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U niversality in P hase Transitions for U ftracold Ferm ionic A tom s
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W e descrbe the gas of ultracold femm ionic atom s by a functional integral for atom and m olecule
elds. T he crossover from BoseE Instein condensation BEC) to BC S-type super uidity show s uni-
versal features in termm s of a concentration param eter for the ratio between scattering length and
average interatom ic distance. W e discuss the relevance of the Yukawa coupling between atom s
and m olecules, establish an exact narrow resonance lim it and show that renom alized quantities
are independent of the Yukawa coupling for the broad resonance, BCS and BEC lim its. W ithin
our finctional integral form alisn we com pute the atom scattering in vacuum and the m olecular
binding energy. This connects the universal concentration param eter to the m agnetic eld of a
given experin ent. Beyond m ean eld theory we include the uctuations of the m olecule eld and
the renom alization e ects for the atom -m olecule coupling. W e nd excellent agreem ent w ith the
observed fraction of bare m olecules in °Liand qualitative agreem ent w ith the condensate fraction
in *Liand *°K . In addition to the phase diagram and condensate fraction we com pute the correla—
tion length form olecules, the in-m edium scattering length for m olecules and atom s and the sound

velocity.

PACS numbers: 03.758s; 0530 Fk

I. NTRODUCTION

U tracold ferm donic atom s are developing into exciting
experin ental laboratories for the understanding of com —
plx many body quantum physics. Collective phenom —
ena as the phase transition to low tem perature super—

uldiy can be investigated w ith controlled m icroscopic
physics. Recent experin ental progress RN n
the crossover region between a B oseE instein condensate
BEC) l,l] ofm olecules and the condensation of corre—
lated atom pairs sim ilar to B C S-superconductivity I,I]
reveals the universality ofthe condensation Ehenom enon,

as anticipated theoretically .,.,.,., ,.].

At rst sight the understanding of the crossover region
In presence of a Feshbach resonance seem s to depend on
com plex atom ic and m olecular physics and therefore on
m any param eters. The crucial role of m olecular bound
states Involves the detailed know ledge ofbinding or reso—
nance energies aswellas atom ic scattering am plitudes in
presence of a hom ogeneousm agnetic eld B . In particu-
lar, one needs the e ective coupling between the bound
state and the atom s, usually encoded in the m atrix ele—
m ent ofthe H am itonian between \bound and open chan-
nels" In the space of two-atom states. The m any body
physics depends in addition on the tem perature and den-
sity of the them odynam ic equilbriim state. Further—
m ore, the experin ental ocbservations are in uenced by
the geom etry of the trap which is used for the con ne-
m ent of the atom gas.

In this paper w e underline the universalaspects of the
equilbriim state of ultracold fermm ionic atom s. In the
Iim it of a hom ogeneous situation we argue that \m acro—
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scopic" observables can be expressed in tem s of only
three din ensionless param eters:

(1) The \concentration" ¢ descrbes the ratio between
the In-m edium scattering length and the average distance
betiw een tw o unbound atom sorm olecules. For an allneg—
ative c the m olecular resonance becom es unin portant —
the gas is approxin ated by ferm ionic atom swih a small
pointlike interaction. T he phase transition to super uid-
ity is ofthe BCS type and we w ill call this region in pa—
ram eter space (j 1,c< 0) the\BCS regin e". In con—
trast, or am allpositive c the phase transition and the low
tem perature physics is well described by a gas ofbosonic
m olecules. T his lim it w illbe denoted by \BEC regime" -
it show s the phenom enon of B oseE Instein condensation
very sim ilarto a gasofbosonic atom s. T he perhapsm ost
interesting region is the \crossover regin e" between the
BCS and BEC regines orlargecor £ j. 1.Allthree
regin es are continuously connected asc ! is varied from
large negative to large positive values. For low enough
tem perature T a transition to a super uid state w ith con—
densation ofatom pairsorm oleculesoccurs forallc. The
critical tem perature T for the phase transition to super—

uidity clearly shows (cf. g. ) the universal character
of the crossover.

(2) The details of the crossover physics depends on
a dim ensionless Yukaw a or Feshbach coupling i which
describes the interaction between atom s and m olecules.
T his coupling depends on thedensity K / n =% . In the
\narrow resonance regine" of smalll the precise value
of the coupling is not in portant for the location of the
phase transition. A universal \narrow resonance lim it"
H ! 0 exists forthe \symm etric phase" forT T.. For
this Iim t we nd a nontrivialexact solution ofthem any
body problem which is described by a suitably adapted
mean eld theory. Sm all deviations from this universal
Ilim £ lead or many (ut not all) quantities to a con-
trolled expansion for sm alll . For the \broad resonance
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regine" wih large B the precise valuie of B does not
a ect the observables that are connected to renomm al-
ized elds and param eters. In fact, for large i strong
renom alization e ects lead to a new orm ofuniversality
for Jarge couplings as observed previously in relativistic
system sw ith a strong boson—ferm ion \Yukaw a coupling"
_]. Our general universality hypothesis ? states states
that the \m acroscopic quantities" can be expressed in
term s ofonly two couplingscand H .

(3) The third param eter is nally the tem perature in
units of the Femienergy, T = T=¢, r = kZ=2M ,
ke = 3 %n)t™3 wih M the mass of the atoms). Us—
Ing the parameters ¢, B and T we obtain results for
din ensionless ratios and couplings for arbitrary densities
n. Fora given c and T the only in plicit dependence on
n arises via the weak dependence B / n =% and drops
out in the lim its of \enhanced universality" forbroad and
narrow resonances and the BEC orBEC regin es.

N o further details of the \m icrophysics" are needed for
the m acroscopic quantities. In this sense the description
becom esuniversal. In the language ofquantum eld the-
ory the param eters c and B describe relevant couplings
for the long distance physics.

At this point we m ay em phasize that the universal
aspects discussed here are not related to the \universal
critical behavior" near a second order phase transition.
For exam pl, the divergence of the correlation length for
T ! T. isgovemed by a universalcriticalexponent —this
hasnot yet been com puted very accurately here. T he dis—
cussion of universality in the present paper rather con—
centrates on the param eters which are of relevance and
concems \non-universal quantities" in the sense of criti-
calphenom ena.

Our results are based on a system atic form ulation of
the Interacting m any body system in tem s of a func—
tional Integral. A detaild derivation and discussion of
this form alisn , together w th an extension to the inho—
m ogeneous situation ofa trap, can be found in []. W e
carefully address the issue of renom alization or, m ore
precisely, the relation between \m icroscopic param eters"
and \m acroscopic observables". Expressed in temm s of
our renom alized param eters ¢, i and T all loop inte-
gralsare ultraviolet convergent such that the actualvalue
ofthephysicalm icroscopiccuto scaleplaysno role. A Iso
the m ass of the atom s drops out.

A s one of the iIm portant advantages of our functional
Integral formm ulation we can com pute both the \physics in
the vacuum " and the atom gas at nonvanishing density
and tem perature In the sam e fram ework. The vacuum

! The universality here di ers from the universality argum ent given
by Ho ]. In particular, in the crossover region the interaction
is not pointlike and does not becom e scale—free for the lim it of
diverging scattering length / FJ. The Yukawa couplingh intro-
duces a further m ass scale which m anifests itself in the din en-—
sionless param eter i . H o’s argum ent can be applied, how ever,

inthelmitc® ! O,H ! 1.

physics corresponds to appropriate low density 1im itsand
concems properties of two—atom system s lke the cross
section and m olecular binding energy. T hese quantities
are directly accessible to experin ent. Com bining the ex—
perin ental inform ation about the two-atom system w ith
know ledge of the density (kg ) we can relate the param -
eters cand i to m easurable quantities. In particular,
the concentration c is related to the m agnetic eld, oz,
m ore precisely, to its \detuning" B = B B, from the
vacuum Feshbach resonance at By .

The functional integral treats the ferm ionic uctua—
tions of unbound atom s and the bosonic uctuations of
the molkcule or diatom eld on equal footing. It is
therefore an ideal starting point for the inclusion of the
molecule uctuations. These uctuations are in portant
forthe quantitative understanding ofthe phase transition
for a broad Feshbach resonance. For a large din ension—
Jess Yukawa coupling B the renom alization e ects are
crucial. In fact, the In portance of the m olecule uctua—
tions is directly related to the size of i —-forH ! 0O a
nontrivial exact \narrow resonance lin it" can be estab-
lished where the m olecule uctuations can be neglected
andmean eld theory becom esvalid. T he present exper—
inents ;n ®Liand “°K probe, however, broad resonances
wih JargeR forwhich the nclusion ofthe bosonic uc-
tuations cannot be neglected.

W e present a rst computation of the correlation
length for the molecule eld. It tums out to be larger
than the average distance betw een two atom s fora rather
broad range of tem perature above T., ndicating the in —
portance of collective e ects. W e also com pute the e ec—
tive scattering length for m olecule-m olecule scattering.
A gain, it tums out to be large in the crossover region.
Furthem ore, we com pute the sound velocity in the su—
per uid phase.

Our functional integral approach pemm its a unied
view ofm any previously obtained results. In fact, vari-
ous otherm ethods have already revealed m any aspects of
the results of our investigation. Strinatiet. al. propose
a purely ferm ionic description of the crossover problem
based on a physically m otivated choice ofdiagram s in the
fram e of the operator form aligm [, B, B, 0, 0], A s—
sum Ing that the chem icalpotential satis es =T ! 1
In the BEC Il i, they can show by explicit calculation

] the appearance of a \m olecular" and a condensate
particle density In the BEC lin it. A sin ilar approxin a—
tion schem e is advocated in 1].

O ther approaches form ulate the problem m icroscop—
jcally In temm s of a Yukawa theory for a coupled sys—
tem of ferm Jonic unbound atom s and bosonic m olecules
o, B, B, e, B, B, B, B, B, B, ], In part,
this ism otivated by a finctional integral [, 0,0 ]. Ap—
proaches ofthis type are well suited for dealing w ith non—
Jocal interactions. A nother route of achieving this task
is llowed in [0, E0]. A com parison of purely ferm ionic
vs. bosonized approach has recently been perform ed 0]
W orkingw ith them icroscopicparam eters appropriate or
40K , aIn ost no di erence is Hund between the two ap—



proaches. T his is consistent w ith our investigation, clas-
sifying “°K in the broad resonance regin e w here the two
approaches becom e indeed equivalent.

A system atic study relating on the two body level the
param eters of the m icroscopic Y ukaw a theory to binding
energies and two—atom cross sections in vacuum inclides
the UV —renom alization [, B0, B0, B]. T he investiga—
tionsofFeshbach resonances (see ] orK ) reveala clear
tendency that the Yukawa coupling extracted \naively"
from scattering properties is m uch too large in order to
acoount for the large condensate fraction . advocated
by observation, in particular or °Liused by m any experi-
m entalgroups 1,0, 00,00, 0], Thishas triggered recent
work on an e ective Yukaw a coupling and ism om entum
and energy dependence [, 0, ],

The plan of the paper is as Hliows. In sect. Il we
brie y discuss the form al ingredients of our functional
Integral form alisn . Tt is based on the e ective action to
be com puted for our two-channelm odel of the crossover
system . A m ore extensive description of these issues can
be ound in ]]. T sect. |l we state our notion of
universality m ore precisely. T he aspects we consider dif-
fer from those analyzed by other authors, eg. []. W e
state universality here in a general eld theoretical con—
text, where for given extemalparam etersn and T only
tw o relevant renom alized couplings describe the system ,
namely cand i . In sect. M webrie v addressenhanced
universality in various lin its. T hese lim its are discussed
in m ore detail in sect. M when the necessary form al
fram ew ork has been provided.

In sect.llwe tum to the in portant di erence betw een
bare (m icroscopic) and dressed m olecules (or \m acro—
scopic" diatom bound states). W e com pute the renor-
m alization consant Z that relates the bare and dressed
molcule elds. Sect. lll tums to the e ective potential
for the m olecule eld. Here we state our approxin ation
schem e beyond mean eld theory.

In sect. [l we com pute the correlation length for the
molecule uctuations. It diverges at the critical tem per—
ature and rem ains large for a ratherw ide range, typically
as long as T is smaller than 1:5T.. A large correlation
length is a clear sign for collective e ects. W e also com —
pute the In-m edium scattering length form olecules and
the sound velocity in the superfuid phase.

In sects. Il w e relate the universalcouplingsc, B to
the param eters of Feshbach resonances, in particular the
detuning of the m agnetic eld B Bp and the response
of the level splitting to variations of the m agnetic eld,

. Our functional integral form alisn enables us to com —
pute directly the observable quantities of the two-atom
system , like them olecularbinding energy v orthe scat—
tering cross section between the unbound atom s. This is
achieved In an appropriate lin i where both the tem per-
ature T and the density n vanish as shown i sect. .
Sect. Ml establishes a direct Iink between the universal
concentration param eter c and them agnetic eld B and
determ ines the Yukawa coupling i .

In sect. lll we tum to our results or the crossover

phase diagram for particular Feshbach resonances ex—
plored by recent experim ents. W e rst address the frac-
tion of bare molkculs  that has been measured by
laser excitations to a higher level [1]. W e nd excellent
agreem ent w ith the observations in a range covering ve
ordersofm agnitude for p on both sides ofthe Feshbach
resonance (cf. g.).Thecondensate fraction . relates
to dressed m olecules. Herewe nd qualitative agreem ent
with the experinents in “°K [1] and °Li [1], whereas a
quantitative com parison would need a m ore detailed re—
lation between the experin ental cbservable and . In
sect. Il we present our conclusions. Four appendices
dealw ith the renom alization e ects for the Yukaw a cou—
pling [, the detailed form ofthe gap equation ), the
dispersion relation ©r the m olecules n vacuum [l and
the atom scattering in vacuum ).

II. EFFECTIVE ACTION

T heultracold gasof ferm ionic atom s in the vicinity ofa
Feshbach resonance can be idealized by tw o stable atom ic
states denoted by a two com ponent spinor For the
exam ple of °Lithese states m ay be associated w ith the
two lowest hyper ne states jli, Pi.) Them olecular state
regoonsible for the Feshbach resonance can be treated as
a com plex bosonic eld ”. In our approxin ation thisbo—
son is stable for negative binding energy and can decay
nto a pair of form ionic atom s for positive binding en—
ergy. Our functional integral form alism is based on the
euclidean m icroscopic action

Z n

Sg= dx Y@ :
5 2M
A 4 A
+7 e —+ 2
4M .
h A T /\y Zl
— + — (Y @
5 2( ) 1)

This is a sin ple m odel for fem ions with Yukawa cou—
pling to a scalar eld " and a pointlike \background "
Interaction (or \Pour-ferm ion v ") . The param e~
ter plays the role of an e ective chem ical potential 2.
T he di erent prefactor for the coupling between  and
the atom s resp. m olecules accounts for the fact that the
m olcules have atom number two. Sin ilarly, their m ass
is tw ice the atom m ass such that they have a nonrela—
tivistic ketic energy p?=4M . Further m otivation and
details of our functional integral approach can be found
in [ ].Ourunitsare~= c= kg = 1.
Thebareparameters ,h and havetobe xedby
appropriate observable \renom alized" param eters. T he

2 W e treat here only hom ogeneous situations such that the m ore
com plete form alism of [1]] is not needed. W e also have not
bosonized the four-ferm ion vertex . In the language of 1]
this corresponds to the formallimtm?2 ! 1 .



quadratic termm " " nvolvesthe \bare" binding energy
() which typically depends on them agnetic eld. The
Yukawa coupling h accounts for the coupling between
the single atom s and m olecules, = ,
Forh ! 0 the molcular states decouple, giving rise
to a nontrivial exact \narrow resonance lin it", cf. sect.
B

For a them odynam ic equilbrium situation the parti-
tion function is represented as a functional ntegralw ith
weight factore ° , wih S the Euclidean action
Z n

D D exp  SI[; ;] @)

Z o
+ dxj ®K) &K+ J & &)

12 = 1.

ZB[j]=

Here Zy is de ned as a functional of the source tem
J &) and wewillset j = 0 at the end of the com puta—
tions.

Our Yukawa type theory ) is equivalent to a purely
ferm jonicm odel. For this purpose we perform the G aus-
sian functional Integration over the " ed. E xpressed
only in term s of ferm ions ourm odelcontainsnow a four—
ferm ion Interaction wih a m om entum dependent cou—

pling ©Q1;02;035;Q4). The Interaction has the explicit
form Q4=Q1+ Q2 Qz) ]
Z
1
Sj_nt:E Y(01) ©Q2) YQa) ( Q3)
Q10203
n h2 o
. o 3)
2 in; n)T+ @ g)=4M + 2

In the pointlike 1m it the m om entum dependence can be
neglected and eq. W) is replaced by the \local interaction
approxin ation"
h2
2 @)

Later we w ill argue that the pointlike lim it can be estab—
lishedbyh ! 1, / h? wih theUV renom alized
version of ,cf. L] and sect. ) . T his settles the
connection between broad Feshbach resonances and the
pointlike lm it, for which a purely ferm ionic description
as discussed by Strinatiet al. [, B, B, B, 0] is ap—
propriate.

