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B C S-B EC crossover ofcollective excitations in tw o-band super
uids

M . Iskin and C. A. R. S�a de M elo

SchoolofPhysics, G eorgia Institute ofTechnology, Atlanta, G eorgia 30332, USA

(D ated:April14,2024)

W eusethefunctionalintegralapproach to study low energy collectiveexcitationsin a continuum

m odelofneutraltwo-band super
uidsatT = 0forallcouplingswith aseparablepairinginteraction.

In the long wavelength and low frequency lim it, we recover Leggett’s analyticalresults in weak

coupling (BCS)for s-wave pairing,and furtherobtain analyticalresults in strong coupling (BEC)

forboth two and three dim ensionalsystem s. W e also analyse num erically the behaviorofthe out-

of-phase exciton (�nite frequency) m ode and the in-phase phonon (G oldstone) m ode from weak

to strong coupling lim its,including the crossover region. In principle,the evolution ofG oldstone

and �nite frequency m odes from weak to strong coupling m ay be accessible experim entally in the

super
uid phase of neutralFerm iatom ic gases, and could serve as a test of the validity of the

theoreticalanalysisand approxim ationsproposed here.

PACS:74.40.+ k,74.20.Fg,05.30.Fk,03.75.K k

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

A two-band m odelforsuper
uidity wasintroduced by

Suhlet al.1 in 1959 soon after the BCS theory in or-

derto allow forthe possibility ofm ultiple band crossing

through the Ferm isurface. Suhletal.1 observed thata

larger num ber ofenergy bands crossing the Ferm isur-

facecould increasetheoverallelectron statedensity and

lead to the onsetofadditionalinteractions. Since then,

this m odelhas been used to describe high tem perature

superconductivity in copperoxidesand m ore recently it

hasbeen used in connection to M gB2
2,3.

In the sem inalwork by Leggett4,the existence ofcol-

lective phase m odes in two-band super
uids has been

predicted in both neutraland charged system s. W ithin

the weak coupling (BCS) lim it,Leggett showed that if

s-waveinteractionsare attractive in both bands,an un-

dam ped long-wavelengthexciton (�nitefrequency)m ode,

aswellasan undam ped long-wavelength phonon (G old-

stone)m ode m ay exist.These m odeswerefurtherstud-

ied theoretically5,6 in the BCS lim it,however,therewas

no experim entalevidence oftheir existence untilm an-

ifestations oftwo-gap behaviour7,8,9,10,11 were found in

M gB2.

However,ithasnotbeen possible to study the evolu-

tion ofcollectivespectra from weak (BCS)to strongcou-

pling(BEC)lim ituntilvery recently.Advancesin exper-

im entswith neutralFerm igasesenabled thetunning and

controloftwo-particleinteractionsbetween atom sin dif-

ferenthyper�nestatesbyusingFeshbach resonances12,13.

This kind of control is not fully present in standard

ferm ionic condensed m atter system s,and has hindered

the developm ent of experim ents that could probe sys-

tem atically thee�ectsofstrongcorrelationsasafunction

ofcoupling or density offerm ions. It was thought the-

oretically for m any years that a weakly coupled (BCS)

super
uid could evolvesm oothly into thelim itoftightly

bound pairs which undergo Bose-Einstein condensation

(BEC)14,15,16,17,18,19,20. It was not untilrecently that

the �rst experim entalevidence that hyper�ne states of
40K (Ref.21,22)and 6Li(Ref.23,24,25,26)can form weakly

and tightly bound atom pairs(Cooperpairs),when the

m agnetic �eld issweptthrough an s-waveFeshbach res-

onance.

Considering these recent �ndings in condensed m at-

tersystem sand advancesin atom icphysicsexperim ents,

we expand Leggett’s calculation ofcollective m odes in

neutraltwo-band (s-wave)super
uidsto allcouplingsby

following a sim ilar one-band approach27. These collec-

tive m odes for two-band s-wave system s are undam ped

in thelow-frequencyand low-m om entum lim its,provided

thatthe two-quasiparticle threshold isnotreached. W e

present results of the evolution ofthe �nite frequency

and G oldstone’s m odes from weak coupling (BCS) and

to strong coupling (BEC)lim its,and discussbrie
y the

possibility ofobserving these m odes in experim ents in-

volving m ulti-com ponent ultracold atom ic Ferm igases.

W hileitisstilla m atterofdebatethatextentionsofEa-

gles’14,Leggett’s15,and Nozieres and Schm itt-Rink’s16

(NSR) suggestions are good quantitative description of

the crossover phenom ena, the evolution of collective

m odescan serveasa testofthese ideas.

The restofthe paper is organized asfollows. In sec-

tion II, we discuss the e�ective action and the saddle

point approxim ation for a two-band continuum Ham il-

tonian with attractive interactions in the s-wave chan-

neland a Josephson interband coupling term . W e anal-

yse the e�ects of G aussian 
uctuations in section III,

and derive e�ective am plitude and phase actions,from

which the in-phase (G oldstone)and out-of-phase (�nite

frequency)collectivem ode spectra arecalculated in sec-

tion IV. The evolution ofthese m odes is analysed as

a function ofinteraction strengthsfrom the BCS to the

BEC lim itboth analytically and num ericalin section V.

In section VI,wesum m arizeourconclusionsand propose

thatultra-cold Ferm iatom scan be used to testourre-

sultsregarding the evolution ofthe �nite frequency and

G oldstonem odesin two-bandsuper
uids.Finally,in Ap-

pendix A,we presentdetails ofthe m atrix elem ents in-

volved in thephaseand am plitudee�ectiveactions,while

in Appendix B,we show the long wavelength expansion

coe�cientsneeded to evaluatethe phasem odes.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0408586v2
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II. EFFEC T IV E A C T IO N M ET H O D

A Ham iltonian for m ulti-band (or m ulti-com ponent)

super
uidswith singletpairing can be written as

H =
X

n;k;�

�n(k)a
y

n;k;�
an;k;� +

X

n;m ;q

Unm (q)�n;q�m ;� q

+
X

n;m ;k;k0;q

Vnm (k;k
0
)b
y

n;k;q
bm ;k0;q0 (1)

wheretheindicesn and m labeldi�erentbands(orcom -

ponents),� labelsthe spins(orpseudo-spins),and k la-

bels the m om entum . In addition,a
y

n;k;"
is the ferm ion

creation operator,�n;q =
P

k;�
a
y

n;k� q;�
an;k;� istheden-

sity operator,and b
y

n;k;q
= a

y

n;k+ q=2;"
a
y

n;� k+ q=2;#
is the

paircreation operator.Here,�n(k)= "n(k)� �,where

"n(k)= "n;0 + k
2=2m n (2)

(with �h = 1)isthekineticenergy offerm ions.Therefer-

enceenergiesare"1;0 = 0 and "2;0 = E 0 > 0 (seeFig.1);

m n isthe e�ective m assforthe nth band.Furtherm ore,

theterm sUnm and Vnm correspond to theCoulom b and

pairing interaction m atrix elem ents,respectively. Since

in thispaperweareinterestedonlyin theneutralcase,we

willignore Coulom b interactions,and consideronly the

pairing term . This choice is m ore appropriate to ultra-

cold atom icFerm igases,while theinclusion ofCoulom b

term s is m ore appropriate in the case ofsuperconduc-

tors.The discussion ofthe charged caseispostponed to

a future m anuscript.Forthe neutralcase,we take

Vnm (k;k
0
)= Vnm �

�
n(k)�m (k

0
) (3)

to be separable,and we considerin generala two-band

system with distinctintraband interactionsV11 and V22,

and interband interactionsV12 and V21.Notice thatthe

o�-diagonalterm sV12 and V21 play theroleofJosephson

coupling term s. For the purpose ofthis paper we will

considerallVnm to be negative. The �n(k) coe�cients

are sym m etry factorscharacterizing the chosen angular

m om entum channel.

(2)

E 0

(1)

FIG .1: Schem atic�gureoftwo-bandswith referenceenergies

"1;0 = 0 forthe band 1 and "2;0 = E 0 forband 2.

