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D ressed Feshbach m olecules in the B EC -B C S crossover
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W e presentthe RPA theory ofthe BEC-BCS crossover in an atom ic Ferm igas neara Feshbach

resonance thatincludesthe relevanttwo-body atom ic physicsexactly.Thisallowsusto determ ine

the probability Z for the dressed m olecules in the Bose-Einstein condensate to be in the closed

channelofthe Feshbach resonance and to com pare with the recentexperim entsofPartridge etal.

[cond-m at/0505353]with
6
Li.W edeterm ineforthisextrem ely broad resonancealso thecondensate

density ofthe dressed m oleculesthroughoutthe BEC-BCS crossover.

Introduction. | The super uid phase in an atom ic
Ferm igas near a Feshbach resonance realizes a funda-
m entally new stateofm atter,which showsam acroscopic
coherencebetween atom pairsand m oleculesthatiscon-
trolled by the applied m agnetic � eld. As a result,such
a gaso� ersthe exciting possibility to study in greatde-
tailthe crossover between the Bose-Einstein condensa-
tion (BEC)ofdiatom icm oleculesand theBose-Einstein
condensation ofatom ic Cooperpairs,i.e.,the Bardeen-
Cooper-Schrie� er (BCS) transition [1,2,3,4]. In fact,
the BEC-BCS crossover region is presently already ac-
tivelybeingexplored byanum berofexperim entalgroups
around the world [5,6,7,8,9,10].
In m ore detailthe physicsofthe BEC-BCS crossover

occurring neara Feshbach resonance can be understood
asfollows:Thesuper uid phaseofthegasisalwaysasso-
ciated with a Bose-Einstein condensateofpairs,butthe
wave function ofthe pairsordressed m oleculesisgiven
by the linearsuperposition

hrj�dressedi=
p
Z�m (r)jclosedi+

p
1� Z�aa(r)jopeni:

In theBEC lim ittheapplied m agnetic� eld istaken such
that the bare m olecular energy levellies far below the
threshold ofthetwo-atom continuum and wehaveZ ’ 1.
In thatcasewearedealing with a Bose-Einstein conden-
sateoftightly-bound diatom icm oleculesand thespatial
partofthepairwavefunction isequalto thebarem olec-
ularwavefunction �m (r).Thespin partofthepairwave
function is then equalto jclosedi,i.e.,the spin state of
the closed channelthat causes the Feshbach resonance
[11]. In the BCS lim it the bare m olecular energy level
lies far above the threshold ofthe two-atom continuum
and can be adiabatically elim inated.W e then havethat
Z ’ 0 and the spatialpart ofthe pair wave function
equals the usualBCS wave function for atom ic Cooper
pairs �aa(r). This Cooper-pair wave function depends
also on the m agnetic � eld,because the e� ective attrac-
tion between theatom saftertheadiabaticelim ination of
the bare m olecularstate depends on the energy ofthat
state. The spin state ofthe Cooper pairs is,however,
alwaysequalto thespin statejopenioftheopen channel
ofthe Feshbach problem .
The probability Z playsthereforea crucialrolein the

description oftheBEC-BCS crossoversinceitquanti� es
theam ountofcoherencebetween theatom pairsand the
bare m olecules in the gas. Unfortunately,however,the
varioustheories [12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20]that
are presently being used to understand the outcom e of
the experim entsareunable to accurately determ ine this
quantity.Thiscom esaboutbecause,eitherZ isassum ed
to be zero from the outset,the m any-body theory does
notincorporate the two-body Feshbach physics exactly,
or the theory is able to determ ine only the totalnum -
ber ofbare m olecules in the gas and thus requires an
additionalassum ption aboutthetotalnum berofdressed
m olecules to extract Z. This situation is particularly
unsettling because ofthe recent 6Liexperim entsofPar-
tridge etal. [10],which haveused the photodissociation
rateto m easurethe value ofZ throughoutthe crossover
regim e. In view ofthe above situation it is pressing to
develop an ab initio m any-body theory for the calcula-
tion ofZ. How thatm ay be achieved isthe m ain topic
ofthisLetter.
BEC-BCS crossover theory. | Introducing creation