The action Sz W) has a globalU (1) symm etry. This
#nplies the conservation of the particle number N =

d*>xn, where the total num ber density of atom s n in—
cludes the unbound atom s and those bound in m olecules
or form Ing condensates. Ik obeys

A

np+ng =h?Y i+ 2h" i ®)
= hY i+ 2h" "i.+ 2n" Wi

= ng + 2ny + nc:

n

In the second line, we have expressed the disconnected
correlation finction h™ i by the connected G reen’s func—
tion h" Aic and the expectation valie h"i. These tem s

can be interpreted [l]asdensity contributions from open
channelatom s my = h ¥ 1) and closed channelatom s in
uncondensed m olecules (y = h” Aj.c) aswellas a con—
tribution from closed channel atom s in the condensate
e = 2h” ih"i). W e em phasize that eq. W) is no \ad
hoc" assum ption —it directly follow s from them icroscopic
form ulation of the functional integral.

For a hom ogeneous setting the condensate is constant,

hA(x)i= 0. It can be related 1] to the expectation
value of a com posite diatom operator
h
=———hT i 6
0= 7 2 ©)

T his dem onstrates directly that our form ulation in term s

ofa path integralm akesno di erence between a \conden—
sate of m olecules" and a \condensate of atom pairs"

h T i-they are sinply related by a m ultiplicative con—
stant. Hence, the universality of the condensation phe-
nom enon itself —the fact that we do not need to specify

a precisem icroscopicm echanian aseg. the form ation of
C ooper pairs - is particularly visble.

The eld equationswhich determ ine ( and n can be
com puted from thee ectiveaction [ ; ], which depends
on and the expectation value = nh"i. Asusual, i
obtains by a Legendre transfom , elin nating the source
j &) In avorof (),

(1= WmZpJl[I+ &G +3 ): )
For hom ogeneous ; , it is appropriate to consider the
e ective potentialU = (T=V) . To one loop order i is
com posed of a classicalpiece and a uctuation contribu-—
tion,

U = U(Cl)‘l' Uqp: 8)
In our case, the classical contribution reads
U= 2) ©)

T he one loop contribution is com posed of a piece from
ferm ion (Ul(F ') and boson (Ul(B ') uctuations. The ex-
plicit expression for the one loop part depends on the
detailed approxin ation. Tt w illbe discussed in sect. [,
while we will rst display som e general features and re—
sults of our approach.
T he hom ogeneous eld equations read 1]
@—U = ny @—U = 0: 10)
@ @
T he condensation ofatom spairs orm olecules is signalled
by a non-vanishing expectation value h'i= or given
by the location of the m nimum of U . The associated
spontaneous breaking ofthe globalcontinuous sym m etry
ofphase rotationsof and " (related to the conservation
of the num ber of atom s) induces a m assless G oldstone
boson. This is the origin of super uidity.



IIT. UNIVERSALITY
A . A dditive R enomm alization

Them icroscopic action M) depends explicitly on three
parameters ,h , . A Pourth param eter is Introduced
In plicitly by the ultraviolt cuto for the m om entum
Integration In the uctuation e ects. Besides this, the
results will depend on the themm odynam ic variables T
and —see || ] Por the relation between the e ective
chem icalpotential and the chem icalpotential .) The
renom alization procedure elim nates the cuto depen-
dence and trades these \bare" param eters for renom al-
ized ones which can subsequently be related to observ—
ables of the concrete atom ic system  (cf. sect. ).

Tt tums out that i is su cient to perform the ultravi-
olet renom alization In two instances: The rst one con—
cems the connected correlation fiinctions (densiy contri-
butions) h ¥ iandh” “i.. Carefuilly relating these eld
expectation values to their counterparts in the operator
orm alisn show s that the divergences / 3 aredue to a
zero point shift ofthe density 1], In our setting the con—
trbbutions of the ferm ionic uctuations are cancelled by
the bosonic m olecul) uctuations and no renomm aliza-
tion is necessary in this respect. T he second divergence

for ! 1 isassociated to the bare detuning . It can
be absorbed by using the renom alized detuning
h?M
= 22 : 1)

T his prescription correspondsto a renom alization ofthe
e ective atom interaction strength W) [01].

Expressed In tem sof andh the e ective potential
becom es very nsensitive to the m icroscopic physics, ie.
the value ofthe cuto . W ithoutmuch loss ofaccuracy
wecan takethelmi ! 1 forthe computation ofU .

B . D im ensionless P aram eters

The action ) still nvolves the atom massM which
ismuch larger than all other characteristic m ass scals.
By the choice of appropriate units the nonrelativistic
physics becom es ndependent of M . W e therefore in—
troduce a \Ferm im om entum " kr and a \Fem ienergy"

r = ki=2M . The iverse of the Femm i m om entum
should be associated w ith the m ost im portant charac—
teristic length scale in our problem . Roughly speaking,
i corresponds to the average distance d between two
unbound atom s or m olecules. N everthelss, the precise
value ofky isnot relevant —it jist sets the units and we
could take a ducialvalie kg = 1€V . For a hom ogenous
situation it is convenient, however, to de ne kg by the

density,

n=ki=@ ?): 12)

N ext we rescale coordinates and elds according to

R = kpx; ~=17p ; T=T=p; g= gkr;(13)
~ 3=2 2 3=2 A
= kg i = kg i ~= =rp:
T his yields the scaling form ofthe action
Z n
Sg = dzx Y@ g ~
e Iy 2~
2 .
ol N T A ~ 1
— Ty vy (Y2 4
5 2( ) 14)

A cocordingly, all quantities derived from the partition

function can be brought to a scaling form and can only

depend on the dim ensionless param eters (~ = ~ +
=@ *ke))

~= =p; K =24k Ch;~ =2Mk : (15

This scaling form showsa rst In portant aspect ofuni-
versality. A 1l com putations can be performed at a du-
cialky = 1leV . Contactto a concrete physicalsituation is
only m ade at the end by rescaling the resultsby using the
value of kr appropriate to the density of a given experi-
m ent. In our approxin ation fora hom ogeneous situation
all din ensionless physical observables can be expressed
in tem s of the dim ensionless variables ~, 0 , 7 and T'!
T he scale is then introduced by n.

T he param eters in the action [l are m icroscopic pa—
rameters ~ ;H ; ;7 , . Sinilar to the renom alization
of ~ also the couplingsH and © willbe a ected by
renom alization e ects. For a com parison w ith experi-
m ent we have to relate the \bare couplings" i ; , ™ ;
to renomm alized couplings, as for exam pl the coupling
H ;0 which appears in the m olecular binding energy in
vacuum of the scattering of two isolated atoms 3. We
w il argue below that in tem s of the m acroscopic rele-
vant param eters only two param eters rem ain which can
be associated to the renomm alized couplings ~ and R .
The m acroscopic value of © becom es com putabl as a
partial xed point n tetm s of ~ and B , at least su —
ciently close to the resonance and forsu ciently large H .
Furthem ore, for the broad resonance lim it ofa pointlike
Interaction wem ay absorb ~ by a Fierz transform ation
into a rede nition of K% such that B rem ains nvart
ant, ie. h? ! h? wih P ). Tn sect. [l

wewillrelate ~ and R to the param eters of experin ents
w ith gases of ®Liand *°K .

3 In order not to overload the notation we often w ill not specify
directly the indices ke ; orH ;. W here it becom esnecessary

we describe the status of i m ore precisely



C . Concentration

The space of m odel param eters and them odynam ic
variables for the crossover problem is spanned by ~;K?

and T'. However, it tums out that another set of param -
eters, c;R? and T, describes the system m ore e ciently,
revealing further aspects ofuniversality m ore clearly. U s—
ng the relation between a four-ferm ion coupling and a
scattering length a ,

— _a (16)
M 14

we de ne an e ective In-mediim resonant scattering
length a or, in the scaling form ,

1 1 8 (~ 2~)
- — - = =7 a7
C akF Flz

W e will refer to ¢ as \concentration". Indeed, w ith the
Inverse Fermm i m om entum setting the scale for the av-
erage interparticle spacing d, the concentration c is a
m easure for the ratio between scattering length a and
average distance, ¢ / a=d. It is therefore of no surprise
that .n the case ¢! < 1, where the scattering length
exceeds the typical interatom ic distance, m any-body ef-
fects play an essential role. N ote that through , this In—
m edium scattering length depends on the density. Tt will,
In general, di er from the \reduced scattering length"
ar = a( = 0),which isde ned by

1 8 ~
= —: (18)
ag kr K?

For broad Feshbach resonances the concentration is re—
lated to the full scattering lengtha ® ) by c= a® )kr (cf.
sect. [l . Here the dependence ofaB ) = ayes B ) + apg
on the magnetic eld B involves both a resonant piece
ares B ) that divergesat the Feshbach resonanceB ! By,
and an approxin ately B —independent background scat—
tering length apg .

The inpact of the choice of variabls c ! ;K%;T is

twofold. First, i absorbs a good deal of the B —de-
pendence In the nal results. In the language of crit-
ical phenom ena, the din ensionless tem perature T° and
the inverse concentration ¢! are relevant param eters,
whereasH ism arginal. A m ore system atic discussion of
the roke of i willbe given In the next section. Second,
the choice of c or a relates our form ulation based on par-
tial bosonization m ore closely to an interacting ferm ion
system , where the e ective scattering length a is cbvi-
ously a crucial param eter.

For a an all concentration Tjthe gas is dilute in the
sense that scattering can be treated as a perturbation. In
this rangem ean eld theory is expected to work reason-—
ably well. O n the other hand, for lJarge Tjthe scattering
length exceeds the average distance between two atom s
and collective e ects play a crucial rok.
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FIG. 1l: Crossover phase diagram .

critical tem perature Tc = Tc.=rF
1

T he dependence of the
on the inverse concentra—
tion ¢~ = (akr) ! is shown Pr the broad resonance lim it
A ! 1 (solidand short-dashed line) and for the narrow res—
onance Imit H ! O (dashed-dotted line). W e also indicate
the standard BEC (dashed horizontal line) and BC S (dashed
rising line) lim its which do not depend on the choice of the
Yukawa coupling. For the broad resonance lin it we plot two
di erent approxim ations.

In summ ary we have now an e ective low energy for-
mulation where neitherM nor enter anym ore. E very—
thing isexpressed in temm s ofky and three din ensionless
param eters, namely ¢, T and | .

Iv. ENHANCED UNIVERSALITY

Enhanced universality occurs in situations where one
ofthe two param eters ;A  becom es irrelevant (or xed).
This concems the lim its of narrow and broad Fesh-
bach resonances (\narrow resonance limit",H ! 0 and
\broad resonance lImi", K ! 1 ), theBCS and BEC
regimes, ¢ ! 0, and the scaling limit, c! 1 . Fora
given T the crossover for narrow and broad Feshbach
resonances can be described by a single param eter ¢ * .
Results orthe BCS,BEC and scaling lin it can only de—
pend on B and becom e param eter free for narrow or
broad resonances.

W e can qualitatively discussthe lim itsofenhanced uni-
versality taking the phase diagram in g. [l as an exam -
plk. The valuies of c! and KB determ ine the phase di-
agram com pltely, ie. the critical tem perature depends
only on these two param eters, T, = T (C 1,0 ). Wedis
play the critical tem perature T, as a function ofc ' and
compare the IimitshH ! 0 (dashed) and A ! 1 (wo
approxin ations, solid and short dashed). (T he underly—
ing approxin ation schem es are discussed in sect. M.
For intermm ediate values of i , a m onotonic change be—
tween the two lim is is found, cf. also g.[ll. Though the
In pact of the m argihal param eter H  is m oderate, the
precise value of B In uences the details of the crossover



and w illbe in portant for precision estim ates for concrete
physicalsystem s, In particularw hen narrow er resonances
than those presently investigated in *Lior?°K willbe ex—
plored.

Fig.M clearly revealsan B - independent approach to
the lin ting BCS and BEC regines: or £ 3! 1 , K
becom es an irrelevant param eter and the system can be
described in tem s of the concentration only. For com —
parison, we have also plotted the extrapolated standard
BCS (dashed, rising line) and BEC (dashed, horizontal
line) resuls.

T he narrow resonance lim it corresoondsto an exact so—
Jution ofthem any-body problem . It requiresi ! 0and
addiionally a vanishing four-ferm ion background inter—
action, but is free of further approxin ations. T he broad
resonance lin it, instead, corresponds to a strongly in-—
teracting eld theory, whose approxin ate solution still
nvolves quantitative uncertainties, in particular close to
the critical tem perature (cf. sect. ). This is re ected
by the two critical lines obtained in di erent approxin a—
tions In the broad resonance Iim it. The di erence be-
tween the solid line and the short dashed line gives an
idea ofthe rem aining uncertainty in the treatm ent ofthe
molcule uctuations. For the solid line our resul at the
resonance T, = 0292 is In agreem ent w ith the theoret—
ical value obtained in [, I] and com patdble w ith the
m easurem ents reported In ] T, = 031 0:04. Includ—
Ing themolecule uctuations in the gap equation (short
dashed line) yields T: (c 1 = 0) = 0255. The m axin um
of T. (¢ ' ) has a sin ilar value orboth approxin ations.

We nd anew form of crossover from the narrow to
broad resonance lim it in dependence on the Yukawa or
Feshbach coupling B . This is shown in g. B, where
wepbt T, (g. ll @) asa function of K forc?! = 0.
(T he curves for other values of Jarge jare sin ilar.) O ne
clearly sees a sm ooth interpolation between the regin es.
W ithin the broad resonance regin e the precise value of
A isnot relevant for T or, m ore generally, orallquanti-
ties not involving explicitly the m icroscopic constituents
(\bare elds"). Renom alization e ects or B even as
large as a factor of ten do notm atter. In contrast, in the
\crossover regin e" of interm ediate K 10 the physical
results depend on the valie of i . Now renom alization
e ects must be taken into account carefully for a reli-
able com putation. Furthem ore, we will leam in sect.
Ml that cbservations related to \m icroscopic observables"
like the fraction of closed channel atom s (orm icroscopic
m olecules) can depend strongly on B even in the broad
resonance regin e. W ealso show n g.ll ) the gradient
coe cientA  frT = T,,c! = 0 -this quantity willbe
de ned in the next section.

M ore details on the di erent lm is of enhanced uni-
versality w illbe given in sect. [l after the discussion
of the necessary form alism in the next sections.
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FIG . 2: Enhanced universality for large and smallH . For

c! = 0owe plot the dependence on B of (a) the din ension—
less critical tem perature T. and (o) the gradient coe cient

A frT = T. (f. sect. ). For smallK < 1, a sta—
ble universalnarrow resonance lim it is approached. For large
A we nd a very pronounced insensitivity of Tc and A to
the precise value of i —note that we plot on a logarithm ic
scale. The \crossover" regin e Interpolates sm oothly between
the universal lim its.

V. DRESSED AND BARE MOLECULES:THE
WAVE FUNCTION RENORMALIZATION Z

For an understanding of the crossover problem , it
is crucial to distinguish bare and dressed m olecules
. ,0]. In our interpretation, the bare or \closed chan-
nel" m olecules are associated to a true nonlocality in the
m icroscopic interaction WM). Their overall rok for the
therm odynam ics should be subdom inant for broad reso—
nances or alm ost pointlke m icroscopic interactions. T he
dressed m olecules can Instead be e ective degrees of free—
dom , generated dynam ically by uctuation e ects. T hey
correspond to a renom alized bosonic eld.

A . D erivative E xpansion

For a hom ogeneous situations or weakly varying trap
potentials a derivative expansion of the e ective action



becom es appropriate wih ~ = h2i= kF3=2 in presence
of sources j )
Z
[(l= dew(M+E F~F~+2 ~@ ~+ :::(19)

By analytic continuation from euclidean time to
M inkow ski tine (\real tine") we can derive a tine
evolution equation for ~ from the variational principle
= 7 = 0. The coe cient of the term wih the tine
derivative, Z , plays the rok of a wave function renor-
m alization. W e therefore Introduce renom alized elds
forbosonic quasiparticles or \dressed m olecules" and ap-—
proprately renom alized couplings

=7z i = i A= i 20)

1-2 . B i
Z Z

=2

dxu()+Af~ + @ + ::: (21)
T he e ective potential can be decom posed into a clas—
sical contrbution ©?, a contrbution from the frm ion

uctuations ul(F) and a contribution from the molcule

. B
uctuations ul( ) ’

F B
v = v+l @2)

s = 2~ 7=

2~=7 )

The -dependence of the di erent pieces is closely re—
lated to the di erent contributions to the total density
of atom s [[1]. Indeed, the pressure of the system obeys
p() = U (;T) W( =T = 0)),whereUg( ) de-
notes the value of the e ective potential at ism inin um
(W ith respect to ). A them odynam ic relation associates
the particke densiy w ith the derivative ofp w ith respect
to the chem icalpotential.