In theim aginary-tim efunctionalintegration form alism

(� = 1=T,�h = kB = 1),the partition function iswritten

as

Z =

Z

D [ay;a]e� S (4)

with an action given by

S =

Z �

0

d�

2

4
X

n;k;�

a
y

n;k;�
(�)(@�)an;k;�(�)+ H (�)

3

5 : (5)

The Ham iltonian from Eq.(1) can be re-written in the

form

H (�) =
X

n;m ;k;�

�n(k)a
y

n;k;�
(�)an;k;�(�)

+
X

n;m ;q

B
y
n(q;�)Vnm B m (q;�); (6)

with B n(q;�) =
P

k
�n(k)bn;k;q. W e �rst introduce

the Nam bu spinor  y
n(p) = (a

y

n;p"
;an;� p# );where p =

(k;iw‘)isused to denote both m om entum and M atsub-

ara frequencies(w‘ = (2‘+ 1)�=�).Furtherm ore,weuse

the Hubbard-Stratanovich transform ation

exp
�
�

X

n;m ;q

B
y
n(q)Vnm B m (q)

	
=

Z

D [�
y
;�]exp

� X

n;m ;q

�
y
n(q)gnm �m (q)+

X

n;q

�
B
y
n(q)�n(q)+ h:c:

�	
(7)

to decouple the ferm ionic degrees of freedom at the

expense of introducing the bosonic �elds � n(q), with

q = (q;iv‘) where v‘ = 2‘�=�. The tensor gm n associ-

ated with thebosonicpairing�elds� m (q)can bewritten

as
�
g11 g12
g21 g22

�

=
1

detV

�
V22 � V12
� V21 V11

�

; (8)

where detV = V11V22 � V12V21. Perform ing an integra-

tion overthe ferm ionic part(D [ y; ])leadsto

S = � �
X

n;m ;q

�
y
n(q)gnm �m (q)

+
X

n;p;p0

�
�n(k)�p;p0 � TrlnG

� 1
n

�
: (9)
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Here,the inverseNam bu m atrix is

G
� 1
n = �n(� q)��n(

p+ p0

2
)�� + �

y
n(q)�n(

p+ p0

2
)�+

+ [iw‘�0 � �n(k)�3]�p;p0; (10)

where�� = (�1 � �2)=2 and �i arethePaulispin m atri-

ces.

W e choose an approxim ation schem e where the �eld

�n(q)iswritten asasum ofa�-independent(stationary)

partand a �-dependentcontribution

�n(p� p0)= �n(q)= � n;0�q;0 + �n(q): (11)

W e�rstwritetheinverseNam bu m atrix in term softwo

m atrices:

G
� 1
n = G n;0

� 1
(1 + G n;0G n;1

� 1
): (12)

The �rstone is the saddle point inverse Nam bu m atrix

given by

G n;0
� 1

= �p;p0

�
iw � �n(k) � �

n;0�n(p)

� n;0�
�
n(p) iw + �n(k)

�

; (13)

and the second one isthe 
uctuation m atrix

G n;1
� 1

=

 

0 ��
n(� q)�n(

p+ p
0

2
)

�n(q)�
�
n(

p+ p
0

2
) 0

!

;

(14)

used in the expansion ofthe naturallogarithm of

TrlnG
� 1
n = TrlnG n;0 �

1X

i= 1

(� 1)i

i
Tr(G n;0G n;1

� 1
)
i:

(15)

W ithin this approxim ation,we expand the action to

second orderin the 
uctuation �eld � n(q). Thisproce-

dureproducesan e�ectiveaction oftheform S = S0+ S2,

where

S0 = � �
X

n;m

gn;m �
�
n;0� m ;0

+
X

n;p;p0

�
�n(k)�p;p0 � TrlnG

� 1
n;0

�

isthe e�ective saddlepointaction,and

S2 =
X

n;pi

G n;0(12)G n;1
� 1
(23)G n;0(34)G n;1

� 1
(41)

is the G aussian correction to it. The notation (ij) in

the G m atrices is understood as the m om entum labels

(pi;pj). An im portant com m ent about S0 is in order.

W riting � n;0 in term sofitsam plitude and phase

� n;0 = j� n;0jexp(i’n); (16)

the�rstterm ofS0 becom esthesum oftwocontributions:

the standard band-diagonal term s � �
P

n
gnnj� n;0j

2,

and the band-o�-diagonal � 2�g12j� 1;0jj� 2;0jcos(’2 �

’1) corresponding to the Josephson coupling between

bands. Since g12 = � V12=detV ,with detV > 0 and

allVnm < 0, the saddle point therm odynam ic poten-

tial 
0 = S0=�, has its quadratic term of the form

(jV22jj� 1;0j
2 + jV11jj� 2;0j

2 � 2jV12jj� 1;0jj� 2;0jcos(’2 �

’1))=detV ;which showsexplicity theJosephson energy.

Forthe case chosen,where allVnm are negative,the in-

phase ’2 = ’1 is the only stable solution. However,if

V12 were positive,anotherstable solution would appear

where’2 = ’1+ �.Thisistheso-called �-phasesolution,

which we willnotdiscusshere.

From thestationary condition @S0=@�
�
n(q)= 0 weob-

tain the orderparam eterequations

� m ;0 = �
X

n;k0

Vnm �n(k
0
)� n;0�n(k

0
)
tanh

�E n (k
0
)

2

2E n(k
0)

(17)

where E n(k)= (�2n(k)+ j� n(k)j
2)

1

2 isthe quasiparticle

energy spectrum .Note thatthe orderparam eter

� n(k)= � n;0�n(k) (18)

isa separablefunction oftem peratureT and m om entum

k.

In thism anuscript,wefocuson s-wavesuper
uids,and

thusconsideronly the zero angularm om entum channel

oftheinteraction Vnm (k;k
0).In addition,instead oftak-

ing �n(k)= 1 (independentofk)which would causeul-

travioletdivergences(logarithm icin two dim ensionsand

linearin three dim ensions)in the integrationsoverm o-

m entum forthe orderparam eterequation,we take

�n(k)= 1=(1+ k=kn;0)
1=2

(19)

asthecorresponding sym m etry factorin two dim ensions

(2D),and

�n(k)= 1=(1+ k=kn;0) (20)

as the corresponding sym m etry factor in three dim en-

sions(3D).Here kn;0 � R
� 1
n;0,where R n;0 playsthe role

ofthe interaction range in realspace,sets the scale at

largem om enta,and itisnecessary to produce the phys-

ically correctbehaviourofa generic interaction atshort

wavelengths.In the case of2D,Vnn(k;k
0)� 1 forsm all

k and k0),while Vnn(k;k
0) � 1=

p
kk0 for large k and

k0), when a generic realpotentialis used28. There is

no ultraviolet divergence in our theory since the m o-

m entum integrationsalwaysproduce �nite results.This

choiceofinteractionshastheadvantageofm akingunnec-

essary the introduction ofthe T-m atrix approxim ation

to renorm alize the orderparam eterequation,and rede-

�ne the interaction am plitude in term softhe two-body

binding energy29,30. In the case of3D,Vnn(k;k
0) � 1

for sm allk and k0),while Vnn(k;k
0) � 1=kk0 for large

k and k0,when a generic realpotentialis used16. No-

ticethat,ourthreedim ensionalinteraction �n(k hasthe

sam ebehaviouratboth low and high m om enta with the
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oneused byNozieresetal.16 �(k)= 1=
p
1+ (k=k0)

2.Ei-

therchoice(oursorNSR’s)producesqualitativelysim ilar

resultsasitwillbe laterdiscussed.

Furtherm ore,the order param eter equations need to

be solved self-consistently with the num berequation

N =
X

n;k;�

�
1

2
�

�n(k)

2E n(k)
tanh

E n(k)

2kbT

�

; (21)

which isobtained from N = � @
0=@�,where 
 0 isthe

saddle pointtherm odynam ic potential.The inclusion of


uctuationsarevery im portantforthenum berequation

nearthe criticaltem perature ofthe system ,and in this

case the saddle pointtherm odynam ic potentialneedsto

becorrected to 
 = 
 0+ 
G ,where
G should becalcu-

lated atleastatthe G aussian level. In thism anuscript,

however,we lim it ourselvesto 
uctuation e�ects atlow

tem peratures,asdiscussed next.

