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W e derive the atom -m olecule theory for an atom ic gas neara broad Feshbach resonance,where

the energy dependence ofthe atom -m olecule coupling becom es crucialfor understanding experi-

m entalresults. W e show how our m any-body theory incorporates the two-atom physics exactly.

In particular,we calculate the m agnetic m om ent ofa two-com ponent gas of
6
Liatom s for a wide

range ofm agnetic � eldsnearthe broad Feshbach resonance atabout834 G auss.W e � nd excellent

agreem entwith the experim entofJochim etal.[Phys.Rev.Lett.91,240402 (2003)].

Introduction. | By sweeping an externalm agnetic
� eld in the rightdirection acrossa Feshbach resonance,
itispossibleto createultracold diatom icm oleculesin an
atom icgas[1,2,3,4,5].Thereason forthisform ation of
m oleculesisthat,by changingthem agnetic� eld,theen-
ergy ofthem olecularstatethatcausestheFeshbach res-
onancecan bem oved from aboveto below thethreshold
ofthetwo-atom continuum [6,7].In an atom icFerm igas
thisexperim entalcontroloverthelocation ofthem olec-
ularenergy levelo� erstheexcitingpossibility tostudy in
detailthecrossoverbetween theBose-Einstein condensa-
tion (BEC)ofdiatom icm oleculesand theBose-Einstein
condensation ofatom ic Cooperpairs,i.e.,the Bardeen-
Cooper-Schrie� er(BCS)transition [8,9,10,11].In par-
ticular,the very broad resonances of 6Liat about 834
G auss is for this purpose used by a num ber ofexperi-
m entalgroups[12,13,14,15,16].

Theuseofthisbroad Feshbach resonance,however,se-
riously com plicatesthetheoreticalanalysisoftheexper-
im entalresults,because forsuch a broad resonance the
atom -m oleculecoupling can no longerbe assum ed to be
independentoftherelativeenergy ofthecollidingatom s.
Physically,thisim pliesthatthe atom -m oleculecoupling
showsretardation e� ectsin thiscase.Dealing with these
retardation e� ectsrequiresthe developm entofan e� ec-
tiveatom -m oleculetheory thatissuitableform any-body
calculationsand atthesam etim eincorporatestheexact
energy-dependenceofthetwo-bodyscatteringprocess.It
is the m ain purpose ofthis Letter to show how we can
arriveatsuch an e� ectiveatom -m oleculetheory by gen-
eralizing the quantum � eld theory developed previously
for atom ic Bose gasesin Refs.[17,18]and extended to
atom icFerm igasesin Refs.[19,20].

To achieve thisgoalwe need to determ ine the energy
and lifetim e ofthe Feshbach m olecule in the presenceof
the ultracold atom ic gas,i.e.,we need to determ ine the
m olecularselfenergy.W e,therefore,� rstpresentam any-
body approach thatcan be used to calculate the selfen-
ergy exactly. Having the above-m entioned application
in m ind,we focus here on a two-com ponentFerm igas.
However,our form alism applies also to an atom ic Bose
gasorto an atom ic Bose-Ferm im ixture. Afterwe have
obtained the exact expression for the m olecular selfen-

ergy in the presence ofa m edium ,we then considerthe
two-body lim it ofthe theory. The reason for consider-
ing thislim itistwofold.First,any accurate m any-body
theory for the BEC-BCS crossover in atom ic 6Lim ust
incorporate the two-body physics exactly to be able to
m akea successfulcom parison with experim ents.Second,
in this lim it we are already able to com pare the theory
with experim entaldata on the m agnetic m om ent ofan
atom ic 6Ligasand with coupled-channelscalculationsof
the m olecular binding energy. W e � nd excellent agree-
m ent in both cases. W e, therefore,conclude that our
quantum � eld theory gives an accurate account ofthe
retardation e� ectsoccurring neara broad Feshbach res-
onance.The theory can thusalso be used to investigate
the BEC-BCS crossoverphenom enon for a broad Fesh-
bach resonance,where subtle two-body threshold e� ects
and strong-coupling m any-body physicsm ergetogether.
M olecular selfenergy. | From now on we consideran