B . Contributions to the atom density

T he wave function renom alization Z playsa crucial
role for the precise understanding of the di erent con—
tribbutions to the total atom density, from condensed or
uncondensed atom s, m olecules or unbound atom s, open
channel and closed channel atom s. For example, the
num ber density of uncondensed dressed m olecules ny
can be com puted from the propagator for the renom al-

ized eld . It is related to the ~ —derivative of u,” ' 1]
evalnated at xed (ot xedcl )

Moo C -, @3)
e 2 e~ o 62

Here o corresoonds to the m nimum ofw and y =
2ny =n counts the fraction ofatom sbound in the dressed
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FIG .3: Fraction of closed channelmolecules 5 = ¢+ wu ,

com pared to experim ental values 1], or T = 0 and kr =
0:493eV £250nK . On the BEC side, we nd that our resuls
are quite insensitive to the precise choice of kr . T he strongly
interacting region ¢ ' < 1 is indicated by vertical lines, w here
the center line denotes the position of the resonance. For
B > By the solid and long dashed-dotted lines re ect the
uncertainty from the \F ierz am biguity" discussed i app . M.
ForB < B the dashed line om its the renomn alization e ects
discussed in sect. [l and app . .

m olecules. Sim ilarly, the num ber of bare or m icroscopic
molecules ny corresponds to the propagator for ~ such
that

ny =2 ny ; M =2 u: (24)

Now |y oountsthe fraction ofclosed channelatom s (not
In the condensate) as de ned by the m icroscopic m olec—
ular Feshbach state. For large Z the num ber of dressed
molcules ny can be substantial even if the num ber of
m icroscopicm oleculesny  isnegligbly sm all. O focourse,
In this case the dressed m olecules are dom inantly com —
posed of open channel atom s and not of closed channel
m olecules.

Sin ilarly, the condensate fraction = nc¢c=n mea-
sures the fraction of atom s In the condensate

c ne @u P

F=E=200=20= Z @~ 0: (25)

T isrelated tonc: W) by nc = Z n¢ . Thus the fraction
of closed channel atom s in the condensate obeys . =

ne=n= =2 and istiny PrlargeZ . The rem aining
num berof (dressed) unbound atom sobeysng = n 1y

nc¢ . Correspondingly, ¢ = nr =n denotesthe fraction of
atom s that are neither condensed nor bound in dressed
m olecules.

C. Computation of Z

The wave function renomm alization Z can be com —
puted from the dependence of the m olecule propagator
on the (ral frequency [l]. W e include in this paper



only the contribbution from ferm ion uctuations. In this
section we em ploy the relation [1]
3. (F)
. ©26)
2@~@~ @~
which relates Z to the dependence of the inverse
m olcul propagator on the e ective chem ical potential
. (In the app. M we discuss a de nition ofZ based on
the explicit frequency dependence of the Inverse propa—
gator.) I eq. ) ul(F ) is com puted from a frm jon oop
In the background of constant ~ and ~. It reads

Z
il () = ﬁh e + e
Y @) ,
]_° 1
; @7
4T
with 4
1 2 1=2
= — o ~ +r ; @8)
2T
1
= (=0=—9d ~;
2T
= K"~ "
The relation [l yields
Z
2
_ i d’q 3 2
VAR + — - tanh cosh
16T? @)

29)

and agrees indeed w ith the de nition from the frequency
dependence of the propagator in app . M.

In the symm etric phase Z can be expressed in tem s
of the dim ensionfi1l param eters as

1 _ _
—M 3=2p27 =24 (s);

7 = 1+
2
H (s) = dyyiz tanh (/2 v s
v?  s? cosh? (7> s) |
0
s= —= — (30)
2T 2T

where H (s) hasthe 1im it

H (s! 1) ! ( s)¥?%: (31)

4 T he appropriate choice of the Yukawa coupling B relating » and

is a subtle issue. W e follow here the concept of a system atic
renom alization group im proved perturbation theory ] where
B isa ~ and T" dependent renom alized coupling w hich is evalu—
ated at the m om entum scale which dom inates the integral [l .
T his prescription di ers from the Schw ingerD yson equations for
the fermm ion contributions to the verticeswhich follow from the

- derivatives ofeq. . In the SDE - approach one factor of
A would correspond to a m icroscopic or bare coupling i ; .

Thelmi T ! 0; ! O is nfrared divergent. This di-
vergence is cured by a nonzerom om entum ¢ in the prop—
agator: For T = = 0 the correction / h? () '™
diverges only ©ref ! 0. In the vacuum the physics of
the \dressed m olecules" has therefore to be handled w ith
care. W e will see in sect. Ml that the case ! 0 ap-
plies to a situation where the m olecules correspond to an
unstable resonant state w ith positive binding energy. In
contrast, stable m olecules correspond to a nonzero neg-—
ative value of without Infrared divergence n Z2 . Fur-
them ore, for nonzero density a condensate occurs for
T = 0 and Z is regularized by the nonvanishing value
ofrineq. ).

D . Renomm alized Y ukaw a coupling

W e observe that for large i the wave function renor-
m alization divergesZ / K°.W ewill nd that the total
fraction ofdressed molecules g = y + ¢ isaquan—
tity of the order one in the crossover region. W e con—
clude that in the broad resonance lim it the totalnum ber
of baremokcuks g5 = wm + ¢ = =2 / K?
becom es negligbly small. As argued n sect. [l the
m icroscopic m olecules can be om itted for the them ody-—
nam ics and the broad resonance lim it is well described
by a pointlike interaction for the ferm ionic atom s. Nev—
ertheless, the renom alized bosonic eld rem annsa very
usefilooncept. W ewillseethat nthelm it ! 1 the
appropriately renom alized couplings rem ain nie and
becom e therefore ndependent of the precise value of R .
This holds, in particular, or the renom alized Yukawa
coupling >

h =2 K (32)
and the gap

r= K2~ “= @’=2 ) =hn? (33)

The fact that these quantities are e ectively I - inde-
pendent has a sim ple but In portant in plication regard—
Ing the renom alization e ects for B itself: Even if the
actualvalie of B is changed by, say, an order ofm agni-
tude, thisw illnot a ect these param eters. A llquantities
that can be expressed In tem s of the renom alized cou—
plings becom e very insensitive to the value ofH , as seen
in g.M.

5 T he renom alization ofthe Y ukaw a coupling isdone in tw o steps.
A rst renom alization step com putes a renom alized coupling
B , as extracted from binding energy and scattering length in
vacuum , eg. H ;o in sect. . A second step M) takes the wave
finction renom alization Z into account.



E . Bosonic quasiparticles

W e have com puted the gradient coe cient X in [].
In g.Hl ©) we have displayed the renom alized gradient
ooe cientA  atthe resonance,c ' = 0. Ik sw itches from
05 foramalll to a value close to one for largeH . On
the other hand, deep n the BEC Imitwe ndA = 035
both for snall and large i . Indeed, the BEC lim it is
welldescribed by pointlike bosonic quasiparticles, even if

them icroscopicm oleculesbecom e irrelevant fori ! 1 .
The lim it
. . 1
Jm Im A = — (34)
B 11O 2

states that the dressed m olecules always havem ass 2M .
Furthem ore, n the BEC Im i the number densiy of

atoms (g = 2727

n=2ny +nc=20"g i+ h'gih'g i) 35)

tums out to be tw ice the number of dressed m olecules
(iIncluding the ones In the condensate) according to the
standard B ogoliubov form ula. (Form ore details, we refer
to []. A sin ilar result has been obtained by Strinatiet
al. n a purely ferm ionic setting 0, E1]) In the BEC

Iim it all quantities that can be expressed in term s of the
renom alized couplings can equally well be described by
a sin plem odel nvolving only bosonice ective degreesof
freedom . Thisholdsboth for the case where m icroscopic
m olecules dom nate and for the case of a purely point-
like Interaction for fermm ionic atom s w thout m icroscopic
m olecules. In this case an e ective bosonic theory looses
m em ory of s m icroscopic origin.

F. Fraction ofm icroscopic m olecules

O ur calculations relate the \m acroscopic observables"
and the renom alized param eters to the m icrophysical
Interactions. In view of the large universality for the
experim entally tested broad resonances one may won-—
der if these calculations can be checked experin entally
or if only universal relations w ill rem ain at the end. A

rst possble check of the detailed relation between the
m icrophysics and m acrophysics concems the relation of
the universalconcentration param eter cw ith the detailed
experim ental setting, In particular its dependence on the
magnetic eld B. This willbe discussed 1n sect. . A
second access is provided by tests that directly observe
\m icroscopic quantities" as, for exam ple, the fraction of
m icroscopic m olecules.

Indeed, even for a broad Feshbach resonance the m i~
croscopicm olecules exist and one can m easure theirnum —
ber. The laser probe In the experin ent by P artridge et
al. ] trggers resonant transitions from closed channel
m icroscopic m olecules to open channel atom s. It there-
fore directly couples to the total num ber of m icroscopic

10

mokcuksh” "i. The quantiy Z in
w ith the fraction ofbare m olecules

_] can be identi ed

= Mt c=(um+ )2 : (36)
W e have com puted this quantity asa fiinction ofc ' and
relate ¢! to the magnetic ed i sect. . The result
isshown in g. M. The com parison w ith the experin en—
talvalues is very good. Since y + ¢ is of the order
one the dom inant e ect actually checksour com putations
ofZ .Obviously, g depends explicitly on the Yukawa
coupling, 5 / R 2, in distinction to the universalquan—
tities for a broad Feshbach resonance. For T = 0 and
= 0 the Yukawa coupling i ;; can be extracted from
properties of single atom s and m okecules (cf. sect. )
and one nds Pr 6LiH(L;;) = 610 kp = 16V ). However,
even orT = 0 (asappropriate forthe experim ent [1]) the
renom alization e ects induce an e ective dependence of
K onc! asshown in app. . Om ittihg these e ects
gives substantial disagreem ent w ith the m easured values,
as shown by the dashed curve in g. Ml HrB < By.We
consider g. [l asan in portant quantitative check of our
m ethod ® that we w ill describe 1n m ore detailbelow .

VI. EFFECTIVE POTENTIAL

In our approxin ation all relevant inform ation is con—

tained In the various contributions to the e ective po—

tential w©? ;ul(F ) ;ul(B ) and n A ;7

depend on T;~;c ! and i where ~ can be xed by the
rst equation )

. These quantities

Qw 1
— = 37
e~ 32 e
Wihe=h? ,8 o)l = K2 ( 2~)and
_ r ®) ®)
= ——tw (@)t () 38)

8 c

we see that for xed c the explicit dependence of w (r)
on B enters only through the contribution from the
m olecule uctuatjonsul(B ) .Themean eldtheory MFT)
only includes the ferm ionic uctuations and om its u{B h.
A ccording to eq. M) standard M FT also om its the den—

sity of unbound dressed m olecules, ie. vy = 0.W ih
)
r0 = 3 28,
r @~ 4
Qe 6 2 6 °x
c = 32 = S = > @9)
@~ Z K2

® Another quantitative check concems the agreem ent or our results
forT = 0 []with Quantum M onte C arlo sim ulations [, 1],



eq. ) isequivalentto py+ ¢ = 1. Foramall (or
zero) ¢ the dependence on B becom es negligble. The
M FT equations sin ply reduce to

F)
Qu
3 2—@]; =1 C

)

Gu; ©~ 1
Qr 8 c

; 40)

w ith ul(F) given by eq. ).
A rst step beyond M FT includes the contribution of
ul(B ' ineq. M) and om its it i the eld equation @u=Q

T his changes the rst equation {ll) to

F)
Qu
32—@]; =1 M c -

Fi0 = 41)
The presence of a substantial y on the BEC side re-
duces ;0 and therefore changes the value of ~. This
e ect is already su cient to produce a crossover from
the BCS to the BEC regine. W e therefore need an esti-
mateof y .

A ccording to eq. W) the bare m olecule density is re—

lated to the exact propagator G ofthe bosonic eld a

x % 3

d’q
@ 3)

T
ny = Str G @n) f: 42)

w ith g an additive renomm alization [l]. Here we work
In a basis wih dinensiogless renom alized real elds
1; owith = (1+1i2)= 2and = = (%‘l’ §)=2.
TherebreG =P ! isa2 2matrix overwhich trtakes
the trace. In tem s of renom alized din ensionless quan—

tities, P = P =(@Z §), this yields for the density of
dressed m olecules
Z
n T X & g 7
— = —tr ipr 22 43)
ki 2 @) kg

T his relation isexact. Tt involves the exact inverse propa—
gatorP which isdirectly related to the second functional
derivative of the e ective action (lll) wih respect to ,

2

exel) — .
P b ;%) = . o) : 44)

W ewillem ploy a Taylor expansion ofthe e ective po—
tentialw around ism inin um

24 SYM
SSB

3
+
NI

0)% + = @)

where SYM and SSB denote the symm etric and super—

uld (spontaneously sym m etry-broken) phases. W ithout
Joss of generality we also choose ( realsuch that ; cor-
responds to the \radialm ode" and , to the \G oldstone
m ode". Th the approxin ation [l) this yields [[1]

A F+m?+2

‘n
b ingemz @9
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4
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FIG . 4: Tem perature dependence of the bosonic m ass tem

m? prct = 0;HE ! 1 .Thevanishing ofthem asstem m 2

is approached continuously (solid line). W e also plot the sepa—
rate contributions from \m ean eld" (classical plus ferm ions,
dashed) and boson uctuations (dashed-dotted). For T > T,
the latter becom e unin portant away from the phase transi-
tion.

and w e note the appearance ofthe M atsubara frequencies
In the o diagonal entries. Here we use a form ulation
that can be used In both the nomal (SYM ) and the
super uid (SSB) phase. W e w ill specialize to these cases
In the ollow Ing subsections. The m ass m atrix

B Q%w m2+2 o

m = = 2

ab @ 2@ 5 0 ;m @7

nvolves both the fem jonic and bosonic uctuation cor-
rections to w. At the phase transition @ 2).p vanishes
and we obtain

(3=2)
4 2

6=2) @ T)>=?:

ny = 48)
The eld equation for the renom alized eld expecta—

tion valie can be expressed as
2 Qu

m = 0; = —

: 49
e . 49)

In the super uld phase (¢  0; ¢ § 0) one infers
m? = 0. Thereforethem assm atrix [l hasa zero eigen—
value and , can be identi ed w ith the m assless G old—
stone boson. The presence of a \m assless m ode" w ith
In nite correlation length isthe central ingredient for su—
per uidiy. For the sym m etric phase the two elgenvalues
of m ?),p, are equalsince o= 0.
Tn principle, the inverse propagator [lll) nvolvesam o—
m entum dependent vertex (@) . Including them olecule
uctuations (@) vanishes for g = 0. As advocated
In ] we take this di culty into account by using in
the density equation [l) only the form jonic contribu-
tion ! F) - @ZH{F '@ 2§, . To reduce the error
connected to this approxin ation one m ay either com -
pute the m om entum dependence of the fourboson ver-



FIG .5: M olcular correlation length W asa function of the
reduced tem perature (T T.)=T..W e consider three regin es:
crossover (€' = 0, solid), BCS (¢’ = 135, dashed), BEC
(c o= 1:5, dashed-dotted) and the broad resonance lim it
R ! 1.

tex or, perhapsm ore prom ising, use fiinctional renom al-
ization group m ethods [, i, I]. T he approxin ation

®) is, of course, consistent w ith our \intermm ediate
approxin ation" where the eld equation for neglects
the bosonic uctuation contributions.

A more consistent Inclusion of the molcul uctua—
tions also takes them into account in the eld equation
or ,modifying also the second equation ). W e need
to evaluate the bosonic m ass tem

(
m? = & (~ 2~)=z + Oy, &
@ @
®)
Qu
= m®7y L (50)
@
W hilew,” ' isgiven by eq. Ill) we stillneed to determ ine
@H{B )=@ . For this purpose we com pute the lowest or-

der \gap" or Schw IngerD yson equation for them olecule
propagator. In the context of a perturbation expansion
the gap equation am ounts to a selfconsistent resum m a—
tion ofa series ofdiagram s nvolving bosonic uctuations
beyond the G aussian (one loop) lkevel. T he explicit form
ofthe gap equations for the nom aland super uid phases
aswellas the phase boundary is displayed in app .. D e
tails of their derivation and lin itations of validity can be
found in 1.