III. G A U SSIA N FLU C T U A T IO N S

W e now investigate G aussian 
uctuationsin the pair-

ing �eld � n(q) about the the static saddle point � n;0.

TheG aussian (quadratic)e�ectiveaction can bewritten

as

SG = S0(� n;0)+
�

2

X

q

�
y
(� q)M (q)�(q) (22)

wherethe 
uctuation �eld is

�
y
(� q)=

�
��
1(q); �1(� q); �2(� q); ��2(q)

�
(23)

and M (q)isthe 
uctuation m atrix given by

M (q)=

0

B
@

M 1
11 M 1

12 0 � g12
M 1

21 M 1
22 � g12 0

0 � g21 M 2
22 M 2

21

� g21 0 M 2
12 M 2

11

1

C
A (24)

where the m atrix elem ents M n
11(q) = M n

22(� q), and

M n
12(q)= M n�

21 (q)aregiven by

M
n
11 = � gnn + �

� 1
X

p

j�n(p+ q=2)j2#n(p+ q)#n(� p)

M n
12 = �� 1

X

p

�
2
n(p+ q=2)&n(p+ q)&n(p):

The expressions #n(p) = ��n(� p)=F (p) and &n(p) =

� n(k)=F (p) are the m atrix elem ents (G n;0)11 and

(G n;0)12, respectively. Here, we use the de�nitions
��n(p) = iw‘ � �n(k), and F (p) = j��n(p)j

2 + j� n(k)j
2.

NoticethatwhileM n
12(q)and M

n
21(q)areeven underthe

transform ations q ! � q and iv‘ ! � iv‘;M
n
11(q) and

M n
11(q)areeven only underthetransform ation q ! � q,

having no de�ned parity in w ‘. In addition,notice that

when g12 = g21 = 0,and the 
uctuation m atrix becom es

block diagonalindicating thatthe two bandsareuncou-

pled. Thiscorrespondsto the case where the Josephson

coupling V12 = V21 = 0,sinceg12 = � V12=detV asindi-

cated in Eq.(8).

Perform ing M atsubara sum m ationsoverw‘ in the ex-

pressionsforM n
11 and M

n
12 leadsto

M n
11(q) = � gnn + �

qp� qh

n;11 + �
qp� qp

n;11 ; (25)

M
n
12(q) = �

qp� qh

n;12 + �
qp� qp

n;12 ; (26)

wherethe explicitform ofthe � n;ij functionsisgiven in

Appendix A,for the peruse ofthe reader. W e choose

to separate the contributions of the m atrix elem ents

M ij in term sofquasiparticle-quasiparticle(qp� qp)and

quasiparticle-quasihole (qp � qh) processes in order to

isolate the channels that contribute to Landau dam p-

ing ofthe collective m odes to be discussed in the next

section.

IV . C O LLEC T IV E M O D ES A T T = 0

Thecollectivem odesaredeterm ined bythepolesofthe

propagatorm atrix M � 1(q)forthepair
uctuation �elds

�(q),which describe the G aussian deviationsaboutthe

saddle pointorderparam eter. The polesofM � 1(q)are

determ ined by the condition detM = 0,and lead to a

dispersion forthe collective m odesw = w(q),when the

usualanalyticcontinuation iv‘ ! w + i0+ isperform ed.

W e willfocushereonly atthe zero tem peraturelim it,

but we will analyse phase and am plitude m odes. At

T = 0,only theqp � qp term scontribute,astheqp� qh

term svanish identically (see Appendix A).In thislim it,

we separate the diagonalm atrix elem ents ofM (q) into

even and odd contributionswith respectto w

M
n;E

11 (q) = � gnn +
X

k

�02[��0+ E E 0][E + E 0]

2E E 0[w 2 � (E + E0)2]
;(27)

M
n;O

11 (q) = �
X

k

�02[��0+ E E 0]w

2E E 0[w 2 � (E + E0)2]
: (28)

Theo�-diagonalterm iseven in w,and itreducesto

M n
12(q)= �

X

k

�02�� 0[E + E 0]

2E E 0[w 2 � (E + E0)2]
: (29)

W eused in thepreviousexpressionsthefollowingsim pli-

�ed notation,thekineticenergies�n(k)! �,�n(k+ q)!

�0;the quasiparticle energiesE n(k)! E ,E n(k + q)!

E 0;the orderparam eters� n(k)! �,� n(k + q)! � 0;

and thesym m etry factors�n(k)! �,� n(k+ q=2)! �0.

In order to obtain the collective m ode spectrum ,we

express �n(q) = �n(q)e
i�n (q) = (�n(q)+ i�n(q))=

p
2

where �n(q);�n(q);�n(q) and �n(q) are allreal. Notice

that the new �elds �n(q)= �n(q)cos�(q),and �n(q) =

�n(q)sin�(q) can be regarded essentially as the am pli-

tude and phase �elds respectively,when �(q) is sm all.
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This change ofbasis can be described by the following

unitary transform ation

�(q)=
1
p
2

0

B
@

1 i 0 0

1 � i 0 0

0 0 � i 1

0 0 i 1

1

C
A

0

B
@

�1(q)

�1(q)

�2(q)

�2(q)

1

C
A : (30)

Sinceweareconsidering thecasewherethesaddlepoint

orderparam eters� 1(k)and � 2(k)arein phasethe
uc-

tuation m atrix in the rotated basisthen reads

fM =

0

B
@

x1 iz1 0 � g12
� iz1 y1 � g12 0

0 � g21 y2 � iz2
� g21 0 iz2 x2

1

C
A ; (31)

where xn = M
n;E

11 + M n
12, yn = M

n;E

11 � M n
12, and

zn = M
1;O

11 with the q dependence being im plicit. The

rotated m atrix fM isascom plex astheun-rotated m atrix

M ,and therealadvantageofworking in therotated ba-

sisinvolving�elds�n and �n isthattheinterpretation in

term sofam plitude and phase �eldsis straight-forward.

Forinstance,by inspection,noticethatthephase 
uctu-

ation �elds�1 and �2 corresponding to di�erentconden-

satesthatare coupled by interband elem entsg12 = g21.

The sam e appliesto am plitude 
uctuation �elds�1 and

�2. W hen the interaction V12 = 0,the m atrix elem ent

g12 vanishes,the m atrix fM becom esblock diagonaland

the two bandsare decoupled. In thiscase the one-band

results previously obtained are recovered for each inde-

pendentband27.

Next, we focus on phase-phase and am plitude-

am plitude collective m odes. The easiestway to getthe

am plitude-am plitudecollectivem odesisto integrateout

thephase�eldsto obtain an am plitude-only e�ectiveac-

tion

S�1�2 =
�

2

X

q

�y(q)M a(q)�(q); (32)

where �y(q)= (�1(q);�2(q)). The am plitude-am plitude


uctuation m atrix hasthe form

M a =

�
x1 + y2z

2
1=W a � g12(1� z1z2=W a)

� g12(1� z1z2=W a) x2 + y1z
2
2=W a

�

;(33)

where W a = g212 � y1y2. The dispersion relation forthe

am plitude-am plitude collective m odes is obtained from

the condition detM a = 0. In this paper,however,we

arem ostlyinterested in thephase-phasecollectivem odes.

Thus,upon integration oftheam plitude�eldsweobtain

a phase-only e�ective action

S�1�2 =
�

2

X

q

�y(q)M p(q)�(q); (34)

where �y(q) = (�1(q);�2(q)). The phase-phase 
uctua-

tion m atrix hasthe form

M p =

�
y1 + x2z

2
1=W p � g12(1� z1z2=W p)

� g12(1� z1z2=W p) y2 + x1z
2
2=W p

�

(35)

with W p = g212 � x1x2. Again,the dispersion relation

for the phase-phase collective m odes is obtained from

the condition detM p = 0 corresponding to polesofthe

phase-phase correlation m atrix M p
� 1
. In the nextsec-

tion, we discuss both analyticalresults for the phase-

phasem odesin BCS and BEC lim its,aswellasnum erical

resultsand the crossoverregim e.

