)
2(%2 7% 5% 1 22— Zood ;
EZ

corresponding to the g tem with
between k and g;

being the angle

Dn= — % B 4)

corresponding to the w? tem , and

X 2

Fnp= — 2; 5
n R B5)

corresponding to the w* temm .
T he coe cientsnecessary to obtain them atrix elem ent
Vo are

Pn= Gin - B 6)
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X l n 2 2 2 2 2 2 24 2
Qn_ — E _(E 3 ) E
8E 5
n i o
O CE2 62 — 22 292 of BT

corresponding to the |yF tem wih
between k and g;

being the angle

X1,
Rn_ ’ (B8)

8E 3
K

corresponding to the w? tem , and

T, = L %; B9)
. 32E 5

corresponding to the w? tem .

T he coe cient necessary to obtain the m atrix elem ent
z, is

- 2,
B, = e ®10)
corresponding to the w tem , and

X

Hy= —— % 11
n T6ES B11)

corresponding to the w3 tem .
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