VII. CORRELATION LENGTH AND
SCATTERING LENGTH FOR M OLECULES

In the symm etric phase the static e ective m olecule
propagator reads (for zero M atsubara frequency)

1 1

T A fem? o
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FIG. 6: E ective potential in the crossover region, T =
033;H ! 1 . The solid line expresses the quartic coupling

in tem s ofthe renom alized m olecule scattering length ob—
tained wih ay kr = =(4 ). The short dashed line neglects
the m olecule uctuations and show s abf[F )kp = ® )=(4 ).
Large renom alization e ects are observed in the crossover
regin e. In the BEC lim i, the bosons are only weakly inter—
acting. In addition, we plot the renom alized m ass tem for
themolkcuk edm 2 (dashed-dotted) and the renomm alized
gradient coe cient A (Iong dashed).

W e approxin ate here A as a constant. The Fourder
transform ofG decays for large distances r exponentially

G () exp( w1 (52)
w ith correlation length
w =m ‘AT’ 53)

M ore precisely, M2 corresponds to the location of the
pole of the propagator ©r negative ¢ and therefore A

should be evaluated at the location ofthe pole instead of
& = 0 as approxin ated here.) At the critical tem pera—
ture T. the correlation length diverges shocem = 0.

In the super uid phase the propagators for the radial
and G oldstone m odes di er. The correlation length for
the G oldstone uctuations ( 2) is in nie according to
eq. . I the \radial direction" ( ;) the e ective
m asstem forthe uctuationsaround them ininum reads
2 0. It vanishes (at zerom om entum ) since our approx—
In ation based on Schw IngerD yson equations [1]] yields

= 0 for the deep Infrared value of the m olecule cou—
pling. Hence we obtain in our approxim ation a diverging
correlation length for the radialm ode. N evertheless, the
pole isactually not Jocated at = 0 —using am om entum
dependent () nm ? ortaking thise ect into account
in the orm ofA () would be a better approxin ation.
In this paper we w ill not discuss further the e ects that
render the radial correlation length nite for T < T..

T he din ensionless m olecular correlation length in the
sym m etric phase

M = mke = A7 "=m (54)



is expressed In tem s of the renom alized quantities A
and m ?

n (F) o
v (B5)

M 7, 3 2

For the com putation ofA we referto [l]. W e plot the
renom alized boson m ass, displayed in curly brackets in
eq. ), n g.M. Additionally, we indicate the separate
contrbutions from ferm ion (dashed) and boson uctua—
tions (dashed-dotted). Boson uctuations are in portant
close to the critical tem perature.

The condition %,° = 0 de nes the critical tem pera—
ture w here the m olecule correlation length diverges. F .
B displays 3 in the BEC, crossover and BCS regin e.
W e observe that the molcular correlation length re—
m ains larger than the average distance between atom s
or m olecules ]%1 even rather far away from the crit-
ical tem perature. This feature is quite Independent of
the BEC, BCS and crossover regin e. It indicates the
In portance of collective phenom ena.

For 4 1 the correlation length exceeds by far the
average distance between two atom s. W e do not expect
the loop expansion to ram ain accurate in this lim i. This
is the typical range for the universal critical behavior
near a second order phase transition which is known to
be poorly described by MFT or a loop expansion. A
proper renom alization group fram ework is needed for
M 1. In contrast, for | 1 the molecules are
essentially uncorrelated.

Let us de ne an e ective m olecule scattering length
ay frthe dressedm olcules in analogy to eq. [l (with
\classical" boson m ass 2M for com posite particles)

4 z?
— = e ; = (56)
Z 2M 2M kg
such that
F)
F)
ay kr = 4—; ay ke = 4—

A seocond possible criterion for the validiy ofthe loop ex—
pansion is the am allness of the m olecular self interaction

. Typically, a one loop expression becom es question—
abl foray kg 1.

W eplbtay kr and ab(f )kF in g.Masa finction ofc !
and in g. M as a function of tem perature. Both plots
are for the broad resonance lim it. W hile aDEIF )kF grow s
large near T, the \full" m olecule scattering length ay kg
goes to zero. The reader should be wamed, however,
that or T ! T, the momentum dependence of (Q)
becom es crucial—-orT = To onehas (@ / < such
that vanishes only forg= 0. At T, the interaction
between the dressed m olecules cannot be approxin ated
by a pointlke interaction.

Finally, we comment on the ratio of ferm jonic and
m olecular scattering length in the twobody lin . The
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F)q

(T Tc)=Tc

FIG .7: Scattering length form olecules ay kr asa function of
the reduced tem perature (T  T.)=T. In the crossover regin e
€' =0;A ! 1 ;T.= 0255).Boson uctuations renom al-
ize the bosonic scattering length down to zero in the vicinity
of the critical tem perature. This m ay be com pared to the
increase of the ferm ion  uctuation induced part af )k}? .

diagram m atic approach of 1] yields ay =a 0:{75. In

], the ratio w asextracted from an analysisofthe quan-
tum m echanical fourbody problem in the BEC lim i, es—
tablishing the result ay =a 0#%. This was reproduced
In a Quantum M onte Carlo simulation in 1].

W e discuss a procedure to progct on the low den-—
sity 1im it in sect. . For the f&m jonic contribution to
the m olecular scattering length, this yields in the BEC
regin e

ay ' = 2a: 67)

T his isthe Bom approxin ation. In the low density lim i,
the one-loop expression for the bosonic uctuations re—
duces ay but is plagued by infrared divergences sin ilar
to the ones encountered above in the super uid phase. A
resolution ofthis issue is expected from the consideration
for the m om entum dependence of the couplings or from
the use of functional renom alization group equations.

A s a last application of our form alisn we com pute the
speed of sound as extracted from the low energy disper—
sion relation ! = v, Fyj]. In the din ensionless formm u—
lation w = 2M ve=ky i takesthe form

| S
Vs = 2 oA H (58)

For the broad resonance lmm it the result is plotted at
T = 0 throughout the crossoverin g. H.

VIII. LM ITSOF ENHANCED UNIVERSALITY

In this section we discuss In m ore detail the status of
the di erent Iim its of enhanced universality presented in
sect. L.
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FIG . 8: D In ensionless speed of sound vs for the m olecules

T = 0. In the extreme BEC regine it approaches vs !
2 (@3 ).Thislim it (plotted dashed) is obtained by neglect—
ing the contrbution from the boson density in the equation
of state.

A . Exact N arrow R esonance Lim it

A nontrivial exact lim it exists orwhich B ! 0 and
~ ! Owhike cand T are kept xed. It applies to the
symm etric phase ncliding the location of the critical
line. This exact lin  rem ains valid for arbitrary con-—
centration ¢, even if the scattering length a is arbitrarily
large. A s we have discussed before, the m olecules and
ferm jonic atom s decouple in the Im it B ! 0 such that
the G aussian (one loop) approxin ation becom es exact.
N evertheless, our lin it can describe the il BCSBEC
crossover as visble from  g. ll. In practice, the appli-
cability of this 1im it corresponds to a narrow resonance,
m uch narrower than the ones currently investigated for
lithium or potassiim .

W e leam from eq. [ that our lim it corresponds to

2 /h? ! 0. Due to the sinultaneous vanishing
of 2 andh our lm it is not the trivial lim it of a
m xture of a noninteracting atom gasplisa noninteract-
ing m olecule gas. Nevertheless, we will see that in the
narrow resonance lim it an appropriatem ean eld theory
becom es exact and can describe the high tem perature
phase including the approach to the critical tem perature
of the phase transition. (Thismean eld theory di ers
from standard BCS mean eld theory results, cf. g. M.
The existence of this lim it gquarantees that mean eld
theory rem ains valid as long as B ram ains sn all, say
K < 1.Thisiscon med in g. M.

In order to establish the exact results for this lim it
we rst perbrm in eq. [l the finctional integral for
the ferm ions . For = 0 this can be done exactly.
T he G aussian Integralyields an interm ediate action S [A]
depending only on ", wih

z= D eSSl 59)
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Let us discuss the properties of S [A] inthelmih ! O.
The e ective potential w in S corresponds to the m ean
eld potential and we note that & = =@ c(~)) +

ul(F ) (#; ~) depends on the gap param eter »= K2~ ~ but

not explicithy on i EForthe explict mean eld formulae
cf. sect. ll, 5. @), and app. M) The Joop correc—
tion to the Inverse boson propagatorP (Q ) vanishes for
K ! 0 due to the overall factor K?. In consequence,
the inverse bosonic propagator for " s precisely given
by the classicalpart P Y = 2 T + f=4M + 2

T his is the Inverse propagator for free bosons w ith m ass
2M . Alltems in S['] with more than two powers of
" also involve powers of H and therefore vanish In our
Iim . In consequence, the functional integral for " be-
com esGaussian in the limit B = 0 and we can solve the
fiinctional integral M exactly. In our lin it it should
be evalnated for = =2. In this lin it the number den—
sity of m icroscopic m olecules ny therefore corresoonds
to the densiy of free nonrelativistic bosons ofm ass 2M

w ith vanishing chem ical potential ), as given by the
canonical partition function.

In the narrow resonance lim it the mean eld approx—
In ation for the e ective potential becom es exact. This
yields exact estin ates for the critical tem perature and
all quantities of the symm etric phase for T T. In
contrast, the low tem perature phase has only a partially
meaningfillin t forH ! 0. Fornonzero r the bare con—
densate fraction ¢ = 6 2r=H? (cf. sect. Il diverges.
The constraint ¢ 1 then in plies that » has to vanish
/ H?. T summary, the limit K ! 0 correspondsto a
universal phase diagram in the narrow resonance lim i,
as given by the lowest curve in g. llFor snalll this
universal curve is sm oothly approached ( g.l). A 1l cor-
rections to the \narrow resonance universality" are pro—
portional to the din ensionless quantiy K?. O bviously,
forH ! 0 allexact results depend only on the param —
eters c and T, whereby every point in the (c;T)-plane
m ay be realized by di erent com binationsofa (cr ), n
or )and T.

At this point a comm ent on the Interpretation of the
narrow resonance lim it is In order. T he choice ofthe clas—
sicalvalues forthe coe cientsin theboson propagatoron
the m icroscopic kevel corresponds to an Intrinsically non—
Jocal situation. Their actual values are found by sin ple
physical considerations, ie. A = 1=4M as the gradient
coe clent orbosonsofm ass2M and chem icalpotential

2 fPorparticle num ber two. H ow ever, for realistic nar-
row Feshbach resonances additional physical features, as
a nonvanishing ,may becom e In portant.

B . Broad Resonance lim it

The broad resonance lin it cbtains for&A ! 1 whilke
keeping ¢ xed. W e will see that i corresponds to a
m odel for fem ionic atom s with local interaction and



w ithout explicit m olecule degrees of freedom . For A !

1 allquantities depend only on cand T'. T he broad res—-
onance lim it therefore show s a particularly high degree
ofuniversality. For xed cand nie~thelmitH ! 1
isaccom panied by ~ ! 1 according to eq. [l

c= —: (60)

This relation is ndependent of ~. For nie ~ the In-
mediim scattering length a coincides w ith the reduced
scattering length ax [l). Going back to the origihal
de nition ofthe action for the functional integral B the
broad resonance lin i corresponds to the double lim it
33! 1 ,h ! 1 . In this lim i, the \classical" tem s
#7 #"and " @ " becom e subdom inant and can be ne—
glected. Tn the form ionic language M) our m odel there—
fore reduces to a purely local four-fermm ion interaction.
O ur partially bosonized description has to m atch the
purely ferm jonic description w ith a pointlke interaction
term . In otherwords, allphysical results can only depend
on the e ective coupling (cf. l)

h2
- — 61)

Any individualdependence on h , or @t xed )
can only be an artefact of an insu cient approxin ation
and can therefore be used to test the validity of various
approxin ation or truncation schem es.

Asthe scale sst by h dropsout In this 1im it, we can
express the crossover in temm s of a single param eter, the
inverse din ensionless scattering length ¢! . In the su-
per uid phase we can use for the order param eter the
squared din ensionless ferm jonic mass gap » = K2~ .
These are precisely the generic param eters used in a
purely ferm jonic description. T hey characterize the sys—
tem uniquely nthestrictlmtH ! 1 ,butalso ramain
very e cient or K 1. Corrections willbe O # %) or
Eess.

T he system s currently nvestigated experin entally are
®Liand ‘°K . Both range in the broad resonance regin e,
as can be seen from g. M and discussed in sect. M.
T his clearly m otivates the theoreticalinvestigation ofthis
regin e.

In contrast to the narrow resonance lmi &G ! O,

! 0) the broad resonance lin it cannot be solved
exactly. It still corresponds to an interacting ferm ion
m odel, as discussed in detail by Strinatiet al [, B,

, , ]. Nevertheless, it allows us to m ake a de—
tailed m atching w ith a purely ferm ionic description and
to com pare allphysical results directly by com puting the
concentration ¢ in both approaches. Furthem ore, the
broad resonance lim it can be used as a starting point for
a system atic Investigation of corrections beyond a local
four-ferm ion interaction.

O ur present calculations in the broad resonance lin it
still nvolve quantitative uncertainties related to our ap—
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proxim ation schem e. This di ers from the exactly solv—
able narrow resonance lin it. O n the other hand, due to
the \loss ofm em ory" conceming the details ofthe m icro—
scopic interaction vertex W), this lin it has a higher de—
gree of robustness as com pared to the narrow resonance
lim i, where the details of the m icroscopic interactions
must be known.

Finally, we would lke to point out that a further
\crossover problem ", ie. the crossover from anall to
large B , em erges from the above discussion. W e leave
this exciting eld, physically describing the crossover
from nonlocal to pointlike Interactions, for future work.
O ur interpretation of the narrow and broad resonance
lim its is con m ed in the num erical study 1] com par—-
ing di erent types of Interaction potentials.

C. BCS and BEC regim es

The BCS and BEC regin es corregoond to the lim is
c! 0 andc ! 0s. In the Imi of anall I=j the
m argihal param eter B tums irrelevant. Fom ally, this
can be seen form them icroscopic our-ferm ion vertex ) :
In these lm its, the absolute value of j 2 jbecom es
large com pared to the m om entum dependent term s. Tn—
deed, the tem perature and m om entum dependent temm s
in the denom inator of eq. M) are typically of the order
r = ki=@M )whereasj 2 j pH?=FiForxj! O
the Interaction becom es therefore e ectively pointlike for
any given nonzero value of K? . In consequence, the re—

sultscan only depend on orc,butnoton R separately.

T hough an ntuitively expected resul, thiskind ofuni-
versality is interesting from a conceptual point of view .
Tt is associated to a loss of m em ory conceming eld de-
grees of freedom : On the BC S side, the m olecules could
have been om itted, and the BC S picture of a weakly in—
teracting Fem i gas exhbiting the form ation of C ooper
pairs becom es valid. On the BEC side, we end up w ith
an e ective theory for the \dressed" m olkcules. They
behave exactly lke weakly interacting pointlike fiinda—
m entalbosons  ore detailsw illbe presented in the next
section), w hereasatom degreesoffreedom are com pletely
negligble for the m acroscopic features.

T he reason for this behavior can be seen directly from
the fiinctionalintegral M) and them icroscopic action W) :
Introducing the variablesc?! and ~ = h T =
r), which is an exhaustive set to describe these lim its,
we dbserve the llow ing: Forc ! ! 1 (BCS lin i),
the classical contribution to Ru=Rx [l acts as a large
positive m ass temm / c! for the bosons, and the cor—
relation fiinctions associated to " are heavily suppressed.
On the otherhand, orc! ! +1 @®EC ln i), the so—
Jution of the crossover problem im plies for the e ective
chem icalpotential ~ ! 1 ,and constitutes a m ass
temm for the ferm ions, sin ilarly suppressing their prop—
agation. Though the interaction between ferm ions and
bosons rem ains strong through ~ T Y, the overallole



of one of the two di erent degrees of freedom becom es
unin portant in the two respective lim its.

Tt is Instructive to discuss the BEC 1l it from a som e~
what di erent form al perspective. Let us consider the
m odel de ned by Sg
T he negative e ective chem ical potential acts as an In-
frarted cuto 7, ~= K, both forthe form ion and boson
propagator. W e may now integrate out the ferm ions.
Inthelmi k ! 1 the contrbution from the fermm ion

uctuations to the e ective action S['] (sin ilar to eq.
) discussed for the narrow resonance lim it) vanishes.
T husRS reduces to the action for free bosonic m olecules,

S= @ &=2+ ~  2~). This free theory is

X

easily solved and exhibits the standard BEC for T < T..
M ore in detail, we cbserve for u{F ' Ml that both
and diverge fork ! 1 , resulting in

Z 3
F) dq r

~; = or
B o) e ) 4T
&g » 1 1

= = -~ 2_ 2,3
Cy 27 R 2 +0 = + k%)

(62)

rk .
g’
For large k only the rem nant ofthe additive renom aliza—
tion of remais®. Sin flarly, orZ and K* one obtains

K? 1 K?