incoherent m ixture offerm ionic atom s in two di� erent
hyper� nestates,which wedenoteby j"iand j#i.Ifthis
two-com ponentFerm igasisin thevicinity ofa Feshbach
resonance,thee� ectivequantum � eld theory ofthegasis
de� ned by m eansoftheatom -m oleculeHam iltonian [18]
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Here,ay
k;�

isthe creation operatorofan atom with m o-

m entum ~k and in the hyper� ne state j�i, and b
y

k
is

the creation operator of a bare or Feshbach m olecule.
In addition, �k is the kinetic energy of an atom , � is
the chem icalpotential,Vbg is the nonresonantor back-
ground interaction between the atom s,gbare isthe bare
atom -m oleculecoupling,B istheexternalm agnetic� eld,
�bare istheenergy ofa barem oleculewith zero totalm o-
m entum ,and � � is the di� erence in m agnetic m om ent
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between the barem olecule and two atom s.
G iven the above atom -m olecule Ham iltonian, the

m olecular selfenergy can, in the norm al state of the
atom ic gas,be calculated from the following procedure.
W e consider here only the norm alstate ofthe atom ic
gas,because we ultim ately wantto com pare ourresults
with the experim ent ofJochim etal. [4]. The general-
ization to thesuper
 uid stateisalso ofinterest,butwill
bereported elsewhere.W estartby expressingtheselfen-
ergy ~�m ofa singlem oleculein theatom icgasin term s
ofthe exactatom ic G reen’sfunctionsG � and the exact
(four-point)vertex function ��;�0 as

~�m = �
1

~

gbare

�

G "G # �
1

~

G "G #�";#G "G #

�

gbare :(2)

Note that we are using an operator notation here that
suppressesthe dependence on m om enta and M atsubara
frequencies ofthe variousquantities involved. The dia-
gram m aticequivalentofEq.(2)isshown in Fig.1a.
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FIG .1:D iagram m atic representation of(a)the exactm olec-

ularselfenergy,(b)the renorm alization ofthe atom -m olecule

coupling, and (c) the Bethe-Salpeter equation for the one-

particle irreducible vertex function. Note that triangles de-

note the atom -m olecule coupling, that squares refer to the

two-particle vertices,and that the internallines connecting

these quantitiesrepresentfully dressed atom ic propagators.

This result can be clari� ed by introducing the exact
atom -m oleculecoupling g by m eansof(seeFig.1b)

g =

�

1�
1

~

�";#G "G #

�

gbare ; (3)

since then the selfenergy can be put into the expected
form

~�m = �
1

~

gbareG "G #g : (4)

Because the exact vertex function is one-particle irre-
ducible,itsatis� esthe Bethe-Salpeterequation

�";# = �ir";# �
1

~

�ir";#G "G #�";# ; (5)

whosediagram m aticequivalentisshown in Fig.1c.The
quantity �ir

�;�0 is the exact vertex function that is two-
particleirreduciblein theparticle-particlechannel.From

Eqs.(4)and (5)itappearsthat the selfenergy depends
on the bare atom -m olecule vertex. However,the de� ni-
tion ofthe exactatom -m oleculecoupling can be used to
elim inate the barecoupling from the theory.
Atom ic physics. | The two-body lim it is obtained

by replacing in the above procedure the exact atom ic
G reen’s functions by the noninteracting atom ic G reen’s
functions,and the two-particle irreducible vertex func-
tion by Vbg. Perform ing the required calculations,
we then � nd that the energy-dependent dressed atom -
m oleculecoupling becom es

g
2B (E )= g(B )