W enotein passingthatat�nitetem peratures,forcon-

tinuum s-wave system s,the qp� qp term s are wellbe-

haved in the long-wavelength and low frequency lim it,

while the qp � qh term s do not in generalallow for a

sim ple expansion in the sam e lim it due to the presence

ofLandau dam ping (see Appendix A).However,atzero

tem perature,the qp� qh term s vanish,and a wellde-

�ned expansion is possible at low frequencies provided

that the collective m odes can not decay into the two-

quasiparticle continuum . Thus,the collective m ode dis-

persion w(q)m ustsatisfy the following condition

w(q)� m infE 1(k)+ E 1(k + q);E 2(k)+ E 2(k + q)g:

(36)

To obtain thelong wavelength dispersionsforthecollec-

tive m odesatT = 0,we expand the m atrix elem entsof

fM (Eq.(31)) in the am plitude-phase representation to

second orderin jqjand fourth orderin w to get

xn = A n + Cnjqj
2 � Dnw

2
+ E nw

2jqj2 + Fnw
4;(37)

yn = Pn + Q njqj
2 � Rnw

2
+ Snw

2jqj2 + Tnw
4;(38)

zn = B nw + H nw
3
; (39)

whereexpansion coe�cientsaregiven in Appendix B.As

itwillbecom eclearin section V,the jqj4 orderterm sin

theexpansion arenotnecessarytocalculatethecollective

m odefrequenciesw(q)accurately to orderjqj2.

The expressionsofthe coe�cientsfound in Appendix

B arevalid forvaluesoftheinteraction rangeparam eter

kn;0 thatsatisfy the dilutenesscondition (kn;0=kF � 1).

However,in orderto m akeanalyticalprogressin thecal-

culation ofcollectivem odestobediscussed next,wetake

thelim itkn;0 ! 1 ,sinceallthem om entum integralsare

convergent. Thisisin contrastto the situation encoun-

tered with theorderparam eterequation,whereweused

kn;0 � 104kF in orderto ensure convergence ofour nu-

m ericalcalculationsforj� njand � aswillbeseen in the

nextsection.

V . A N A LY T IC A L A N D N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

In this section, we will focus only on the long-

wavelength (sm alljqj) lim it phase-phase m odes deter-

m ined by the condition detM p = 0. W e begin ourdis-

cussion with thetrivialcasewhen g12 = 0(whereV12 = 0

butV11 and V22 canhaveanynegativevalue)which corre-

spondsto two uncoupled bands.In thiscase,the phase-

phase 
uctuation m atrix M p = 0 becom es block diag-

onal, and we �nd two G oldstone m odes satisfying the

relation

w 2
n = c2njqj

2; (40)
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wherethesquareofthespeed ofsound cn in nth band is

given by

c2n =
A nQ n

B 2
n + A nR n

: (41)

In the lim it q ! 0,the corresponding eigenvectors are

given by

�y(q = 0;w = 0)= (�1;�2)/ (1;0) (42)

forthe �rstband,and

�
y
(q = 0;w = 0)= (�1;�2)/ (0;1) (43)

forthesecond band,respectively.Theseresultsareiden-

ticalto the known resultsin the one-band case27.

However,in the non-trivialcase when g12 6= 0,which

correspondsto a �nite Jopephson coupling V12 between

bands,we �nd two m odes. In order to determ ine the

collective m ode spectra w(q) accurately to orderjqj2 it

is su�cient to rewrite the determ inantcondition in the

form

w
4
(�1 + �2jqj

2
)+ w

2
(�3 + �4jqj

2
)+ �5jqj

2
= 0; (44)

where �n are non-trivial and extrem ely com plicated

functionsoftheexpansion coe�cientsA n;B n;Cn;D n;:::

given in Appendix B.The exactdependence can be ob-

tained via a sym bolicm anipulation program ,butwewill

notquote these generalresultshereorin appendices,as

they are not particularly illum inating. Instead,we will

presentsim ple lim its,wheretheirbehaviorcan beeasily

understood.

In thisnon-trivialcaseofg12 6= 0,we�nd twocollective

m odes.The �rstm ode isthe G oldstonem ode satisfying

the relation

w 2
= c2jqj2; (45)

wherethe squareofthe speed ofsound cisgiven by

c2 = � �5=�3 > 0: (46)

In the lim it q ! 0, the eigenvector of the G oldstone

m ode isgiven by

�y(q = 0;w = 0)= (�1;�2)/ (j� 1j;j� 2j) (47)

which isvalid forallvaluesoftheV11 and V22 couplings.

Notice that this m ode is associated with the in-phase


uctuationsofthephasesoftheorderparam etersaround

theirsaddlepointvalues.

In the particularcase,where g12=m infN 1;N 2g is the

sm allest expansion param eter (sm allg12 lim it) we can

perform a Taylorexpansion ofthe�n coe�cientsaround

g12 = 0,and obtain

c2 = t1t2(P2Q 1 + P1Q 2)=(P1t1 + P2t2); (48)

as the square ofspeed c ofthe G oldstone m ode. Here,

weintroduced a coe�cient

tn = (A n � Pn)=[B
2
n + R n(A n � Pn)]> 0; (49)

which is positive de�nite since A n > Pn and R n > 0.

The precise m eaning ofthe sm allestexpansion param e-

terg12=m infN 1;N 2g willbe clearin sub-sectionsA and

B,where we discuss analytically the weak and strong

coupling lim its. The eigenvector in the sm allg12 lim it

is exactly the sam e as in the case ofgeneralg12,since

�y(q = 0;w = 0)= (�1;�2)isindependentofthevalueof

g12.(See Eq.(47))

Thesecond m odeisa �nitefrequency m odesatisfying

the relation

w 2
= w 2

0 + v2jqj2; (50)

wherethe squareofa �nite frequency w 0 ofthe m ode is

w 2
0 = � �3=�1 > 0 (51)

and the squareofthe speed v ofthe m ode is

v2 = �3�2=�
2
1 � �4=�1 + �5=�3: (52)

Theeigenvectorforthism odehasa com plicated expres-

sion

�y(q;w)= (�1;�2)/ (g12(W p � z1z2);y1W p + x2z
2
1);

(53)

fora generalvalue ofg12.

In the sm allg12 lim it,the coe�cientssim plify to

w 2
0 = P1t1 + P2t2 > 0; (54)

v2 = Q 1t1 + Q 2t2 � c2 > 0: (55)

In the lim itofw = w0,q ! 0,and sm allg12,the eigen-

vectorexpression sim pli�esto

�
y
(q;w)= (�1;�2)/ (j� 2jt1;� j�1jt2); (56)

and itbecom estransparentthatthism ode isassociated

with out-of-phase 
uctuationsofthephasesofthe order

param etersaround theirsaddlepointvalues,sincetn are

positivede�nite.

Before discussing the collective m odes in the analyt-

ically tractable weak and strong coupling lim its,notice

that a �nite q G oldstone m ode is only possible when

c2 > 0,and thata �nite q �nite frequency m ode isonly

possible when w 2
0 > 0. Ifthese conditions are violated

them odesarenon-existent.Furtherm ore,caution should

beexercised by recalling thatthesm allw approxim ation

used in the expansion ofgeneral
uctuation m atrix (fM )

elem entsbreaksdown when thefrequency w ofany ofthe

collective m odes m oves up into the continuum oftwo-

quasiparticle states. Therefore,our results are strictly

valid only for

w � m inf2E 1(k);2E 2(k)g; (57)

which correspondsto

w � m inf2j� 1j;2j� 2jg (58)

in the weak coupling (BCS)lim it,and to

w � m inf2
p
j�j2 + j� 1j

2;2
p
(j�j+ E 0)

2 + j� 2j
2g

(59)

in the strong coupling (BEC) lim it. W ith these condi-

tionsin m ind,wediscussnextthe weak and strong cou-

pling lim its.
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A . W eak C oupling Lim it

The s-wave weak coupling lim it is characterized by

the criteria � > 0, � > E 0, � � "F � j� 1j, and

� � E0 � j� 2j. Analytic calculations are particularly

sim ple in thiscase since allintegralsforthe coe�cients

needed to calculate the collective m ode dispersions are

peaked nearthe Ferm isurface (see Appendix B).In ad-

dition,we m ake use ofthe nearly perfect particle-hole

sym m etry,which forces integrals to vanish,when their

integrands are odd under the transform ation � ! � �.