Z =1+ ; =
32 k

-+ : (63)
2 64 k
Both Z and A take their classicalvaliles fork ! 1 .
In consequence, the Im it ~ !
P hysically, this describes, how ever, only the very extrem e
BEC lm i. Still, for large but nite ~ we recover an
e ective bosonic theory that can be solved by by pertur-
bative m ethods.

D . Scaling lim it

A further interesting form of universality was pointed
outby Ho [llin thelimit c?! ! 0°. It is argued that
if the scattering length drops out, then the densiy (or
kr ) rem ains the only relevant scale (pesides T ), and the
them odynam ics of the system should be govemed by
sim ple scaling law s.

In this form the argum ent is not com plete since it as—
sum es in addition a strictly pointlke interaction. De-
viations from the pointlke structure, as re ected In the

7 The infrared cuto k should not be confiused with the Femn i
mom entum kg .

8 I the ormal lmit k ! 1
renom alization of

° A sin ilar argum ent was proposed even earlier in the context of
bosonic system s in [].

at xed mom entum cuto no
occurs.

) and take the lin it ~ ! 1.

1 is exactly solved.
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Feshbach coupling h , introduce new scales and there—
fore new dim ensionless param etersasl . This is clearly
seen by the i dependence of the quantities T, and A
(e ective gradient coe cient for the dressed bosons) in
g. B, which hdeed refers to the resonance ¢! = 0.
For exampl, a given h corresoonds to a particular

(cr)

density kg
row resonance. (W e may de ne kkfcr) by the condition
K Gt ;kF(C”) = 10. Tn this sense the scaling lin it does
not exhibit com plete universality since it depends on an
additional param eter.

N evertheless, for a broad resonance the actual value
of B is irrelevant for the dressed quantities (as long as

we are In a range of kr su ciently away from k F(m).
Thus Ho’s argum ent becom es valid in the doubl lin i
el 1 0;K ! 1 :Fordressed quantities all din en-
sionless num bers and ratios can be predicted com pletely
Independently ofthem icrophysicaldetails of the system !

O urresuls fora broad Feshbach resonance extend this
argum ent also away from the location of the resonance.
Universality holds not only for one particular value ofB
at the Feshbach resonance. For arbitrary B In the whole
crossover region a single param eter ¢ ! describbes all rel-
evant m acroscopic properties of the dressed quantities.
T he concrete m icrophysics of a system is only needed to
relhtecto B, ie. it isonly re ected in one function c® )
w hich varies from one system to another.

for the crossover from a broad to a nar-

IX. LOW DENSITY LIM ITS

So far we have developed a rather com plete picture
of the phase diagram for ultracold ferm ionic atom s In
term s of the param eters c and B . In order to m ake
contact w ith experim ent we should relate these param —
eters to observable quantities. In particular, we w ill see
how the concentration c is related to the m agnetic eld.
O ne of the great goals for ultracold atom gases is the
realization of system s with well controlled m icroscopic
param eters. This is a central advantage as com pared to
solids or liquids for w hich usually the precisem icroscopic
physics is only poorly known. In order to achieve this
goal the \m icrophysical param eters" should be xed by
the properties of the individualatom sand m olecules, eg.
by scattering in the vacuum or by the determ ination of
binding energies. T he m icroscopic param eters are then a
m atter ofatom ic orm olecular physics and do not involve
collective e ects ofm any atom s orm olecules.

Our functional integral approach relates the m icro—
scopic param eters to \m acroscopic observables". Tt can
be used for arbitrary values of the densiy and tem per-

10 T our approach this also holds for the narrow resonance lim it
cl v o;m ! o0; ! 0. However, in practice or sim ilar
tem s w ill not vanish and induce scaling violations.



ature. In particular, it can be em ployed for the com pu—
tation of properties of excitations in the vacuum at zero
density and tem perature. W ithin one form alisn we can
therefore not only com pute the properties ofm any-body
system s, but also the scattering behavior of individual
atom sorm olecules In the vacuum . Thisenablesus to re—
late ourm icroscopic param eters (appearing in the action)
to observables n atom ic or m olecular physics. W hat is
needed for this purpose is a com putation of binding en—
ergies and scattering cross sections in the Im* T ! O,
n ! 0. Thiswillbe done in the present and next section.

W e are interested in the lim it where the density goes
to zero whike T = T=y is kept xed at some value
T > T.. Ofcourse, then also T goes to zero, but we
do not have to bother w ith condensation phenom ena or
criticalphenom ena (for T" su ciently larger than T¢). In
the Imin ! 0O;krp ! 0 also the concentration c van—
ishes. A ctually, we have to consider two limits &=j! O
separately, one for positive and the other for negative
c. For positive ¢ the low density lim it corresponds to
a gas of mokculs, whilke for negative ¢ one obtains a
gas of non-interacting ferm ionic atom s. If the scattering
length ism uch an aller than the average distance betw een
tw o atom s or m olecules, the properties of the dilute gas
are directly related to the physics of ndividual atom s or
m olecules.

A . Atom and m olecule phase

The \fem ion gas lin it" or \atom phase" (negative c)
is realized for positive  or negative scattering length
ar . In this case the m olecular binding energy is pos-
itive such that the excitation of \m olecule resonances"
requires energy. Since or xed T and kg ! O the tem -
perature becomes very low, T = T p , the excited states
becom e strongly suppressed and can be neglected. In
this Im it one nds ~ ! 1 and therefore ' 10
anda ! ag.At xed andh the concentration van—
ishesc= agky ! 0. Therefore the interaction e ects
are an all. In particular, T, vanishes in the limit c! O,
ct. g. B. Fihally, the wave filnction renom alization Z
diverges / h?’= ¢ for a vanishingmomentum ! 0
In the propagator.

For a negative m olecular binding energy or < 0
the low density and low tem perature state becomes a
m olcul gas. Now the number density of the ferm ionic
atom s is suppressed since for zero m om entum their en—
ergy is higher as com pared to the molecules. W e will
show that this \m olecule phase" is characterized by a
nonzero negative valie of

Letusoonsider the quadraticterm for in thee ective
potential or the tem lnearin = ,

U U
m? =20 )= 2+
@ @ @

©0): (64)
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According to eq. [ll) or!!

z d3q h A @ +m? li 1
n = e —
" ey 7 T

(65)

the \m ass term " m 2 dom inates the behavior or T ! 0
unless it vanishes. O ur lin it correspondstony / k; !
0,T/ Tk? ! Oorny / T>?% ! 0. This requires that
m? must vanish / k. In consequence, the chem ical
potential reaches a nonzero negative value

B)

1 @U, @U,
Iim = = — + 0) + 0) : (66
I A= 3 e ©) e ©) (66)
eu ™’ eu®’
Here—— ( = 0) and—— ( = 0) havetobe evaluated

e @
for = A .W e arrie at the In portant conclusion that

for < 0 the vacuum or zero densiy lin i does not
correspond to a vanishing e ective chem icalpotentialbut
rather to negative , < 0.

Thee ective scattering length {ll) becom es in the low
density lim it

1 1 8 a 4
- = — > = > 22
a ar h*M h“M
4 QU,
= —  — - = 0): 67
v @ ) (67)

W e will see below that (QU;=Q@ )( = 0) does not vanish
for » < 0,n! 0, T ! 0. Therefore away from the
resonance a( a ) ramains nite forky ! 0 and the con—
centration param eter ¢ vanishes in the low density 1im it.
T his is consistent w ith a noninteracting gas ofm olecules.
Tt isnot surprising that one encounters the B ose-E instein
condensation of free bosons as the tem perature is low ered
below T..

In the m olecule phase the nonzero , < 0 adapts the
additive constant in the energy such that the m olecular
energy level is a zero. In consequence, a appearsasa
posiive energy (gap orm ass tem ) In the propagator of
the ferm ionic atom s. A s i should be this suppresses the
relative num ber of ferm ionic atoms in the Im &t T ! O
and we end w ith a dilute gas ofm olecules. The two low
density lim its wWih 6 0) therefore both corresoond to
the lim i of vanishing concentration =j! 0. Posiive
and negative ¢ correspond to pure gases ofm olecules or
ferm Jonic atom s, respectively.

B . Binding energy

In the m olecule phase , has a sin ple interpretation
In tem s ofthe m olecularbinding energy in vacuum , v ,

11 Eq. M becom es exact if the frequency dependence of the cor—
rection to A can be neglected (cf. the appendix in [1]) and
m?+ A (@) isused to param eterize the exact inverse propa—

gator at zero frequency.



nam ely

M =2t (68)

This can be seen by the com putation of the scatter—
ing am plitudes in app. M. A tematively, we may nd
this relation by com paring the densities of m olecules
and fermm ionic atom s In the low density lim it. For am all
enough density and tem perature the interactionsbecom e
unin portant and the ratio nr =ny should only depend on
the binding energy in vacuum . Indeed, in our lim it ~ is
negative and diverges

lm ~1 2 A

ke ! O k2

(69)

This sin pli es the mom entum integrals In the loops
considerably. The wave fiinction renom alization in the
\m okcule phase" divergesfor vy ! 0

M 3=2p2
Z =1+ —p——: (70)
8  Jm 3]
Furthem ore, for large negative ~ one nds A =
K =% = 1=2 []. One therefore has A =2 = 1=4M
and ny ocorresoonds to a gas of dressed m olecules w ith
mass 2M . On the other hand, the small fraction of

form jonic atom sobeyseq. [l with =

g 1
— + 1 :
2M A

a resulting In

d3q
@ )2

1
Np;0= rF;oN = 2 exp ?

(71)

In the Iow density lin it the interactions becom e negli-
gble and ng;p should reduce to the density of the free
gas of atom swih massM . However, even for zero m o—
m entum the energy of a singke atom does not vanish — it
is rather given by half the binding energy that is neces—
sary for the dissociation of a m olecule. T his corresponds
precisely to eq. M), provided we dentify y = 2 a .
W e conclude that the binding energy is not sin ply given
by Which isde ned for = 0 and in the absence of
molcul uctuations) but rather obeys

QU
CICh!

e =0; = A;T=0"1:

(72)
A measurem ent of the binding energy of m olecules In
vacuum , v , can relate to observation.

For this purpose we nvestigate the behavior ofm ? =
QU=@ ( = 0)asT ! 0. First we note that the con—
tribution from the m olecule uctuations vanishes, since
form ? 0 one nds (@Ul(B)=@ Y( =0)/ ng / T3>2.
For the contrbution from the ferm ionic uctuations one
infers from eq. M) (how in dim ensionfiil units)

F) Z n

QU a3 1 2M
L = h’M k! tanh <
Q =0 2 )P £ M 4M T
1 (@]
— (73)

r
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and therefore > orT ! 0, 0
F) 2
QU h _ -
—L(=0; )=—0@M ) )7 (74)
@ 8
For < 0 the non-analytic behavior / P has an

Interesting consequence for the threshold behavior near
v = 0. The equation determ ning , in the molcule
phase (ie.m? ()= 0) reads

2

+ T eM =2 )2 2, = 0: (75)

Thdependently ofthe value of , andh eg. ) can be
transform ed into

16 % ¢( 24 )°

M = 2= =

iy 3 (76)

MaZ(a)

W e recover the well known universal result for the scat—
tering length a( ) 0, 0] provided a can be identi ed
w ith the physical scattering length a. This resul is in—
dependent of the value of the Feshbach coupling. One
concludes y (! 0)! 0.Closeto threshold (o ! 0),
the last tem in eq. M) becom es subdom inant, i ply-
ing a quadratic behavior v / 2. In contrast, far away
from threshold the binding energy equalsthemean eld
binding energy, v = . For broad resonances, the lin—
ear regin e wﬂlgn]y be approached far away from the
resonancewhen~ 2 (@M )>?h?=(16 ).

In the \atom phase" we de ne (cf. app. [l

(77)

In ourapproxin ation one ndsin theatom phasezZ = 1.
Since y vanishes or = 0 we nd for the transition
from the m olecule to the atom phase that y is a con-—
tinuous function of and therefore ofB . T he derivative
@ v =@ is discontinuous at the transition point while
=@ rem ains continuous.
For both phases, wem ay w rite

m . o
= — + 7

M 7 (78)

For negative y the ground state valie = , isde-

tem ned by m? ( 4 ) = 0. In contrast, the other lin it
of a gas of ferm ionic atom s corresponds to = 0,
v =m?( = 0)=%Z 0.

Thevalue of y could, In principle, di erbetween the
two limitsn ! O wih negative or positive y , due to
the di erent ground state values of . It is interesting

12 For > 0thepole on the realpositive axis leads to an additional
factor iin front of the rh.s. of eq. ) . This has, however, no
physical Im pact sihce = 0 for the physical solution on the high

eld side of the resonance B > B .



to address in m ore detail the question of continuity as
the m agnetic eld sw iches between the two siuations.
In fact, wem ay view this qualitative change as a \phase
transition" In vacuum as a function of B. The corre—

soonding \order param eter" is the value of atT = O.
ForB > B the \atom phase" is characterized by = 0
and themassterm m? = QU=R ( = 0; = 0) is posi
tive, corresponding to y > 0. The \m olecule phase" for
B < By shows a nonvanishing order param eter = 5.

Now them assterm vanishes,m ? = 0, whereasthe atom s
experience a type ofgap j a j- Thebinding energy isneg—
ative, v < 0. We nd a continuous (\second order")
transition where A approaches zero as B approaches
By. Inthiscasesonehas y Bo) = Oandm? By) = 0
forB approaching By either from above orbelow . A sa
logical altemative, a discontinuous rst order transition
would corresoond to a discontinuous jimp of at Bg.
Then also y may jimp and not be equalto zero at By .)
A scomm on for second order phase transitionswe nd a
non-analytic behavior at the transition point B = Bg.

X. PARAMETERSASA FUNCTION OF
MAGNETIC FIELD

So farw e have described the universalcrossoverphysics
In term s of two param eters c and i . For com parison
w ith experin ent these param eters have to be related to
to the m icrophysical properties of a given atom ic system
and to the externalm agnetic eld B . M ore precisely, the
three param eters in the m icroscopic action W), ;b
and have to be known as functions of B and the
e ective UV cuto . Thedependenceon can beelin -
nated by trading and h ; for appropriately renor-
m alized quantities (B ) andh ;, connected to the atom ic
physics of Individual atom s, ie. evalnated for vanishing

density and tem perature. Furthem ore, canbe replaced
by the reduced scattering length
® @M (79)
a ) = . :
: 4 @)

T he residualm icroscopic pointlike ferm ion interaction
m ay be related to the background scattering length

i

Spg

M ;
By = — ¢ 80)

W e willneglect here a possble (weak) dependence of apy
on the magnetic eld. Then the magnetic eld enters
through ar B ). The m icroscopic nform ation is now en—
coded inag B )japy andh ;o. W e recallthat in the broad
resonance Iim it the background scattering length apy can
also be incorporated into h? ;B ). By a suitable Fierz
transform ation we m ay equivalently use a form ulation
w ih . = 0.
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W e need to relate these param eters to our universal
din ensionless param eters

c(hjke; ) ! cBike; )i
Ho(/hike; ) ! H  0Bike; ): (81)
Herecand B ;) areevaliated n thelimin ! 0, T ! O.

Furthem ore, the e ective Yukawa coupling appearing in
the relation between the gap ¥ and the squared eld ~
Includes renom alization e ects, R R ® ;0;~;T;0).
T his is discussed in the appendix M.

A . Concentration

W emay use the measuraments of y B) in order to
gain inform ation about ourparam eters. C onsider®Limn a
setting w here the \open channel" consists of two atom s
In the lowest energy states with nuclear spin m; = 1
and m 1 = 0, respectively. (These two lowest hyper ne
states correspond to ourtw o com ponent ferm ion ) The
binding energy near threshold hasbeen m easured [1]] or
fourdi erent values of B and tswellin this range w ith

M = ® BY; 82)
where, for °Li,
EH = 722 Tci=ev) ! = @76kev’®)?;
BMY = 834:1G = 1629ev2: 83)
T he corresponding values for *°K are |]
®) = 497 Tm2=ev)! = 189 16kev’)?;
B = 202:10G = 395ev?: (84)

From eq. ) weinfera(,)= ( u M ) ™ andwecan
also extract from scattering experim ents as describbed
in app. M. Close to the resonance we can therefore re—
late the concentration param eter c = a( p )kp wih the
magnetic ed '3 by

1 M 1=2
c” B)= — ® Bg) = B B Bg): (85)
ke
The relation ) rem ains actually also valid for the
\atom gas",B > By, y > 0.Inthiscascsonehas = 0
and
h? M
= @B By) = - (86)
4 ar
In plies
1 _ 4
kr CB)—h4 v Bo B) (87)

13 M ore precisely, c® ) stands forc® ;kr ; a )-



is experin entally veri ed that the relation a ' =
"M B, B) hodswith the same value of [l as
extracted from y and we willcon m this by a \com -
putation from m icrophysics" in app. . T his establishes
the relation

16 2 2
- 88)

such that egs. ) and M) coincide.