1

1� [abg(B )=~]
p
� m E+

; (6)

where E + = E + i0,and both the background scatter-
ing length abg(B )ofthebackground interaction Vbg and
thezero-energycouplingconstantg(B )areknown exper-
im entalquantities. M oreover,the m olecular selfenergy
obeys

~�2B (E )� ~�2B (0)=
�(B )

p
� E+

1+ jabg(B )=~j
p
� m E+

; (7)

where the energy �2(B ) = g4(B )m 3=16�2~6 de� nes an
im portantenergy scale in the problem ,which isrelated
to the width ofthe Feshbach resonance.
The energy ofthe dressed m olecular state with zero

kinetic energy �m is determ ined by the poles ofthe full
m olecularpropagator,which isequivalentto solving the
equation

�m = �(B )+
�(B )

p

� �
+
m

1+ jabg(B )=~j
p

� m �
+
m

; (8)

where�(B )= � � B + �bare+ ~�2B (0)� � � (B � B0)is
known as the detuning and B 0 is the m agnetic � eld lo-
cation ofthe Feshbach resonance.Forpositive detuning
there only exists a solution with a negative im aginary
part,in agreem ent with the fact that the m olecule de-
cays when its energy is above the two-atom continuum
threshold. For negative detuning the dressed m olecular
propagatorhasarealpoleatnegativeenergycorrespond-
ing to the bound-stateenergy ofthe dressed m olecule.
Nearresonancethebound-stateenergy�m (B )becom es

sm alland we are allowed to put the right-hand side of
Eq.(8) equalto zero. In this approxim ation the loca-
tion ofthe pole can be found analitically and yieldsthe
expected result

�m (B )= �
~
2

m a2(B )
; (9)

wherethe totalscattering length a(B )isgiven by

4�~2a(B )

m
=
4�~2abg(B )

m
�
g2(B )

�(B )
: (10)
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The generalsolution,which is required when we want
to know the bound-state energy over a large range of
m agnetic� elds,canonlybefound num ericallyasweshow
shortly.The residueofthe pole isin generalgiven by

Z(B )=

�

1�
@~�2B (E )

@E

�� 1

E = �
m
(B )

(11)

and it is always sm aller than one. This is because
thedressed m olecularstateneartheFeshbach resonance
obeys

hrj�m ;dressedi’
p
Z(B )�m (r)jclosedi

+
p
1� Z(B )

1
p
2�a(B )

e� r=a(B )

r
jopeni;

where�m (r)denotesthewavefunction ofthebarem olec-
ular state in the closed channelofthe Feshbach prob-
lem . The dressed m olecular state therefore only con-
tainswith an am plitude

p
Z(B )thebarem olecularstate

j�m ;closediofthe closed channel.
M agnetic m om ent. | Since the open and the closed

channelsofthe Feshbach resonancein atom ic 6Liexper-
im ents correspond in an excellentapproxim ation to the
electronictripletand singletstates,respectively,wehave
� � = 2�B ,with �B the Bohr m agneton. As a result,
the m agnetic m om entofthe dressed m olecules �m as a
function ofm agnetic� eld isequalto

�m (B )= 2�B (1� Z(B )): (12)

Close to resonance where Z(B ) � 1 and the contribu-
tion of the open channelbecom es large, the m agnetic
m om ent approachesthe value 2�B characteristic ofthe
triplet state. Far o� resonance we have Z(B ) ’ 1 and
the dressed state is alm ost equalto the bound state of
the closed channelpotentialwhose electronic spin is a
singlet. In that case we thus have that �m (B ) goes to
zero.
Them agneticm om entofthe m oleculesobtained with

the very broad Feshbach resonance atabout834 G auss
in a gas of6Liatom s has been m easured by Jochim et