Forinstance,the coe�cientsthatcouple phase and am -

plitude m odeswithin a given band (B n and H n)vanish.

Thus,in thiscase,thereisno m ixing between phaseand

am plitude �elds within nth band,as can be seen by in-

spection ofthe 
uctuation m atrix fM .

W e would like to focus on the phase-phase collective

m odes,asthey correspond to the low energy partofthe

collectivem odespectrum .Noticethat,allexpansion co-

e�cientsappearingin thephase-phase
uctuation m atrix

M p areanalytically tractable.Theexpansion ofthem a-

trix elem entstoorderjqj4 and w 4 isperform ed underthe

condition (w;jqj2=2m n)� m inf2j� 1j;2j� 2jg.To evalu-

atexn foreach band n,weneed A 1 = g12j� 2j=j� 1j+ N 1,

A 2 = g21j� 1j=j� 2j+ N 2, which are the coe�cients of

the (q = 0;w = 0) term ;Cn = c2n;w N n=12j� nj
2,which

arethe coe�cientsofjqj2;D n = N n=12j� nj
2,which are

the coe�cients ofw 2;and Fn = � Nn=120j� nj
4,which

arethe coe�cientsofw 4.To evaluateyn,we need P1 =

g12j� 2j=j� 1jand P2 = g21j� 1j=j� 2j,which arethe coef-

�cientsofthe(q = 0;w = 0)term ;Q n = c2n;w N n=4j� nj
2,

which arethecoe�cientsofjqj2;R n = N n=4j� nj
2,which

arethecoe�cientsofw 2;and Tn = � Nn=24j� nj
4 which

arethe coe�cientsofw 4.Here,

cn;w = vn;F =
p
dn (60)

isthevelocity ofthesound m odein theone-band case17,

dn isthe dim ension,vn;F isthe Ferm ivelocity,and N n

is the density of states at the Ferm i energy per spin

(N n = m nL
2=2� in 2D and N n = m nL

3kn;F =2�
2 in

3D) in nth band. W hile we use N n as the density of

statesperspin atthe Ferm ienergy,in Ref.4 the density

ofstatesused includesboth spins. The o�-diagonalele-

m entsare(M p)12 = (M p)21 = � g12,since B 1 = B 2 = 0

and H 1 = H 2 = 0,asdiscussed above. Notice thatthe

expressionsabovearevalid forboth 2D and 3D bands.

In ordertobringourresultsin contactwith Leggett’s4,

and Sharapov et. al.5,we m ake use ofthe orderparam -

etersaddlepointEq.(17)atT = 0

j� 1j(1+ V11F1) = � j�2jV21F2; (61)

j� 2j(1+ V22F2) = � j�1jV12F1; (62)

and considerthe sm allg12 lim itwhere

g12=m infN 1;N 2g � m infj� 1j;j� 2jg=m axfj� 1j;j� 2jg:

(63)

A sim ple evaluation ofdetM p = 0 leadsto a G oldstone

m odew 2 = c2jqj2,characterized by the speed ofsound

c
2
=
N 1c

2
1;w + N 2c

2
2;w

N 1 + N 2

; (64)

and a �nitefrequency (Leggett)m odew 2 = w 2
0 + v2jqj2,

characterized by

w
2
0 =

N 1 + N 2

2N 1N 2

j8V12jj� 1jj� 2j

V11V22 � V212
; (65)

v2 =
N 1c

2
2;w + N 2c

2
1;w

N 1 + N 2

; (66)

wherew0 isa�nitefrequency,and v isthespeed ofprop-

agation ofthe m ode. Here we reintroduced allthe cou-

pling constants ofthe originalHam iltonian in Eq.(1).

These results are valid only in the weak-coupling lim it,

with allVnm < 0,and detV > 0.Notice thatifV12 = 0

the Leggett m ode does not exist as the two bands are

uncoupled. Furtherm ore,the triviallim it ofone-band

(say only band 1 exists) is directly recovered by taking

j� 2j= 0,N 2 = 0 and c2;w = 0 which leadsto c2 = c21;w ,

w 2
0 = 0,and v2 = 0.

It is also very illustrative to analyse the eigenvectors

associated with thetwo-solutions.ForG oldstone’sm ode,

in the lim itofq ! 0;forany g12,itiseasy to see that

�y(q = 0;w = 0)= (�1;�2)/ (j� 1j;j� 2j); (67)

corresponding to an in-phase m ode. In the degenerate

case,where j� 1j= j� 2j,and N 1 = N 2,the eigenvector

�y(q = 0;w = 0) / (1;1) and the phase �elds are per-

fectly in phase. The eigenvectorforthe �nite frequency

m ode is�y(q;w)= (�1;�2)/ (g12;y1).In the particular

lim itwhereg12 issm all(Leggettm ode),thisleadsto an

eigenvector

�y(q = 0;w = w0)= (�1;�2)/ (N 2j� 1j;� N1j� 2j);

(68)

which correspondsto an out-of-phase m ode. In the de-

generate case, this sim pli�es further to �y(q = 0;w =

0)= (1;� 1)becom ing a perfectly out-of-phasem ode.

Now,wewouldliketoturn ourattentiontotheanalysis

ofthe phase-phase m odes in the strong coupling lim it,

which isalso analytically tractable.

B . Strong C oupling Lim it

The s-wave strong coupling lim it is characterized by

the criteria � < 0,and j�j� j� 1jand j�j+ E 0 � j� 2j.

The situation encountered here is very di�erent from

the weak coupling lim it,because one can no longer in-

voke particle-hole sym m etry to sim plify the calculation

ofm any ofthe coe�cients appearing in the 
uctuation

m atrix fM (see Appendix B).In particular,the coe�-

cients B n 6= 0 indicate that the am plitude and phase

�eldswithin an individualband n arem ixed.
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W e willconcentrate here only on phase-phase m odes

characterized by the 
uctuation m atrix M p. The ex-

pansion ofthe m atrix elem ents to order jqj2 and w 4 is

perform ed under the condition (w;jqj2=2m n) � 2j�j.

Allthecoe�cients(x n;yn;zn;W p)appearing in M p m a-

trix Eq. (35) are evaluated to order (j� 1j=j�j)
2 and

(j� 2j=(j�j+ E 0))
2 in the strong coupling lim it for both

two and three dim ensionalsystem s. To evaluate xn for

each band n,weneed A 1 = g12j� 2j=j� 1j+ �1j� 1j
2=2j�j,

A 2 = g21j� 1j=j� 2j+ �2j� 2j
2=2(j�j+ E 0),which are the

coe�cients ofthe (q = 0;w = 0) term ;C n = �n=4m n,

which are the coe�cients ofjqj2;D 1 = �1=8j�j,D 2 =

�2=8(j�j+ E 0), which are the coe�cients of w 2, and

F1 = � �1
1=512j�j
3,F2 = � �2
1=512(j�j+ E 0)

3,which

are the coe�cients of w 4. To evaluate yn, we need

P1 = g12j� 2j=j� 1jand P2 = g21j� 1j=j� 2j,which arethe

coe�cients ofthe (q = 0;w = 0)term ;Q n = �n=4m n,

which are the coe�cients ofjqj2;R 1 = �1=8j�j,R 2 =

�2=8(j�j+ E 0), which are the coe�cients of w 2, and

T1 = � �1
=512j�j
3,T2 = � �2
=512(j�j+ E0)

3,which

are the coe�cientsofw 4. To evaluate zn foreach band

n,weneed B n = �n,which arethecoe�cientsofw,and

H 1 = �1�
=96j�j
2,H 2 = �2�
=96(j�j+ E0)

2 which arethe

coe�cientsofw 3.Thecom putation ofW p = g212 � x1x2,

justrelieson theknowledgeofxn alreadyobtained above.