The relation ) pem its direct experin ental control
of our concentration param eter forT = 0 andn = 0. For
®Liand °K one ndsin the (arbitrary) unit * kp = 1ev

2= 0:0088G ' = (11341G) ' = 045ev ?; (89)
X = 27456 ' = (036G) ' = 14055V ? :
This will be easily extended to T § 0 and arbitrary n

below . The m icroscopic relation that is Independent of
T and n Involves according to

= (M)?® By)= ske B By): (90)

M h?
W e am phasize that the determ ination of 5 i eq. )
doesnot require know ledge ofh since we can use directly
the experin ental determ ination of from eq. ).
Away from the resonance the issue ofthe correct choice
of c ism ore subtle. The observed scattering length a is
well approxin ated by a resonance tem

1 1

e 91
M B B &1

Ares =

and a constant (or weakly B — dependent) background
scattering apg,

a(B):ares(B)"'abg: 92)

The question arises how the background scattering is
properly incorporated. In principle, not only the ex—
change of the dressed m olecules contributes to the scat—
tering, but also a residual atom interaction In vacuum
which is param eterized by the e ective coupling ;. In
the broad resonance lin it our resuls are consistent w ith
a m nor role of ;; In the molcule phase and we will
neglct i.

Indeed, we will see below how the background scat-
tering is incorporated nto a ( ) orthe m olecule phase,
such that we can associate a ( p ) with the observed scat—
tering length, including the background term

a(a)=a@®): (93)

For the concentration this in plies a sin ple relation to
a and therefore a som ew hat m ore nvolved dependence

14 0 foourse, ky is not related to n in this case.
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on B . Our central relation between the concentration c
and them agnetic eld is sin ply expressed In term s ofthe
m easured scattering length a@® ),

c= a@®)kr : (94)

T his relation is quite satisfactory. Indeed, in the broad
resonance lin i the interaction is essentially pointlike,
both forayy and ayes . Physical results can therefore only
depend on a = arest apg - T hisholds independently ofthe
precise value of . Indeed, by a F ierz transform ation
we can shift the interaction from to the contribu-—
tion from m olecule exchange h?= and vice versa [_].
Since for pointlike interactions the F ierz transform ations
are exact identities the physical results should only de—
pend on the sum h2; =( 2a) ; and not on the
value of an Individual piece ke ; . In temn s of the
renom alized quantities the resuls can then only depend
on a and not on ares and ap; separately. This feature
is precisely realized by the relation [l : all results de-
pend only on the concentration ¢, and this is In tum is
given by the total scattering length a, lndependent of a
decom position nto ares and apg -

Based in the above argum ent we w illuse the sin ple re—
lation M) also ©rB > By. W ithin our approxin ations
this im pliesthat we associate ag = ares+ apg OrB > By
which am ounts to B — dependent h? 0 ®). In fact, our
approxin ation does not resolve the Fierz ambiguiy for
B > By. In app. Ml we discuss in detail the scattering of
atom s In vacuum . T here we comm ent on the issue ofthe
Fierz am biguity m ore extensively.

In summ ary, the dependence of ¢! on B dbeys the
nonlinear relation

k—F = ! 71 (95)
c ares 1+ apg=ares
8 B Bo)
1 asker s B Bo)

where 4 = kg 5 = M = 045(14055)eV Pr °Li
(*°K ) is ndependent ofky . This nonlinearity i the re—
lation between the m agnetic eld B By and the cou-
plhg strength ¢! is an inportant e ect. For °Li this
produces the strong Increase of the bare m olecule frac—
tion on the low eld side ofthe resonance asseen n  g.
B. W e note that Hrnegative ayy (as or°Li) the scatter-
Ing length reaches zero at som e value of B in the BEC
regine, B By = =ab;(M)1:2.Atthjspojntc
vanishes. ForB below By the system belongs to the
weakly coupled BC S regim e. T he transition betw een the
BCS and BEC regines in the weak coupling lin i can
therefore be realized by experin ent. For °Lione nds
= 300G, or “°K onehas = 78G.

B . Yukawa coupling

T he discussion ofthe relevant range for our second pa—
ram eter, the dim ensionless Yukawa coupling i , ism ore



nvolved. Let us denote the e ective Yukawa coupling
In vacuum in the atom phaseby h ;p ori ,, for the di
m ensionless counterpart. Tn app. Ml we have com puted
its relation to the m icroscopic coupling h ; appearing
in the action ). From eq. M) and the experim ental
determm nation of in the atom phase we can extract the
ratio

h?, 4
- M 3 )12 ©6)
= 2516 10ev 2G = 4915 106 :

(H ere the num ericalvalie is given ©or°Li) Forthebroad
Feshbach resonance i the ®Lisystem the m olecule state
belongsto a singlet ofthe electron spin, resultingin y
0. The m icroscopic value of = @ =@B obtains is
essential contrbution from the m agnetic m om ent of the
atom s In the open channel, which is well approxin ated

]by the Bohrm agneton p = 5:788 10'M &V=T =

02963M eV ' .For“°K wetake = 157 1.W ith
th=245; ©=1574; ©7)
and kg = 1€V thisyields high values
BMh = 610; @)’ =372 1o
By, = 79 @ ,)°=61 Ib (98)

7

U sihg the broad resonance criterion K2 > 100, we see

that indeed °Liand “°K belong to this class, cf. g.H.
In the m olecule phase the vacuum valuie ofh diers

from h o, aswehave shown in app .M. Ifwe hcorporate

apg In such thath ; isindependent ofB oneobtains
h
h(m_o) =2 99)
’ 1 ag=a(a)

Tt is Interesting to see how the renomm alization e ects
tum a( a ) into the full scattering length including the
background scattering. Indeed, assum ing that h ;o is In—
dependent of B and / B B we may identify the
resonant contrbution to the scattering length as

Mh 1=2
Ares = = = M 100
es 2 (M) 5 - (100)
Fora( » ) thisyieds [l
( | M (h(nzo))z h(rr;O) 2 (101)
a = —— 0 =& _:
. 4 2 “ h, 2a

Precisely at the resonance the renom alization e ects
vanish.

Away from the resonance, however, we have to take
into account two renom alization e ects which appear in
the order apg=ares . First, the ratio h"'=h )? yieldsa
B dependent factor (I ag=a)® witha a(a)).Sec
ond, the \renom alization of the detuning" by the shift
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! 22 Induces an additionalB —dependence by a
factor =( 2a) = ares=a. Eq. [ vyields

a Ares
res a

all ag=a)? a  ag

(102)

and we conclude that a is indeed given by ares B ) + apg -
W e observe that apy is related here to the m icroscopic
\background atom interaction" via the renom aliza—
tion ofh ,, discussed in the appendixll. Thuseq. )
gives a m icrophysical explanation for the nonlnear B -
dependence of a.

This issue is di erent for the atom phase where the
B —dependent renom alization e ects forh ;0 and are
absent. In thiscasea = ag B ) only re ectsthe resonant
contribution to the scattering if we keep h® , indepen-
dent of B . T he background contribution has then to be
accounted for by the direct coupling ;. A ematively,
wemay absorb ; into them olecule exchange contribu-—
tion by a Fierz transform ation, lncliding an e ective B
—dependence ofhz;O rB > By. Then ag hasto re ect
the fulldependence on B , including the background scat—
tering. If ;p can be neglected this requiresag = a@®B)
and leads to the relation ).

T he determ ination of y
dition

= 2  am ounts to the con—

m?(a) 2, QU
= + — (= 0; = 0:
h? h2 ar © a)

(103)

The bosonic uctuation contribution vanishes for T !
0 and @Ul(F '—er only dependson , but noton h or

This is the reason why the behavior for B ! By
can be used to detem ine ¢ and the ratio ), but not
B  separately. In principle, independent experin ental
inform ation on K ;; can be gained from m easurem ents
of the binding energy outside the resonance. Indeed, for
m < 0 the generalrelation between y and 1reads

M = a@ 1 2=); (104)

M easurem ent of y (B ) over a wide enough range allow s
for the extraction of both h? .0 and  independently. Far

away from the resonance one has j = j 1 such that
v = .From this range we extract the B —dependence
of ,@y =@B = @ =@B = .On theotherhand, closeto

the resonance the opposite lim it j = j 1 applies. Then
M = 2=(2 ) mvolves the concentration ¢, and, using
= (B B),onecanextracth  from = ?=@Qy ).
A Ifematively, one may extract @B) andh ;0 B) from
a detailed investigation of the atom scattering near the
resonance, as discussed 1 app . .



C. Generalrelation between ¢! and B

In subsect. A we have related the mean eld scat-
tering length agr In vacuum w ith the detuning m agnetic

eld B By . This can be used directly for establishing
the relation between the concentration c and B By for
nonzero T and n, using the de nition [l
Cl=kFl a1+8 (105)
R h?M
One nds
1 16 ~
= ——= B B)= B (106)
c o
Em plying the relation
8 ~
b= H—2 107)
wem ay also write eq. [llll) i the ©m
K oM B
hmge .M B B 108)

8 ¢ kZ

W e observe that the dim ensionless Yukawa coupling i
appears in eq. [lM). X isrelted to h ;o by eq.
in app. . For practical calculations we use the relation
Bl between ~ and B By.

In the broad resonance lim it for large values of K2 of
the sam e order of m agnitude as the vacuum valies [l
theterms K ? ineg. M) can be neglected if +7is
not too large. T his yields the sin ple expression

cl= B (109)
W e recall, how ever, that this form ula should not be used
farin theBEC regin ew here ~ takes large negative values
w hich diverge in the vacuum lim it. Form oderate orsm all
values of B thetem / ~ in eq. M) should alvaysbe
ncluded.

XI. DRESSED AND BARE MOLECULES:
COMPARISON TO EXPERIM ENTS

A . Barem olecules

The fraction of closed channelm olecules is given by

B = M t ¢. It has been measured by a laser
probe that induces a transition to an excied m olecu—
lar kevel —the quantity Z in 1] equals 3 . Indeed, the
laser probe couples directly to the totalnum ber of \bare
mokcuks" h™ i s . Importantly, we have seen in
sect. [l and Il that this quantity involves the Yukawa
K coupling explicitly, cf. eq. ). m g. M we com -
pare our resuls w ith the m easured value for Li, using
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FIG .9: Contrbutions ¢ ; w to the fraction of closed chan-
nelmolecules g = ¢ + u . We plt the resuk for °Li
® ;0 = 610) or T = 0. The condensed part dom inates
In the BEC regin e, while in the viciniy of the resonance, the
contributions are com parable. T he dashed lne for ¢ om its
orc® > 0the background contribution to a and re ects the
Fierz am biguity.

T = 0, kp = 0493eV=2250nK. The solid lne uses
c= kp @res®B) + ap;) M) Hr the whole range of B .
T he agreem ent w ith the m easured value is very convinc—
ng. In order to give and idea ofthe F ierz ambiguity for
B > By we also digplay by the long-dashed line the re—
sult ofthe choice c= kr ayres B ). ForB < By the Fierz
am biguity is rem oved by the renom alization e ects as
discussed in sect. . W e em phasize that the inclusion
of the renom alization [ll) fr the Yukawa coupling is
crucial. Om itting this e ect (dashed line) ©rB < By In
g. M resuls in a clear discrepancy from the observations
su ciently far away from the resonance.
At this place we may give a few m ore details of our
com putation of 3,

n
2 M
8= M+t c=3 e

r
+2—
HZ

110)
W e use the Yukawa coupling as de ned n [l in the
place where it appears explicitly. A 1l other quantities are
taken from the solution ofthe equations determ ining the
crossoverproblem in the super uid phase, egs. () .
The fomulae or .,
6 2 B
e of=6°a abg,=a>zﬁz—°;O
relates the closed channel condensate fraction to the su-
per uld order param eter . In that sense Partrigde et
al. indirectly m easure the super uid order param eter!
From  wecan nfer 5 = 01+ y= ¢) by ex—
tractingtheratio y = ¢ from g.l. Th the BEC lim it
M = ¢ beocom esnegligble, whil at resonance (c =0
we nd y = ¢ = 189.
Let us brie y comm ent on the density dependence of
our result. This is particularly sin ple in our din ension—

(111)



less form ulation. Since x; is taken from the solution of
the crossover problem i does not depend on kg if c is
kept xed. However, in order to nd the right dim en—
sionless value K = 2M h =k, °, ky must be inserted.
For xed cthisyields ¢ / kr . Theratio y = ¢ de-
pends also on c. The dependence of 5 on ¢ ntroduces
an additional density dependence of  if the scattering
length a is kept xed. Only for xed aky one always
has 5 / kg in the broad resonance lim i.)
In the scaling lin it ¢ ' = 0 the value 1, and the ratio
M = ¢ are independent of kp if we assum e the broad
resonance Im it B ! 1 . In this lim i we thus can con-
m the sin ple scaling law at resonance advocated by
Ho ], 8 / ke .A sinilar result hasbeen obtained by
Levin et al. 1], though neglecting the contribution y
which isofthe sam e order ofm agniude at the resonance,
cf. 9.l
In the BEC limit y = ¢ becomes negligble. Fur-
them ore, sihce %y / ¢t / kF1 ,one ndsthat p be-
com es Independent of kg . Note that this result is only
valid for krp which respect the BEC regin e condition,
cl= @kp)! >1lorke <al.
In the desp BCS reginec ! = fkr j? 1, we also
nd num erically that u = ¢ 1. Using the stan—
dard BCS result relating the super uid order param e-
terat T = 0 and ¢!, our scaling orm yields g /
kg exp ( =@k )). Agaln, in orderto stay In the desired
regin e, kp must be restricted to values ky Aajl. I
sum , we nd the follow ing scaling behaviors w ith kg

8
< const: BEC
s / . kg Resonance : (112)
‘" kre ~@ks)  BCs
B. D ressed M olecules
The condensate fraction m easured in [, 1] qualita—

tively refers to the condensation of \dressed m olecules"
or diatom states. At the present stage, however, the
precise relation between the m easured ocbservables and
the condensate fraction  hasnot yet been established
w ih su clent quantitative accuracy. A s argued In sect.

B, . isgiven by the expectation valie of the renom al-
zed eld

h iy i
c = 2—RTRT_ 627 ~=62; (113)
n
AR = Zl:ZA:

I g.llwe plbt our result for the condensate fraction
of dressed m olecules at zero tem perature as a function
ofm agnetic eld, or both the °Li ( g. lll @) and the
0K system (g. Il ©)). Unlke the condensate frac—
tion ofbarem olecules, the contribution from the dressed
condensate isan O (1) quantity.

W e nd qualitative agreem ent w ith the observations
., ] whereas for a quantitative com parison one would
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FIG .10: Condensate fraction  and total fraction ofdressed
molkcules 5 = v + ¢ atT = 0, or °Li @) and 0
(o). D ue to the nonlinear relation of ¢ ' and B Bo which
is particularly strong for °Li due to the large background
scattering value, the curves are twisted com pared to the
¢ ') pbts. W e adjist ke to the values und in ] ke =
1:50eV=2 25008z ) 1) and ] ke = 1:39%eV= (2700az) *).
T he dashed line re ects the Fierz ambiguity as n  gs. M.

need a m ore accurate relation between the m easured ob—
servables and the condensate fraction  as de ned in
our setting. First, the scales of the magnetic eld B
forwhich  decreases from rather lJarge values to sm all
valies m atch the scales found in the experin ents. This
is another con m ation of our universal relation between
B, theparticke densiy (orkr ) and the quantitiesc 1,0 .
W e nd that n the BEC lm it, the condensate fraction
approaches 1 very slow Iy. The observed condensate de—
pltion isthe e ect ofthe interaction betw een the dressed
m olecules, as expected for a weakly interacting B ogoli-
ubov gas.