al.[4].Forsuch abroad resonance,thebackground scat-
tering length abg(B )and the zero-energy atom -m olecule
coupling constant g(B ),which,together with the m ag-
netic� eld B0,constitutetheonlyinputparam etersofour
theory,depend strongly on the m agnetic � eld over the
relevantexperim entalrange. In contrastto narrow res-
onances,neglecting these m agnetic � eld dependences is
notsu� cientlyaccuratehere.Therefore,weusethe� eld-
dependenceofabg(B )thatwascalculated by M arceliset
al.from acarefulanalysisoftheexperim entalknowledge
ofthesingletand tripletinteratom icpotentials[21].The
� eld-dependent atom -m olecule coupling constant is de-
duced from abg(B ) by using Eq. (10) and the known
totalscattering length a(B )[22].
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FIG .2:M agneticm om entofthedressed m oleculesasa func-

tion oftheexternalm agnetic � eld � B = (B � B0).Thedots

representtheexperim entaldataofRef.[4],whilethesolid line

isourtheoreticalresult. Forthe � eld-dependentbackground

scattering length abg(B )wehaveused theparam etricexpres-

sion obtained in Ref.[21].Theinsetalso showsthem olecular

two-body bound-state energy asa function ofm agnetic � eld,

which shows excellent agreem ent with the coupled-channels

calculation given in Ref.[4].

In Fig.2 weshow thecom parison between the experi-
m entaldata and thetheoreticalresultfrom Eq.(12),af-
tersolving num erically Eq.(8)forthem olecularbound-
state energy and substituting this into Eq.(11). It is
im portant to consider the full energy dependencies in
Eq.(7),to obtain the excellent agreem ent with exper-
im ent. Due to the large values ofthe background scat-
tering length,an expansion ofthe selfenergy for sm all
energiesin the spiritofFerm iliquid theory [23],i.e.,

~�2B (E )� ~�2B(0)’ �(B )
p
� m E+

� (1� jabg(B )=~j
p
� m E+ ) (13)

works only very close to resonance when j� B j < 100
G auss,butisunabletodealwith them agnetic-� eld range
accessed experim entally.
O ur theoreticalcurve exhibits close to resonance the

sam e quantitative deviation from the experim entasthe
coupled-channelcalculation given in Ref.[4]. Jochim et

al.[4]attribute the origin ofthis system atic deviation
to the fact that in principle the atom s and m olecules
experiencea di� erentopticaltrapping potential.W ebe-
lieve,however,thatthisexplanation isunlikely because
the deviation between the theoreticaland experim ental
results occurs close to resonance where Z(B ) � 1 and
the dressed m olecule wavefunction consistsalm ostcom -
pletely ofatom sin the open channel. Asan alternative
explanation we suggestthatm any-body e� ectscould be
im portantin ordertodescribethereduction ofthem olec-
ularm agneticm om ent.Such m any-body correctionsare
expected to becom e im portant when the gas param e-
ter kF a(B ) is no longer sm all, where kF refers to the
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Ferm im om entum ofthe gas. For the densities used in
Ref.[4]it turns outthat in the range where the devia-
tion occurs we have that kF a(B ) � 0:1. In contrastto
coupled-channelscalculations,m any-body correctionsto
the m olecularm agnetic m om entare easily incorporated
in ourquantum � eld theory approach. They are sim ply
determ ined by Eqs.(2-5),and arean im portanttopicof
furtherinvestigations.
Conclusions. | In this paper we have developed

a m any-body atom -m olecule theory for broad Fesh-
bach resonances where retardation e� ects in the atom -
m olecule coupling cannot be neglected. The theory is
shown to reproduce the two-body physics exactly. As
an application,wehavecalculated them agneticm om ent
ofan atom ic 6Ligasand the m olecularbinding energy.
Theagreem entwith experim entaldataand with coupled-
channelscalculationsisexcellent.W e believe,therefore,
thattheresultsobtained in thisLetterconstituteam ini-
m alinputforeverytheorythataim satacom pleteunder-
standingoftheBCS-BEC crossoverphysicsin atom ic6Li
nearthe broad Feshbach resonance atabout834 G auss.
W orkin thislatterdirection ispresentlybeingcom pleted.
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