W hile the expressionsabovearevalid forany value of�

and E 0 in the 2D bands,they are only rigorously valid

for j�j� E 0 in the 3D case through the use ofthe di-

m ensionally dependentvariables�n,and 
 and �
 which

in the 3D casebecom e

�1 = �N 1=8
p
j�j"F ; (69)

�2 = �N 2=8
p
(j�j+ E 0)"F ; (70)

and 
 = 5,�
 = 3. To write ourexpressionsin com pact

notation and to recoverthe degenerate lim it (E 0 ! 0),

wekeep E 0 in all3D coe�cients.Allexpressionsforthe

3D case can be converted into the 2D case through the

following procedure. In allcoe�cients (x n;yn;zn;W p),

the dependence in j�j;(j�j+ E 0) is transform ed into

j�j=2;(j�j+ E 0)=2,and the variables �n,and 
 and �


need to be rede�ned as

�1 = N 1=8j�j; (71)

�2 = N 2=8(j�j+ E 0); (72)

and 
 = 2,�
 = 2.

In the lim it q ! 0,the condition detM p = 0 leads

again to two m odes. G eneralexpressions for the col-

lective m odes are highly non-trivialand,therefore,we

consideranalytically only theasym ptoticsm allg12 lim it

de�ned as

g12=m infN 1;N 2g � [jm infj� 1j;j� 2jgj=(j�j+ E 0)]
2
� 1:

(73)

w In thiscase,theG oldstonem odecorrespondsto w 2 =

c2jqj2,where

c
2
=
�1j�jc

2
1;s + �2(j�j+ E 0)c

2
2;s

�1j�j+ �2(j�j+ E 0)
(74)

isthesquareofthespeed ofsound.The�nitefrequency

m ode (which is the extension ofLeggett’s m ode in the

weak coupling lim it) corresponds to w 2 = v2jqj2 + w 2
0,

where

w
2
0 =

�1j�j+ �2(j�j+ E 0)

2�1j�j�2(j�j+ E 0)

jV12� 1� 2j

V11V22 � V212
; (75)

v2 =
�1j�jc

2
2;s + �2(j�j+ E 0)c

2
1;s

�1j�j+ �2(j�j+ E 0)
; (76)

arethe �nite frequency,and speed ofpropagation ofthe

m ode,respectively.Here,the quantitites

c1;s = j� 1j=
p
8m 1j�j; (77)

c2;s = j� 2j=
p
8m 2j(�j+ E 0) (78)

are the velocities of the sound m ode in the one-band

case27.Theseresultsarevalid onlyin thestrong-coupling

lim it,with allVnm < 0,and detV > 0. Notice that if

V12 = 0 the �nite frequency m ode doesnotexistasthe

two bandsare uncoupled.Furtherm ore,the triviallim it

ofoneband (say only band 1 exists)isdirectly recovered

by taking �2 = 0 and c2;s = 0 which leadsto c2 = c21;s,

w 2
0 = 0,and v2 = 0.

Theeigenvectorsassociated with thesesolutionsareas

follows.ForG oldstone’sm ode,in thelim itofq ! 0 and

forany valueofg12,

�y(q = 0;w = 0)= (�1;�2)/ (j� 1j;j� 2j); (79)

corresponding to an in-phase m ode. For the �nite fre-

quency m ode (in the sm allg12 lim it), the eigenvector

becom es

�
y
(q = 0;w = w0)/ (�2(j�j+ E 0)j� 1j;� �1j�jj� 2j);

(80)

which correspondsto an out-of-phase m ode,as�n > 0.

In the degenerate case (�1 = �2,j� 1j= j� 2jand E 0 !

0),this sim pli�es further to �y(q = 0;w = 0)= (1;� 1)

becom ing a perfectly out-of-phase m ode,sim ilar to the

weak coupling case.

Next,wewould like to turn ourattention to the anal-

ysis of the phase-phase m odes in the crossover region

which isnotanalytically tractable and requiresnum eri-

calcalculations.

C . N um ericalR esults and C rossover R egion

Thusfar,wehavefocused on theanalytically tractable

lim its corresponding to weak and strong couplings. In

order to gain further insight into the behavior of the

phase-phase collective excitations at T = 0,we present

num ericalresults ofthe evolution from weak to strong

coupling for the G oldstone and �nite frequency m odes.

W e lim itourselvesto num ericalcalculationsofthe fully

degenerate(identical)bandscase,from which theknown

one-band results27 forthe G oldstonem odecan beeasily
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recovered in theBCS,BEC,and crossoverregim esforan

s-wave super
uid. W hile the lim it ofdegenerate bands

isprobably harderto �nd in nature,itprovidesuswith

qualitativeand quantitative understanding ofthe evolu-

tion ofthe�nitefrequency collectivem odesfrom weak to

strong coupling.Atthe sam e tim e the degenerateprob-

lem is easier to solve num erically,and serves as a test

m odelto our analyticalresults. Thus,we postpone a

detailed num ericalcalculation ofnon-denegerate bands

case for a future publication,where the m ore com plex

num ericalproblem willbe attacked.

In thisparticularcase(identicalbands),thebando�set

isE 0 ! 0,the density ofstatesatthe Ferm ienergy are

N 1 = N 2 = N ;the Ferm ion m assesare m 1 = m 2 = m ;

the Ferm i velocities are v1;F = v2;F = vF ; and the

intra-band interactions are V11 = V22 = V ; while the

order param eter am plitudes are j� 1j = j� 2j = j�j).

Furtherm ore,thelow-m om entum and low-energy expan-

sion coe�cients becom e identical,i.e.,A 1 = A 2 = A;

B 1 = B 2 = B ; D 1 = D 2 = D ; H 1 = H 2 = H ;

R 1 = R 2 = R; and T1 = T2 = T, and we de�ne
~A = A � g12 =

P

k
�(k)2=2E (k)3. For any value of

g12 in the degeneratebandslim it,we obtain

c2 = v2 =
Q ~A

B 2 + ~AR
> 0; (81)

forthe squaresofthe speedsc (G oldstone)and v (�nite

frequency).In addition,weobtain

w 2
0 =

P2(g12)

P 0
2(g12)

(82)

forthe square ofthe �nite frequency which isalso valid

for any value ofg12. The num eratorP2(g12)= 2(B 2 +

~AR)(g12 ~A + 2g212)ispositivede�nite and the denom ina-

torP 0
2(g12)= (B 2 + ~AR)2 + g12[R(B

2 + ~AR)+ ~A(2T ~A �

4B H )+ 8~ARD + 6B 2D ]+ g212[4T
~A + 8(RD � B H )+

5B 2D =~A]m ustbealsopositivede�nitetoguaranteethat

w 2
0 > 0.Notice thatthese functionsare notstrictly sec-

ond order polynom ials in g12, since allcoe�cients de-

pend im plicitly on g12.In thesm allg12 lim it,expressions

forc2,v2 and w 2
0 sim plify to Eqs.(48), (55)and (54)

with thedegeneratecasecoe�cients.Furtherm ore,since

P2(g12) > 0 is positive de�nite,Eq. (82) is only valid

strictly forP 0
2(g12)> 0:

In our num ericalcalculations ofj� njand � (via the

saddlepointEqs.(17)and (21)),wechooseam om entum

cut-o� ofvalue k1;0 = k2;0 = k0 � 104kF to ensure con-

vergengeofallk-spaceintegrations.Theferm ion density

can beexpressed in dim ensionlessunitsasns = n=nm ax,

wherenm ax = kF
2
m ax=2� in 2D,and nm ax = kF

3
m ax=3�

2

in 3D.Them axim alvalueoftheFerm im om entum kF m ax

(that�xesthem axim aldensity nm ax)ischosen by �xing

the ratio kF m ax=k0 = 10� 4,which easily satis�esthedi-

luteness conditions (k0=kF m ax)
3 � 1 (or nm axR

3
0 � 1)

in 3D, and (k0=kF m ax)
2 � 1 (or nm axR

2
0 � 1) in

2D. See Sec. II to recallhow the interactions depend

on k0 = 2�=R 0,where R 0 plays the role ofthe inter-

action range in real space. For any kF =kF m ax < 1

allconditions are satis�ed,thus we work at �xed den-

sity ns = 1=2� � 0:159,corresponding to kF =kF m ax =

1=
p
2� = 0:398 in 2D,and ns = 3=(8�)� 0:119,corre-

sponding to kF =kF m ax = (3=8�)1=3 � 0:492 in 3D.