An interesting quantity is the value of the condensate
fraction at the location of the resonance, B = By. For
T = Owe nd auniversalvalie 2 = T =c' =
0) = 0:30, which therefore should apply both 1° for °Li

15 Ifone would identify the \condensate fraction" quoted in refs. [,



and *°K . In orderto jidge the reliability ofthisuniversal
resul we m ay consider the relation
_ 6 2]_°0
=

(114)

which involves the renom alized Yukawa coupling h? =
K?=z . In the broad resonance lin it and for T = 0 the
valle s} = = (T = ¢! = 0) = 028 isuniversal. T he size
of O isthereforedetem ined by h?, ¢ = 1685h . T
the same limitwe nd from eq. )
z
! d
P S
8 2 (e
0

o ~)

h?=
~F+ m P2

(115)

where ~0 = ~(T = ¢! = 0) = 050. Thisyieldsh % =
0018, 2 = 030 assen in g. M. Away from the
resonance both ¥ and ~ depend on c. In g.-we show
h? asa fiunction ofc ! orT = 0.
In the broad resonance lim it the valie of the renor-

m alized Yukawa coupling only depends on ¢! and T.
This universalvalie h? (¢ * ;T) is rem iniscent of the ex—
istence of a partial infrared xed point as som e suiable
Infrared cuto scale is owered. The value ofh at the

xed point typically depends on ¢! and T, but other—
w ise them em ory ofthe nitialconditions ofthe ow (eg.
h ; ) islost. X isalso plausbl that also © is govermed
by some xed point. If this picture is true, the precise
lIocation of the xed point m ay change as the approxi-
m ation m ethod is in proved, for exam ple by taking the
molecule uctuations into acocount for the com putation
of Z and the renom alization e ects for K? . Neverthe—
less, if both the °Liand the *°K system are within the
range of attraction of the xed point, the value of ¢
rT = ¢! = 0 must be the same! Inversely, if the
observations should establish di erent values of 2 this
would In ply that eitherno such xed point exists orthat
one of the system s is not yet close enough to the xed
point. Only in this case the system could keep additional
m em ory of the m icroscopic Yukawa coupling €g. h ;)
or the background scattering length ap, such that
could depend on these param eters. Our ndings so far,
how ever, strongly suggest the universalbehavior predict—
Ing for broad resonances a universal curve ¢ (C 1y or
T = 0.

XII. CONCLUSIONS

T he theoretical description of the crossover problem
for ultracold ferm Jonic atom s can be split nto tw o steps.

]Jw ith ourde nition of  one obtainsatthe resonance ¢ (T =
0:08;c !t = 0)= 0:13 Pr°K [ll]and ¢ (T = 0:05;c! = 0) =
0:7 for °Li .
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FIG .11: Renom alized Yukawa coupling h? as a fiunction of

c! at zero tem perature in the broad resonance lim it.

F irst, the com putation ofuniversalproperties in term sof
the two relevant dim ensionless couplings c and i . Sec—
ond, the relation ofcand i to the particularparam eters
ofa given Feshbach resonance asthe detuning ofthem ag-
netic eldB By . Both steps can be perform ed w thin a
comm on setting of non-relativistic quantum eld theory,
described here in tem s of a functional integral.

The rst step can be done foralldensities and tem per-
atures and for arbitrary Feshbach resonances that can be
approxin ated by our system of one open and one closed
channel. Tt reveals the universalaspects since all observ—
ables are expressed in tem s of only three param eters
c, B , T. For broad Feshbach resonances (large i ) the
universality is furtherenhanced. T he renom alized quan-—
tities relating to the \m acroscopic" properties of dressed
m olecules and atom sonly involve a renom alized Yukaw a
couplingh thattakesa \ xed point" valueh (g;T) that
is com putabk in term s of cand T'. T he \dressed quanti-
ties" therefore depend only on c and T'. In consequence,
forT = 0orT = T, they tum to functions depending
only on the concentration c. Furthem ore, n the scaling
Ilim it at resonance (£j! 1 ) the renom alized cbserv—
ables depend only on T and take predictable universal
values forT = OorT = T..

A s a particular aspect of universality we nd perfect
equivalence between a purely ferm ionic description of
the crossover problem and a m odel that uses explicit
bosonic degrees of freedom corresponding to the m icro—
soopic molecules in the closed channel of the Feshbach
problem . The m icroscopic m olkcules are a convenient
toolto take Into account the non—locality ofthe e ective
ferm ion-interaction induced by the m olecule exchange.
This nonlocality is relevant for narrow and intem ediate
Feshbach resonances. For broad Feshbach resonances,
how ever, the nonlocality becom es subleading as farasthe
properties of the dressed atom s and m olecules are con—
cemed. Thebroad resonancelm itH ! 1 precisely cor-
responds to a pointlke m icroscopic ferm jon-interaction.
As it should be, only one din ensionless param eter (be—



sides T") characterizes the system , nam ely the scattering
length a appearing in the dim ensionless concentration
c= akgp .

For a test of our universality hypothesis we have
com puted several m acroscopic observables as functions
of ;A ;T". This concems the fraction of m icroscopic
molecules In the atom gas 5, the condensate fraction

¢ and the fraction of uncondensed dressed m olecules

M - We also compute the correlation length for the
molecules y aswellastheir scattering length in m edium
ay . The low momentum excitations in the super uid
phase are described by a Bogoliibov theory for dressed
m olecules even if the m icroscopicm olecules play no rolk.
W e have com puted the corresponding sound velocity vy .
A 1l these quantities m ay be experim entally tested.

For these tests we need the second step, the relation
ofc, i and T to the physical properties of experin ents
w ith a given Feshbach resonance at a given density n and
temperature T. Here T'= T= only nvolves T and n,

r = k(=@M ),n=k2=(G ?). In order to relate c and
B to observables in the two atom system (at zero den—
sity and tem perature) we com pute them olecularbinding
energy y and the cross section for the atom -atom scat—
tering (s) as functionsofcand B . #H ere s denotes the
m om entum ofthe scattering atom s.) T his is achieved by
sin ply taking in our form alisn the Imitn ! 0;T ! O.
Comparing y (R ); (s;¢R ) to the m easured values
as functionsofthem agnetic ed, v B); (s;B),wecan
extractc®B ) andhR @B). Inparticular, orthebroad reso—
nance lin £ c¢c® ) issin ply related to the scattering length
a B ) descrbing a pointlike interaction, cB) = a® )kr .
For a broad Feshbach resonance and \dressed quantities"
the only experin ental input needed is therefore a®).
O nly or \bare quantities" (asthe fraction ofm icroscopic
m olecules) one needs, in addition, the determm ination of
" .

T he broad resonance lim it leads to striking predictions
that challenge experin ent. For exam ple, the condensate
fraction . should take the sam e value at resonance,
B = By, for all broad Feshbach resonances. (Here B
corresponds to a vanishing binding energy in vacuum ,

M Bo)=0).ForT ! OorT ! T, thisshould hod for
arbitrary densiy, whereasm ore generally . dependson
T=r and therefore on n n a universalway. In our ap—
proximation we nd ¢ = 03 forT = 0 but the precise
value could change som ew hat for in proved approxin a—
tions. Ifboth the broad resonances or °Liand ‘°K are
well described by the broad resonance lim it the experi-
ments l,ll] should nd thesame ( !W hike the present
experin ents seem to indicate a substantially higher con—
densate fraction for °Lias com pared to *°K, it rem ains
to be seen if this tendency rem ains once the detailed re—
lation between the ocbservables in both experin ents and

c is established.

The broad resonance lin i poses the challenge of a
strongly interacting quantum eld theory. Several issues
wait for an im proved treatm ent. The understanding of
the renom alization ow forh and ™ should revealthe
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existence of an infrared stable (partial) xed point and
should allow to jidge if both °Liand %°K are within
the range of attraction of this xed point. Indeed, the
universal valie of ¢ (¢! = T = 0) requires that fr
both system s the value of h? is su ciently close to the

xed point value. T he finctional renom alization group
1, 0, ] seem s to be an appropriate m ethod to ad—
dress these questions. T his should also include the e ect
of molcule uctuations in the renom alization ow of
h ;Z andA aswellasthe com putation ofthe m issing
correctionsto the w ave fiinction renom alization and gra-—
dient term forthe ferm ionicatom s, Z and A . Another
issue that is not yet settled In a satisfactory way in the
present treatm ent concemsthe behavior n the super uid
phase r T ! T. and the universal critical behavior in
the vicinity of T.. These issues arem ainly related to the
running of the m olecule interaction

D espie the present shortcom ngs we hope that our

functional integral approach opens the way for a system —
atic quantiative understanding of the relation between
m easured m icrophysical param eters and m acroscopic
collective phenom ena for ultracold ferm ionic atom s.
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APPENDIX A:RENORMALIZATION OF
FESHBACH COUPLING

So far we have not been very precise about the m ean—
Ing of the Yukawa coupling h . Just as it has to be
renom alized, this tin e w ith m ultiplicative renom aliza—
tion. In the action M) appears the m icroscopic Yukawa
coupling h ; (and sinilar or ; ). In the vacuum
(T = 0;n = 0) one can measure the Yukawa coupling
by scattering experin ents of single atom s. T his involves
a UV —renom alized coupling corresponding to the e ec—
tive m olecule —atom vertex at low momentum . W e will
use the vacuum value In the atom phase, h o, In order
to de nea UV —renom alized Yukawa coupling. F inally,
In an atom gas at arbitrary T;n the relation between
the gap and ( Involves a renom alized Yukawa coupling
h (T; ). Corresponding din ensionless quantities are de—
noted H ; ;A ;o;H (T; ). The quantity i (T; ) typt+
cally appears In the ferm ion loop through the gap r and
we use the shorthand R . A ctually, the situation is even
m ore com plex since a m om entum dependent B (Q) ap—
pears In them om entum integrals ofthe Schw ingerD yson
equations. W e w ill neglect this in a sin pli ed treatm ent.

W e estin ate the UV -renom alization e ects for the
Yukawa or Feshbach coupling by the use of an appro—
priate Schw ingerD yson equation shown in g. . This
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FIG . 12: Graphical representation of the Schw ingerD yson
equation for the Yukawa or Feshbach coupling. Fem ions are
represented by solid, m olecules by dashed lines. T he vacuum
value of the Yukawa coupling, h ;o, is signalled by the snall
blob, the fullquantity h by the fat shaded blob. T he vacuum
value of the background scattering vertex entersasa sn all

square.
yields
h =h, h , J, ; @a1)
z
1 d®g tanh
Jp; = — ———
! 4T (2 3)

We rstevaluate Jy; forT ! 0; ! 0 and nd that
the integral is proportional to the ultraviolet cuto

=

T=0 =0=—: A2)

N

ho=h, h ;-5 @3)
Next weexpressh in tem sofh ;, instead ofh ;
h =h, h Jn ®a4)
where J, convergesnow in the ultraviolet
. iz &q Ptanh aTm * s
4T (2 3) g

A1l this is com pletely analogous to the renom alization
of ; discussed In detail in ], where the same
momentum Integral appears (Up to a prefactor). The
relevant m om entum scale for is now low, adapted
to the mom entum range dom nating J,. W e emply

= 4 apy=M and obtain forthe din ensionless coupling
(@Bry = 0:38eV r°Li)

K
s — & @6)
1+ 8 apgke T

16 Since the loop integral is dom inated by high m om enta o 2
weuse here (instead ofa m ore accurate description in term s
ofamomentum dependent  (g?)).
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w ih
Z .
I 17 &g Ptanh ord
Jh = = — T 3 @
2M kg 4T Q) G
For the symm etric phase a st interesting lim i con-—
cems the BEC regime for ~ ! 1 where
P—
Im Jy = A 8)
~11 8
such that
1
H=H,—p—: @9
1 %gk}_? ~

A second lin it relevant orthe BCS regine takesT ! 0
for~=1,

Im Jy(~=1)/ IhT:
T! O

@ 10)

These two di erent lim its have im portant consequences
forthe value ofthe renom alized Y ukaw a coupling in vac—
uum . For the atom phase (positive binding energy v )
we conclide that the Iimit kg ! 0;T ! O discussed In
sect. [l in plies a vanishing of the correction k J%
in eq. [ such that the vacuum valie of the Yukawa
coupling is ndeed given by H ;i. In contrast, for the
molcule phase (y < 0) the lm it [l applies. W ith
M =2a= 1=M & () I one ndsan enhance-
m ent of the vacuum Yukawa coupling or apg > 0

(m) o} ;0 R ;0
ol 0 = B =
! 1 a4 v M 1 ay=a(a)
_ A i0 . @®11)
1 agkrc!’

T his correction vanishes at resonance.

W em ay also evaluate eq. [l 1 the super uid phase.
U sing the standard BC S gap equation ([l wih
0), one obtains

M =

H

A =——7:
1 aggkrct?

A12)
This formula should be reliable for low T where indeed
v snall Eq. M) sn oothly connects to the vacuum ,
eq. M) . D espite severalshortcom ings in the derivation
of ), m ainly due to the neglect of the m om entum
dependence, we believe that the relation [l should
hold approxin ately also for a m ore reliable treatm ent as,
eg., the functional renom alization group equations.

APPENDIX B:GAP EQUATIONS
1. Nomm alphase

In the nom al or sym m etric phase the super uid gap
vanishes, ¢ = 0, and therePre the m ass m atrix [l



becom es degenerate. The value ofm ? is determ ined by
a gap equation ( y dependsonm?,butnoton ),

m2=m(F)2+3—12 € B1)
w ith
m 2 _ n m(F)Z,
B2)
evaluated at o = 0. Here we have Introduced a renor—

m alized detuning = ~=Z and work in the broad reso-
nance lin it such thattheterm 2 =2 = O (® %) in the
classicalcontribution to the boson m ass can be neglected.
E xplicitly, we use

)

Qu
Fr2 _ 1 ®3)
@
Z
h? d’gq 1 2
= — 3 tanh pigei ;
4T @)
)
¢  @%a)
= %
Z
h? B3
= q3 3 tanh cosh?
3273 @)

The e ective chem ical potential ~ is determ ined by

the density equation r0+ w =1 (r0= ¢ Inthe
sym m etric phase), w ith
Z
_ gz e 2 +1 5 ®4)
F;0 (2 )3 exp ’
d3q 2 2\ _. 1
— 6 2 e(A g +m “)=T 1
" @ )3
3 @32) T 32 o 2T
= — — L., e
> 2 B=2
T he polylogarithm ic finction Li (z) obeys
b
Li (z) = = B5)
nzln
For the com putation of y we nally need A which
reads In the broad resonance lim it
Z
h? B3
= q3 qz 3 tanh cosh?
4813 @)
(B 6)
A 1l displayed expressions are e ectively B - indepen-

dent in the broad resonance lim it since the renom alized
Yukawa couplngh = Z 'K becomes Independent of

K forH ! 1 .Ushgeg. [ we can relate to the
concentration c

®7)
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W ith the condition g;0 +

and m ? selfconsistently.
A second Schw ingerD yson equation is obtained forthe

self-consistent determ ination of the dim ensionless renor—

v = 1 we can detem ine ~

m alized fourdboson coupling ], nam ely
)
= ; 8
1 1 ®38)
3 VZ Po ) ,
I = 3 (exp 2 1 + 2 sinh ;
2T @)
A &+m?
2T

Approaching the critical tem perature from above,
m? (T ! T.) ! 0, this leads to an Infrared divergence
ofthe uctuation IntegralI in the second line. In tum,
thiswilllead to abehavior (T ! To)/ m ! 0.This
\infrared freedom " at the phase transition is a generic
feature of bosonic system s.

2. Super uid phase

The super uid phase is characterized by a nonvan—
ishing super uid order param eter ( or (squared) gap
= h? ;. Them hinum condiion yieldsa gap equation
In the broad resonance lim it

F)2 1 @

+ m + 32 m =0 ®B9)
which expresses the vanishing of the fiill m ass m atrix
tetm m 2 = 0 (G oldstone theorem ). The uctuation inte—
gralsentering ) are the sam easin [, w ith the only
di erence that they have to be evalnated at (6 0. This
m akes these expressionsm ore com plicated. For their ex—
plicit orm , we referto [1]. D viding eq. [l by h? we
nd

1 1

—+oom F)2 E10)
Z

F) g A g+ 0=2

+2 _—
P A f+2

q

exp A &+ 2 .

0=T 1

N ote that w thout the bosonic uctuation contrbution
/ wu,eq. I is jrst the usual BCS gap equation
as obtained from a purely fermm ionic approach, since the
factorh 2 cancels the corresponding factor in [l . D ue

to the additionaltem / *’ our approxin ation schem e
goes beyond the presently available purely ferm ionic ap—
proacheseven In the broad resonance lim i, sihce it o ers
the possbility to include uctuations of the dressed bo—
son eld aswell! However, the quantitative treatm ent of
the bosonic uctuations still nvolves substantial uncer—
tainties, especially or T near T, In the super uid phase.



In general, the boson uctuations are expected to af-
fect our quantitative results m ainly close to the critical
tem perature. At very low T, they should be negligble.
T herefore, our results should be reliabl in this regin e,
which is con m ed by the m atching of recent QM C re—
sults 1] w ith our approach 1].

