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Abstract

W e pointed out in this work that in dealing with the BEC-BCS crossover

problem ,thedynam ice�ectof< b(t)> isnotnegligible.Accordingly,an equation

ofm otion approach was devised to calculate the G reen0s functions. Based on

ourresult,weconcluded thatinstead ofcrossover,BCS statesand Bose-Einstein

condensation alwayscoexist.
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The physicsofBCS statesin a dilute system was�rststudied by Eagles[1]

who proposed thepossibility ofform ing Cooperpairsbeforetheonsetofsuper-

conductivity. The BEC-BCS crossoverproblem wasdiscussed by Leggett[2]in

1980.He pointed outthatthere isno distinctboundary between Cooperpairs

and Bose-Einstein condensation.Aselaborated laterby Nozi�eresand Schm itt-

Rink[3],in the strong coupling or low density lim it,ferm ions willcom bine to

form bosonic m olecules and condense at su�ciently low tem perature. As the

coupling is weakened or density increases,the m olecular wave functions over-

lap. W ith su�cient overlapping,the m olecular BEC willbe transform ed into

BCS states. The authors [2,3]saw no phase transition. In their opinion,the

am plitudes ofthe states ofphase coherence (BEC and BCS) undergo sm ooth

variation.

O n the other hand,there has been m arvellous experim entalprogress[4-8]

recently. Ferm ionic atom s in a trap can form bosonic m olecules via Feshbach

resonance[9]. The coupling strength can be adjusted by changing the applied

m agnetic �eld. The energy gap was found on both sides ofresonance and its

spectrum iscom patiblewith theoreticalcalculation[10].Hence,thescenarioen-

visaged by Leggett[2]and Nozi�eres and Schm itt-Rink[3]seem s to be realized,

with one com plication: the ferm ionsand bosonshave internaldegreesoffree-

dom .They arethespinsofelectronsand nuclei.Theabovem entioned Feshbach

resonanceisful�lled with theaid ofhyper�neinteraction.Asa result,thestate

ofelectron spinsoftheatom sin theopen channelaredi�erent,in general,from

thosein the closed channel.

M uch theoreticalwork has been devoted to this subject. K okkelm ans et.

al.[11]m adeathorough analysisofFeshbach resonanceofthecold atom system .

Theirdeduction greatly sim pli�ed furthercom putation.O hashiand G ri�n[12]

adopted theorthodox Feynm an diagram approach.Stajicet’al.[13]applied the

conceptofpseudogap originated from high TC superconductivity to explain the

experim entalresults. In this paper we would like to raise a neglected point

which hasprofound e�ecton one’sunderstanding ofthe BEC-BCS system .

W e started with the offerm ion-boson Ham iltonian[14]:
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where cp;� and bq are the ferm ion and boson operators,"p and !q are their

energies,� isthedetuned energy ofbosons,and � isthespin index.Theterm s

in thesecond linedenotethecom bination ofatom sand dissociationofm olecules.

They are necessary because,aswe stated before,the statesofspinshad been

changed. Cooper pairs have di�erent spin states from those in BEC.So they

should be treated asdi�erentspecies.

Now we calculate the G reen’s functions G �(�;�
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approach ofequationsofm otion wasapplied.
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where F�� (�;�) =
P

p
hc� p;�(�)cp;�(�)i. Here we assum ed the Hartree-Fock

term scan be absorbed into the single-particleenergy.A term hbq= 0ihad been

intentionally added to and substracted from the right hand side to facilitate

laterdecoupling.

W hile developing superconductivity theory,F�� (�;�)isusually setto be a

realconstantindependentof�.Theprescription isto subtractN � from H [15].

Sim ilarly,in calculation involving BEC,hb0(�)iisalso treated asa constant.In

the case when both F�� (�;�) and hb0(�)i are present,this m ethod in general,

can only m ake either one ofthem a constant but not both. This point was

ignored by the preceding works on the BEC-BCS crossover problem . In this

paper,we chose to letF�� (�;�)= F�� be a constantand hb0(�)ia function of

�.Thisisthe gistofthiswork.

W ith H replaced by H � N �,wehaveto substitute �k � "k � � for"k and

�0 = � � 2� for� in eqs. (1-3). Ifhb0(�)iwastreated dynam ically,we arrived

atthe nextsetofequationsofm otion:
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At this stage we applied the decoupling between the ferm ion operators and

boson operators. As before,we assum ed the contribution ofthe interaction

term sofeqs.(4)and (5)(the third and fourth lines)can be incorporated into

the one-particleenergies�k and �.The resulting form swillbe com prehensible

and easy to analyze.Thus,eqs.(4)and (5)becam e
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Taking Fouriertransform ofeqs.(2),(3),(6)and (7)and m aking substitutions,

weobtained
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whereB = [�2
k
+ (�k � �

0)2+ (U F �
"#� g�)

2]=2.Clearly,theG reen’sfunctionsstill

possess the conventionalform ofBCS theory. However,we accounted for the

m ostim portantingredient:the coupling between F �
��

and �,to insurethatwe

gotavalid physicalpicture.In fact,asshown below,ourresultsarequalitatively

sim ilarto thoseofref.12 who had considered m any Feynm an diagram s.