W e also con�ne ourselvesto the asym ptotic sm allg12
lim it,which m eans g12=N � 1 in weak coupling,and

g12=N � [j�j=j�j]2 in strong coupling lim its.Therefore,

in 3D,we choose V12 = 10� 7V (since V11 = V22 = V )

which leadsto g12=N � 10� 4,fora 3D Ferm ion density

ofns = 0:119. In the 2D case,we choose V12 = 10� 5V ,

which leadsto g12=N � 10� 4,fora 2D Ferm ion density

ofns = 0:159. Thisparticularchoice satis�esthe sm all

g12 condition fortherangeofcouplingsshown in Figs.2

and 4.

W e solve the saddle pointequationsforthe orderpa-

ram eter Eq. (17) together with the num ber equation

Eq.(21) self-consistently for �xed densities. The order

param eteram plitudej�jand chem icalpotential� in 2D

(3D)are presented in Figs.2a and 2b (Figs.4a and 4b)

asa function ofthedim ensionlessintra-band interaction

param eterVr = N V=�. Notice that the system crosses

overfrom the BCS (� > 0)to BEC (� < 0)regim esat

Vr = 1:33� 10� 2 in 2D,and atVr = 1:59� 10� 4 in 3D,

wherethe chem icalpotential� crosseszero (the bottom

ofthe degeneratebands).

For the 2D (3D) case, we show in Figs.3a and 3b

(Figs.5a and 5b),num ericalplotsofthe sound velocity

c,norm alized by the Ferm ivelocity vF ,and ofthe ratio

ofthe �nite frequency w 0 with respectto the m inim um

quasi-particle excitation energy m inf2E (k)g as a func-

tion ofintra-band couplings Vr. In addition,notice the

very good agreem entbetween the num ericalresultsand

the analyticalapproxim ations in their respective (BCS

orBEC)lim its.

The analyticalvalue forthe weak coupling sound ve-

locity followsfrom Eq.(64)forthe non-degenerate case

with N 1 = N 2 and c1;w = c2;w ,which leadsto c
2 = v2F =2

for2D and c2 = v2F =3for3D bands.Sim ilarly,theanalyt-

icalvalue forthe strong coupling sound velocity follows

from Eq.(74)with �1 = �2 and c1;s = c2;s,which leads

to c2 = j�j2=4m j�jfor2D and c2 = j�j2=8m j�jfor3D

bands. Thus,we recover the G oldstone m ode in both

BCS and BEC lim its as in the case ofthe presence of

only one band19,27. The num ericalvalues (solid circles

in Figs. 3a and 5a) for the sound velocity as a func-

tion ofthedim ensionlesscoupling Vr arecalculated from

Eq.(81).Notice the very good agreem entwith the ana-

lyticalresultsin weak and strong coupling (dotted lines

in the sam e�gures).Asa furtherconsistency check,no-

ticethatthisagreem entisvery reasonablesinceEq.(81)

isidenticalto theexpression forthesound velocity given

in Ref.27 for the one-band m odel, with the correspon-

dence thatourcoe�cient ~A hasthe sam e expression as

the coe�cientA de�ned in theirpaper.

Noticein Fig.3athatthesound velocitycisessentially

a constant for allcouplings Vr in the k0=kF m ax ! 1
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2
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2
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0 scaled by the two-quasiparticle threshold m inf2E (k)g versus dim ensionless coupling Vr for two-dim ensional
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2

0 by 4j�j
2
for� > 0,and by 4(j�j

2
+ j�j

2
)for� < 0.

(k0=kF m ax = 104)lim it.Forsm allervaluesofk0=kF m ax

the sound velocity decreases as a function of Vr (not

shown in �gure). W e willnot discuss here the depen-

dence ofc on the ratio k0=kF m ax since we are m ostly

concerned with checking the consistency ofour calcula-

tionswith the analytically tractable lim its.In thiscase,

thesound velocitycisnotagood indicatorthattheBCS-

BEC crossoverisoccuringin 2D.However,in the3D case

(seeFig.5a),thespeed ofsound changesvery fastin the

neighboorhood of� = 0,thusm anifesting itselfasan in-

dicatorofthecrossoverregim e.Therefore,m easurem ents

ofG oldstone m ode frequency can o�er an indication of

the BCS-BEC crossover possibly only in 3D two-band

super
uids.

W ith the con�dence ofrecovering the sound m ode re-

sultsfora one-band m odelfrom a two-band m odelwith

identicalbands,weproceed with thediscussion ofthe�-

nite frequency m ode,which isshown in Figs.3b and 5b

forthe 2D and 3D cases,respectively.

The analyticalvalue ofw 2
0 for the weak coupling �-

nite frequency m ode follows from Eq.(65) for the non-

degeneratecasewith V11 = V22 = V ,N 1 = N 2 = N ,and

j� 1j = j� 2j = j�j, which leads to w 2
0 = 8g12j�j

2=N

for both 2D and 3D bands. Sim ilarly, the analyt-

ical value for strong coupling follows from Eq. (75),

which leads to w 2
0 = 8g12j�j

2=N for 2D, and w 2
0 =

8g12j�j
2
p
"F =j�j=�N for 3D bands, respectively. Nu-

m ericalvalues (solid circlesin Figs. 3b and 5b)for the

�nitefrequencyw 0 asafunction ofthedim ensionlesscou-

pling Vr are calculated from Eq.(82). Notice the very

good agreem entbetween the num ericalresultsand their

analyticalcounterpartsin both weak and strongcoupling

lim its(dotted linesin the sam e �gures).Itisim portant

to notice that the scales for weak and strong coupling

used in the �nite frequency plotsare notthe sam e. W e

scaled w0 by m inf2E (k)g,which correspondsto thetwo-

quasiparticle excitation threshold,thus w 2
0 is scaled by

4j�j2 since m inf2E (k)g = 2j�jfor � > 0,w 2
0 is scaled

by 4(j�j2 + j�j2) since m inf2E (k)g = 2
p
j�j2 + j�j2

for � < 0. This choice is natural, because it indi-

catesthatthe �nite frequency w 0 alwayslies below the

two-quasiparticleexcitation threshold fortheparam eters

used,m eaning thatthe collectiveisundam ped.

Notice in Figs. 3b and 5b (k0=kF m ax ! 1 ,
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k0=kF m ax = 104) that the �nite frequency w 0 changes

qualitatively nearthe coupling Vr where � changessign

for both 2D and 3D cases. W e will not discuss here

the dependence ofw0 on the ratio k0=kF m ax since we

are m ostly concerned with checking the consistency of

our calculations with the analytically tractable lim its.

However, it is im portant to em phasize that the �nite

frequency m ode is a good indicator that the BCS-BEC

crossoverisoccuring in both 2D and 3D.Thus,m easure-

m ents ofthe �nite frequency w 0 can revealBCS-BEC

crossoverbehaviorin two-band super
uids.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

W estudied theevolution oflow energy collectiveexci-

tationsfrom weak(BCS)tostrong(BEC)couplinglim its

in two-bands-wavesuper
uidsatT = 0forallintra-band

coupling strengths with ranges satisfying the diluteness

condition.W eassum ed thatthetwo bandswerecoupled

via an inter-band Josephson interaction.W e focused on

the phase-phase collective m odesand showed thatthere

can be two undam ped phase-phase m odes in the evolu-

tion from weak to strong coupling.In theweak coupling

lim it,werecovered Leggett’sresultscorresponding to an

in-phase m ode (G oldstone) m ode and an out-of-phase

m ode (Leggett’s m ode) in the appropriate asym ptotic

lim its.Furtherm ore,we generalized Leggett’sweak cou-

pling resultsto include the BCS-BEC crossoverand the

strongcouplingregim e.In addition,wepresented analyt-

icalresultsin thestrongcouplinglim it,in theasym ptotic

lim itofsm allg12 corresponding to weak Josephson cou-

pling between the bands.Allthe analyticalresultswere

presented for the cases of two-dim ensional and three-

dim ensionalbands,and the for cases ofnon-degenerate

and degeneratebands.