The atom densities obey

rt m+t ¢c= rpot mt+t ¢c=1: ®B11)

For a broad resonance the condensate fraction . =
nc=n= 6 2 3 = 6 ?r=h? becom es independent of the

the value of B . For the actual com putations we use

)
- 32@1:’1—1
b @~
Z 3
- 2 dq
= 3 — tanh 1;
@)
_ 52 d3qnv‘ A F+ 0
. )P "hALa F+2 o
p
A + 2 o
woth @A o 0) 1;
2T
= 6 23. ®B12)
c - 27
where ( can be safely neglected for a broad resonance.

Since y dependson In the super uid phase, we need
another gap equation forthe fourboson coupling .We

nd = 0 Prthe nfrared value in the super uid phase,
and we refer to []] for a discussion of how we actually
dealw ith this coupling.

3. Phase boundary

At the phase boundary, the system is govemed by par-

ticularly sinple equations shcem? = = = 0.The
vanishing ofm ? in plies the constraint
1 1 F)2 1 @
4+~ m = -0 @13
8 ¢ h? 32 " G139

and the density equation can be expressed as

rot m = 1: B14)
L F)2, F)
The ferm ionic integrals for m ; ; A are the
sameasieq. [l with y simpliedto
. 332) 32 T 3:2_ B15)
" 2 A )

At the phase boundary, the solution of the system
) =n ounts to the selfconsistent determ nation
of ~;T.. The critical line therefore indeed depends only
on ¢! in thebroad rescnance limit K ! 1 .
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T he two lines representing the critical tem perature in
g. B are obtained by either including (short dashed)
or om itting (solid) the boson uctuations n eq. ).
O ther current approaches, eg. 1,00, 111], always work
w ith the standard gap equation om itting the boson uc-
tuations.

APPENDIX C:DISPERSION RELATION FOR
M OLECULES IN MAGNETIC FIELD

D ue to the Interactions between unbound atom s and
m olecules the relation between energy and m om entum
(or frequency and wave vector) for single m olecules dif-
fers from the case of free m olecules of mass 2M  where
| = ¢*=4M .W e can extract the dispersion relation ! (g)
from our approxim ation to the fullm olecule propagator
P ©Q)=P (m;9 Ih vacuum,wheren =T = 0. In the
absence of spontaneous symm etry breaking we work in

the ; DbasiswhereP multiplies the uni m atrix. The
dispersion relation ! (@) follow s from

P ;g = 0: Cc1

Forthe \m olkculephase" (y < 0)onehastouse = ,

with y = 2 a such that P (0;0) = 0, whereas for the

atom phase (y > 0) oneemplys = 0OandP (0;0)=
m 2 . For the classical propagator
T

P =ip+ — C2

p M c2)

we recover the classical dispersion relation ! = #=4M .

In the broad resonance lim it, the m olecule propagator
is, however, strongly dom inated by uctuation e ects,
generated by atom exchange processes. In the m olecule
phase (y < 0) care isneeded for the correct atom prop—
agatorP, " 7. In a nonvanishing m agnetic el the en—
ergy of the atom s as com pared to the zero level de ned
by themolcules isE, = A+t 3=2+ f=2M . Here

acoounts for the level splitting between the two atom
levels (3 isthe Paulim atrix) and for a chem ical poten—
tial related to the di erence in atom numbers in the two
J¥evels. For an equalm xture of atom s In the two levels
one has = 0. In the atom phassonehas 5 = 0.

Wecannow writeP ({!;q) = !+d=4M + P +m?.
W e concentrate rst on the \molcule phase" y < 0
wherem? = 0 and

Z .
2 ' PP g2 L, Mt
P = h At -ty —
@ ) 2M 2 2
B+ g2y ¥ 11
2M B2 2
& 2 ® 10
—_— + : C3
oM A % C3)

17 W e neglect possiblem odi cations of Py due to a nontrivialw ave

function renom alization Z and gradient coe cient A



Here, the last piece subtracts the piece forg= 0, ! =

0, = 0 which is already included in the de nition of
m?. In particular, it contains the renom alization [l

and therefore provides for an UV - regularization of the
momentum integral. W ith = M (!+2A),A=M ,
& = 2M g one ndstheUV nite ntegral

Z 7
h?M 3
P = — gq;dqo o a2f rt+tei
L+a2? " gl
@ M AP+ g ca)

The ¢ integration yields

zZ
&E
P = h°M —— @+ f=4 !
oy o )
& 2™ .t C5)
and we obtain for ! + 2 5 < =@M )
hZM 3=2 P
P = T q2=4M 21'—\ ! P 21'—\
ceo)

0 the result is nonanalytic in ¢, P

. Fornegative ', how ever, the iInfrared divergence in
@ P =R’ is requlated.

For ! = =@M ) both P and the classical contri-
bution to P vanish. This zero of P [lll) then de nes
the dispersion relation for the m olecules

!=i: ()]
aM

or M =

W e recover the dispersion relation for findam entalpoint—
like nonrelativistic m olecules ofm ass 2M . In the broad
resonance lim it the com posite m olecules jist behave as
pointlke soin 0 bosons with mass 2M , even if the m i+
croscopic Interaction between the atom s is com pletely
pointlke and truly m icroscopic m olecules play no rolk.
(In thislm it P isapproxinatedby P .)

W e can recover the relation M) by an expansion of

P mf and ! whereP = 2 !+ A & wih

NI T co
Q@) ¢=1=0 4M 32 rioo
1 h? M 372 1 1 W
T e P, T M P
QP h? M 372
S TR I T
1 W
= 1+ gp:l: Cc9)
T he dispersion relation readsnow ! = @A =2 )¢ and

coincides w ith eq. ).
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T he dispersion relation is lndependent of the binding
energy y = 2 a . Hence we can use the dispersion rela—
tion even in the vicinity ofthe resonance, vy ! 0,where
both A and Z diverge. In our approxin ation the dis-
persion relation is also independent ofh . W e cbserve
that in eq. M) we have de ned Z by the term linear
In ! in a Taylorexpansion ofP . The result agreesw ith
egs. @) where Z is de ned som ewhat di erently.
O n the other hand, for the atom scattering discussed in
sect.lll, eg. I we rather should em ploy a de nition

P h2 M 3=2

Z () = =1+ € 10)

4 Jm J
which di ers by a factor two from eq. {ll). O f course,
the dispersion relation [l) isnot a ected by the precise
de nition ofZ

W e next tum to the \atom phase" for y > 0, where
a=0andm? 0.Asbngas! < §=@M )wecanem—
poyeq. ) with 5, = 0.For! = =@M ) the uctu-
ation correction P vanishes. For ! > =@M ), how—
ever, the integral M becom es purely im aghary such
that

C11)

Indeed, the correction P accounts now f©Or a nonzero
decay w idth of the m olecule —the resonant state can de-
cay into two atom s if its energy ! exceeds tw ice the ki~
netic energy of an unbound atom wih m om entum <=2,
ie. ! > 2  (@E2F@M )= F=@M ). At the threshod
! = #=(M ) the decay width vanishes.

O bviously, it isnot possbleto ndavalie! () where
P vanishesidentically. For!  §=(@M )onehas P
0 and therefore P is strictly positive orm ? > 0. For
! > =@M ) the nonzero prevents a vanishing P
T he location ofthe resonancem ay be de ned by the zero
of the realpart of P . Similarly, wemay de ne Z by

the ! —dependence of the realpart ofP ,ie. Z2 (!)=
ReP )=! orz = @QReP )=Q@! (! = 0). For the
atom phase, our approxim ation yieldsZ = 1 sihce P

is purely in agihary. A ssociating the \binding energy"
v > 0w ih the location ofthe resonance de ned in this
way yields

M =

n” 2 €12)
— =m": C

Z

W e note that for a resonance the precise de nition ofthe
location of the resonance rem ains som ew hat arbitrary.
For exam ple, ourde nition of y doesnot coincide w ith

them ninum of P j. Due to the ! —dependence of
this rather occurs or ! = max (! in;0) where ! i, is
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FIG . 13: Scattering w ith tree exchange ofa m olecule.

de ned by
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h'M 3
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Forf = 0, thisyields 'nin = u h*M 3=@2 2). The
m axinum of the cross section is given by the m axin um
of )= F (f. eq. ) which occurs or ! = sy ax
given by

@ eP 7
IR Ta

312 2y 1+ %2 2 =0: €14)

APPENDIX D:ATOM SCATTERING IN
VACUUM

In this appendix we discuss the scattering of atom s in
vacuum % and extract the scattering length. O nce the
e ective action is computed it contains directly the
Inform ation on the one particlke irreducble G reen func—
tions Including corrections from uctuations. T herefore
the scattering am plitudes can be extracted w thoutm uch
further calculation. Contact to the observable param e-
ters can directly be established intheT ! 0,n! O0lmi
of our approach.

T he am plitude for the elastic scattering of two atom s
corresponds to the e ective four-ferm ion am plitude. In
presence ofa eld for the m olecules we have two contri-
butions: from the tree exchange of m olcules and from
the oneparticle irreducble four-ferm ion vertex. T he tree
exchange contribution can be obtained form ally by solv—
Ing the eld equation for for nonvanishing . This

18 The \vacuum " m eans here the state with n ! 0;T !
includes the presence of a hom ogeneous m agnetic eld B .

0 and
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solution becom esthen a functionalof . Reinserting this
solution into  yieldsthe \tree contributions" to the four-
ferm ion am plitude.
N ear the resonance the dom nant piece arises from the
exchange ofm olecules, asdepicted in g. M. W ih & =
q,q%=2M = oé=2M = s=2,9g= ¢+ =0,! = 11+1,
one obtains an e ective Interaction
h? h?
— + = +
P Z (s i

eff (8) =
©1)

This form ula is valid both for positive and negative u .
The rstpiece nvolvesthe nverse M inkow ski-propaga—
torP ' (1! ;q) which is discussed in detailin app. M. For
positive y them olecule state correspondsto a resonance
with inversepropagatorP = Z !+A F+m?2+ i (s)
and !1, = s=2, ! = s. In this case one has Il
m?= =2 y andweuse (8)= (8)=2 .Fory < O
the vacuum ocorresoonds to a and the nverse
molcule propagatorbecomesP = Z !'+A £+ 1 (s).
O n the other hand for the atom son shell wWith = )
onehasnow !1, = (s M )=2,!==s v s resulting In
eq. ).

For low m om entum scattering one can neglect s. For
the molecul phase with y < 0 and or arge h we
neglkct the \direct part" from ;0 and nd
(m
;0 .
Z M

))2
D 2)

J>|:z

C om parison w ith the de nition ofa in eq. ) yields

a
— = . CD3)
a

Here we have to evaluate Z at ! =
the resul: ) in app. M one nds

v ;sag8= 0. Using

2
;0 1=2

Z (= wm)=1+ M 0 4)

T his can be com pared to v extracted from eq. [l

h?, _
M _ 4,0M3=2M1—2: (D5)
M
W e conclude that for large h* M 372 W7 the physical
scattering length a coincides w ith a
a=a(+4h’iM 2 7 0 6)

In the broad resonance lim it we therefore identify a w ith
the physical scattering length.
We nd from egs. ), ), Il the fam iliar approx—
In ate form
apy 1+ ——— ; 7
bg B B b7

_ 1 1=2 ,
= abg(M ) :



For °Lithis yields = 300G = 5:86eV °, with apy =
14055 = 038eV .
W e next tum to the atom phase where y > 0. For
a rst discugsion we also om it the decay width which
vanishes / ~ s ors ! 0. The e ective interaction be-

com es pointlike
h2
Z M

eff = D 8)
and we see that Z y replaces ( 2 ) In the \m i-
croscopic vertex" ). Th the atom phase the physical
scattering length reads

ef£M h? ;oM ;oM

aB)=——= 17 . &

O 9)

The st part corresoonds to ares (recallz y = =
m ?) and i is suggestive that the second m ay now corre—
spond to apy .

T he situation is less satisfactory as for the m olecule
phase. In fact,a= h? oM =@ ) accountsnow only for
the resonant part of the scattering am plitude, resulting
In the relation

a= ™ )% @, O 10)

In the broad resonance lim it the interaction is pointlike
and we m ay absorb the background scattering ; into
a more com plicated B — dependence of h? . This would
result in the relation [ alo Hra i the atom phase.
The B —dependence of a or c therefore depends on the
splitting ofthem icroscopic nteraction into the tw o pieces

., and h?®= . Since allour results depend only on
c the B —dependence of the observables is now a ected
by an unphysical \F ierz am biguity™ [1]. This is clearly
a shortcom ing of the approxin ation, In particular of our
neglction of the m olecule uctuations for the com puta—
tion of Z and the renomm alization e ects or h . The
uncertainty arising from the Fierz ambiguiy is re ected
by the two curves in g. M, where the solid line re ects
the choice [ll) whereasthe Iong-dashed Ine corresponds
to eq. M . P resum ably the solid line re ects better
the true answer since at the end allm acroscopic results
can only depend on the combination ayes + apy. Close
to the resonance the F ierz am biguiy becom es irrelevant
since g jcan be neglected as com pared tO Bres J-

C Jose to the resonance the scattering at zero m om en—
tum provides the sam e Inform ation on the relation be-
tween cand B asthebindingenergy v @) in thevicinity
0f B . Indeed, the dependence of the resonant scatter—
Ing length a,es or the cross section on the m agnetic eld
nvolves the sam e com bination of param eters. T he res-
onant scattering length ares = M ) ™2 By B)! in-
volves , just asthebinding energy M) in the \m olecule
phase" r y < 0. From the experim ental param eteri-
zation of the scattering length

B)l:

aB) = ap 1+B7 ; O 11)

Bo
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we can extract the param eter g as

5= (ag kr) ': 012)
T his does not involve the Yukawa coupling. E xperin en—
talcom parison of y (B ) and a B ) on the respective sides
of the Feshbach resonance therefore am ounts to a test of
the com putation of the vacuum properties.

For a realistic scattering of atom s we have to take into
account them om entum dependence ofthe atom s and the
nonvanishing decay width . From app. Il we mfer (or
C=0and!=s u ( u)

h2 M 3=2 S1=2

(s) = 2

0 13)

Ontheatom sidewe nd a resonant scattering fors=
w ith a Breit-W igner fom .
WihZ = 1and

h? (s)

(s M )2+

In ( ere) = © 14)

2(s)

wem ay com pute the totalcross section o+ asa function
ofs. Using the opticaltheorem o = j7j:L Im ( eff) One

obtains (¥j= M = sM )
r___
M
tot = :In (ers () O 15)
16 2(s n)? 1
= 4 s) b o1+ :
# ) h'M 3s
Fors! 0, v # O thisyilds the expected result
M 2n*
O - =4 a%: 0 16)

tot 4 qu

Independent experim ental nform ation on h can be
gained from scattering n a m om entum range w here the
pointlike lin it does not apply anym ore. In particular,

the peak height of the resonance at s =  depends *°
onh ,
max _ 4 _ 4 16 *a
tot M u M M 2h?2
= 16°n*M 2 2@ By l:017)

The value K" extracted from resonant scattering [ )
will again be a renom alized coupling in vacuum , but
now evaliated for the particular resonance frequency.
It is therefore conceivable that it di ers from H o, eg.
). W e note that the cross section rem ains nie Hr

19 M ore accurately, the contribution from the background scatter—
ing apg should be added.



alljy 3% 0 B & By). On the other hand, one nds for
v = 0ands! Oadivergence r/ s'.

Tt is interesting to look at the behavior exactly on the
Feshbach resonance (y = 0;B = Bg) both from the
picture in the atom and the m olecule phase. W ih

h2
eff (8) = i P (8= Z (s)s+ i (s) D18)
P (s)
one has
P ©F=2z7@m)L+ ?: 0 19)
In them okecule phase (s) vanishes and
2
M 325172, © 20)

Z (8)s= s+ —
(s) 2
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On the other hand, the atom phase is characterized by
Zz =1land (s)givenbyeq. (lll).W hile P (s)jisthe
sam e, the phase of ¢¢ () jum ps between the m olecule
and the atom phase. This is a typical shortcom ing of
our approxin ation where the m olecule uctuations are
neglected in the com putation ofZ and . In particular,
the m olecule uctuations w ill provide for an in aghary
part of <fr (s) also or the m olecule phase.

Our functional integral approach reproduces several
results obtained previously by quantum m echanical two
channelcom putations in the vicinity ofthe Feshbach res—
onance. The uctuation correction to the mean eld
binding energy coincides exactly w ith the result from a
quantum m echanical coupled two-channel approach [1].
T he estim ate for the Yukawa coupling given in 1] coin—
cides w ith our \vacuum coupling" & ,, Hl).
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