In ordertostudytheresultingphysicalproperties,wefollowed Eliashberg[16]

to write down the form ofthe therm odynam ic potential


 =
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Here,wehavekeptonly thezeroth and �rstorderterm s.Therelation F �
"# = F#"

isalso helpful.Now wetakethe variationalapproach.
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wherenB (!q)= 1=[e(�!q + �
0
)� 1].Additionally,we havethe gap equation
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W ith eqs.(13-15)wecan solveforthreeunknowns:�,� and F �
��
.

W e showed the resultsin Figs.1 by plotting � and F �
"# versustem perature

at detuned energies � = � 0:5EF in the solid and dashed lines respectively.

The param eters are the sam e as those in ref. 12,i. e.,g = � 0:6E F ,U =

0:3E F and a cuto� factor exp[� ("k=2E F )
2].In Fig. 2 the am plitudes ofthe

statesofphasecoherenceF �
"# and � at kB T = E F =3 (in the dashed lines)and

kB T = E F =6 (in the solid lines)are plotted againstthe detuned energy. Itis

rem arkablethatin Figs.1and 2F �
"# and � coexistin thewholerangeand vanish

together. There isno crossover. In fact,sim ilarresultshad been obtained by

previouscalculations[11,12]with the static approxim ation hb(�)i ’ � and the

resultantrelation � = � gF �
"#=(�� 2�)and energygap � = [U + g 2=(�� 2�)]F�

"#.

Note thatone ofthe consequencesofthe approxim ation isthat� and F �
"# are
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proportional. However,ourapproach did nothave the proportionalrelation a

priori.Therefore,weareabletoconcludethattheoriginalconceptofBEC-BCS

crossovercannotbe applied here.

In Fig.3 wepresented � Im F �
"#(E )versusE =E F .O n theBCS side(� > 0),

thefeatureofCooperpairdensityofstatesisclearlyshown.Itgraduallybecam e

m olecule-likewhen � becam enegative.Thereason,aspointed outby Leggett[2],

is that when the chem icalpotentialbecom es negative,the divergence in the

spectrum disappear. Note that in the whole range,the am plitude ofBEC is

greaterthan that ofBCS due to the param eterswe chose. Yet the spectrum

underwentdrastic change. Clearly,the shape ofspectrum isnotan indication

ofwhetheritisBEC orBCS state.

It should notbe surprising that BEC persists deeply into the BCS side of

Feshbach resonance.Although thedetuned energyispositive,form ingm olecules

can stillbeenergetically favorable.Itisbecausem ostatom s(ferm ions)have�-

niteam ountofkineticenergy.O n theotherhand,on theBEC side,itseem sthat

m olecule form ation is advantageous. However,BCS state is helped by having

theenergy gap.Thelargerthegap,thelowertheenergy.Fornegativedetuned

energy,the chem icalenergy isalso negative.Aspointed outby Leggett[2],the

gap under this situation is at least
p
�2 + � 2. The energy gain by form ing

Cooperpairsgrowswith the m agnitude ofthe chem icalpotentialand the de-

tuned energy and thus,thecoexistence.Furtherm ore,ifwesim pli�ed ourm odel

by considering only the condensed bosons(bq= 0),then the Ham iltonian in eq.

(1) would rem ind one ofthe Anderson m odel[17]or Fano resonance[18]. The

eigenstate should be a m ixture oflocalized state (condensed bosons)and con-

tinuum (ferm ions). Thisanalogy,though notcom pletely com patible,indicates

thatthestatesofphasecoherenceshould havetwo com ponents.In conclusion,

we pointed out that either hb(�)i or F�
��
(�;�) should be tim e-dependent and

ourcalculation show thatBCS state and BEC alwayscoexist.
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Figurecaptions

Fig. 1 F �
"# and � versus tem perature at � = 0:5EF (solid lines) and � =

� 0:5E F (dashed lines).

Fig.2 F �
"# and � versusthedetuned energy � attem peratureatEF =6 (solid

lines)and E F =3 (dashed lines).

Fig. 3 � Im F �
"#(E ),the spectrum funtion ofCooperpairsversusE =E F at

di�erentdetuned energies.
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