O n the num erical side, we analysed fully the lim it

ofdegenerate bands,from which the one-band results27

can be easily recovered in the BCS,BEC,and crossover

regim esfora 3D s-wave super
uid. The lim itofdegen-

erate bands,although less likely to be found in nature,

providesusa good basisforthem orechallenging num er-

icalwork forthenon-degeneratecase,which willbeper-

form ed in the future,as they require the self-consistent
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solutionsofthreesim ultaneousnon-linearintegralequa-

tions in order to determ ine the order param eters j� 1j,

j� 2j,and the chem icalpotential�.

W e have also brie
y described in thism anuscriptthe

proceduretocom putetheam plitude-am plitudecollective

m odes,although wehavenotdiscussed in detailtheirex-

plicit form , we would like to m ention that am plitude-

am plitude collective m odes are higher energy m odes

in com parison to lowestenergy (phase-phase)collective

m odesdiscussed here. The phase-phase and am plitude-

am plitude collective m odesare potentially im portantto

the analysisofm ulti-com ponentultracold neutralFerm i

gases,wherecollectivem odefrequenciescan bem easured

spectroscopically24,25.

The results for collective m odes described here (neu-

tral)isnotstrictly valid in standard (charged)condensed

m attersystem s.In particular,in theBCS lim it,thee�ect

oftheCoulom b interaction istoplasm onizethetheG old-

stonem ode.Furtherm ore,theCoulom b interaction m od-

i�es the velocity ofthe Leggett m ode,but does change

its �nite frequency o�set4,5. There is som e experim en-

talevidencethattheLeggettm odein theBCS lim ithas

been observed11 in M gB2,but there is presently no ex-

perim entalcharged two-band condensed m atter system

where the BEC lim itcan be reached via the tunning of

an experim entalparam eter.Theinteresting extension to

the BEC lim it and the crossover region in the charged

case is currently underway and willbe published else-

where.

To conclude,the m ain contribution ofourm anuscript

is to study the evolution of the G oldstone (in-phase)

and the �nite frequency (out-of-phase) collective m odes

from weak (BCS) to strong (BEC) couplingsin neutral

two-band super
uids. O ur results are potentially rele-

vanttom ulti-com ponentultra-coldFerm iatom s,and can

be used, in principle, to test the validity ofthe BCS-

BEC evolution based on extensions17,18 of Eagles’14,

Leggett’s15,and Nozieres and Schm itt-Rink’s16 sugges-

tions.
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A P P EN D IX A :M A T R IX ELEM EN T S

In the evaluation of the elem ents of the 
uctuation

m atrix M (q) appearing in section III, and de�ned in

Eqs.(25), we need to calculate the functions �
qp� qh

n;11 ,

�
qp� qp

n;11 ,�
qp� qh

n;12 ,and �
qp� qp

n;12 given by

�
qp� qh

n;11 =
X

k

X

�
juj2jv0j2

iv+ E � E0
�

jvj2ju0j2

iv� E + E0

�

;

�
qp� qp

n;11 =
X

k

Y

�
jvj2jv0j2

iv� E � E0
�

juj2ju0j2

iv+ E + E 0

�

;

�
qp� qh

n;12 =
X

k

X

�
u�vu0�v0

iv+ E � E0
�

u�vu0�v0

iv� E + E0

�

;

�
qp� qp

n;12 =
X

k

Y

�
u�vu0�v0

iv+ E + E 0
�

u�vu0�v0

iv� E � E0

�

:

In the previous expressions the indices qp� qh

and qp� qp classify quasiparticle-quasihole and

quasiparticle-quasiparticle term s, respectively. Fur-

therm ore, we used the following sim pli�ed notation:

the kinetic energies �n(k) ! �, �n(k + q) ! �0; the

quasiparticleenergiesE n(k)! E ,E n(k + q)! E 0;the

order param eters � n(k) ! �, � n(k + q) ! � 0; the

sym m etry factors�n(k)! �,� n(k+ q=2)! �0;and the

Ferm ifunctions fn(E n(k)) ! f,fn(E n(k + q)) ! f0.

W e also m adeuse ofthe de�nition ofthe �rstcoherence

factor

juj2 =
1

2
(1+

�

E
); (A1)

[ju0j2 = (1+ �0=E 0)=2],the second coherencefactor

jvj2 =
1

2
(1�

�

E
) (A2)

[jv0j2 = (1 � �0=E 0)=2],and the phase relation between

them

u�v =
�

2E
(A3)

[u0�v0 = � 0=2E 0]. Finally,we used the notation X =

(f � f0)�02 and Y = (1� f � f0)�02 to indicatethecom -

binationsofFerm ifunctions (f;f0)and sym m etry coef-

�cients (�;� 0) appearing in the quasiparticle-quasihole,

and quasiparticle-quasiparticleterm s,respectively.

A P P EN D IX B :EX PA N SIO N C O EFFIC IEN T S

From the rotated 
uctuation m atrix fM expressed in

theam plitude-phasebasisasde�ned insection IV,wecan

obtain the expansion coe�cients necessary to calculate

the collective m odes at T = 0. In the long-wavelength

(q ! 0),and low frequency lim it(w ! 0)them atrix fM

de�ned in Eq.(31)isfully determ ined by the knowledge

ofthe m atrix elem ents xn,yn and zn. Note that,this

expansion requires

w;jqj2=m n � m infE 1(k);E 2(k)g (B1)

and thesecoe�cientsarevalid forallcouplingsfors-wave

pairing.

In allthe expressionsbelow we use the following sim -

plifying notation _� = @�=@k, _� = @�=@k,�� = @2�=@k2,
�� = @2�=@k2,and k = jkj.
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Thecoe�cientsnecessarytoobtain them atrixelem ent

xn are

A n = � gnn �
X

k

�2

2E 3
�
2; (B2)

corresponding to the (q = 0;w = 0)term ,

Cn =
X

k

1

8E 5

n
���(E

2 � 3�
2
)�

2
+ �

2
(2�

2 � �
2
)���

� _�2
�

E 2 � 10�
2

�

1�
� 2

E 2

��

�
2
cos

2 �

+ 2_��

�

E
2
+ �

2

�

1� 10
�2

E 2

��

� _�cos
2
� (B3)

�

�

�2(�2 � 7�
2
)� 5�

4

�

1� 2
�2

E 2

��

_�
2
cos

2 �

o

;

corresponding to the jqj2 term with � being the angle

between k and q;

D n =
X

k

�2

8E 5
�
2; (B4)

corresponding to the w 2 term ,and

Fn = �
X

k

�2

32E 7
�
2; (B5)

corresponding to the w 4 term .

Thecoe�cientsnecessarytoobtain them atrixelem ent

yn are

Pn = � gnn �
X

k

1

2E
�
2; (B6)

corresponding to the (q = 0;w = 0)term ,

Q n =
X

k

1

8E 5

n
���E2�2 � _�2(E 2 � 3�

2
)�

2 � �2E 2
���

+

h
_��(2E2 � 6�

2
)� _�� �2(�2 � 2�

2
)_�

2
i

cos
2 �

o

;(B7)

corresponding to the jqj2 term with � being the angle

between k and q;

R n =
X

k

1

8E 3
�
2; (B8)

corresponding to the w 2 term ,and

Tn = �
X

k

1

32E 5
�
2; (B9)

corresponding to the w 4 term .

Thecoe�cientnecessary to obtain them atrix elem ent

zn is

B n =
X

k

�

4E 3
�
2; (B10)

corresponding to the w term ,and

H n =
X

k

�

16E 5
�
2; (B11)

corresponding to the w 3 term .
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