and annihilation operators for the bare m olecules and
atom s,the e� ective grand-canonicalham iltonian ofthe
gaswith chem icalpotential� becom es[11,21,22]
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where the two hyper� ne states of the atom s are de-
noted by j"i and j#i,and the m agnetic-m om ent dif-
ference� �m ag between thehyper� nestatesjclosediand
jopeni � (j"#i� j#"i)=

p
2 gives the so-called detun-

ing from resonance � = � �m ag(B � B0). Note that
the atom -m olecule coupling constant g and the back-
ground scattering length abg depend on the m agnetic
� eld B in such a m annerthatthetotalscattering length
a = abg � m g2=4�~2� agrees with the Feshbach reso-
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nance ofinterest. This is especially im portant for the
broad Feshbach resonancenear834G aussthatisused in
all6Liexperim entsup to date[23,24].
From now on we consider only the m ost interesting

region close to resonance,where abg � a and the e� ec-
tive interaction between the atom sis dom inated by the
resonant part � g2=�. This suggests that the last term
in the right-hand side ofEq.(1) can be neglected alto-
gether.Thisis,however,nottruebecausewecan neglect
this term only after we have included its e� ect on the
atom -m olecule coupling [25]. Physically,the reason for
thissubtlety isthattheaboveHam iltonian isan e� ective
Ham iltonian thatisonly valid forlow energies.However,
to properly accountforthetwo-body physicsneara Fes-
hbach resonancealso high-energy statesareneeded.The
m ain e� ect ofthese high-energy states is to renorm al-
ize the atom -m olecule coupling to g(k)� g=(1+ ikabg),
wherek istherelativem om entum oftheatom sinvolved
in thecoupling[11,25].O nly afterhavingperform ed this
substitution areweallowed toneglectthebackground in-
teraction between the atom s.

W ithoutthebackground interaction theatom icpartof
theHam iltonian isquadratic.Using standard functional
m ethodsthe ferm ionic � eldscan thusbe integrated out
exactly.Thisleadstoan e� ectiveactionforthem olecules
thatatsu� ciently low tem peratureshasa m inim um at
a nonzero value ofh m (x)i �

p
Znm c,where we intro-

duced thedressed m olecularcondensatedensitynm c.Ne-
glecting  uctuations at this point leads to a m ean-� eld
theory ofthe BEC-BCS crossover.Asm entioned in the
introduction,however,this m ean-� eld theory is unable
to calculate the probability Z since it only determ ines
the bare m olecular condensate density jh m (x)ij2. W e
thereforealso considerthequadratic uctuationsaround
the m inim um ofthe e� ective m olecular action,i.e.,we
considerthe Bogoliubov theory ofthe barem olecules.

As expected with a spontaneously broken U (1) sym -
m etry associated with the presence ofa Bose-Einstein
condensate,the gaussian  uctuationsare determ ined by
norm aland anom alousselfenergiesofthebarem olecules,
which atzero tem perature reduceto

~�11(k;i!) =

Z
dk0

(2�)3
jg(k0)j2

(

jua(k0+ )j
2jua(k0� )j

2

i~! � ~!a(k0+ )� ~!a(k0� )
�

jva(k0+ )j
2jva(k0� )j

2

i~! + ~!a(k0+ )+ ~!a(k0� )
+

1

2�(k0)

)

;

~�12(k;i!) = 2

Z
dk0

(2�)3
jg(k0)j2

(

ua(k
0
+ )va(k

0
+ )ua(k

0
� )va(k

0
� )

~!a(k0+ )+ ~!a(k0� )

(~!a(k0+ )+ ~!a(k0� ))2 + (~!)2

)

: (2)

Here we have also introduced the BCS dispersion
~!a(k)=

p
(�(k)� �)2 + jg(k)j2Znm c,the bare atom ic

dispersion �(k)= ~
2
k
2=2m ,theusualBCS coherencefac-

tors ua(k) and va(k),and the notation k
0
� = k=2� k

0.
In term s ofthe above selfenergiesthe m inim um ofthe
e� ective action is determ ined by the exact Hugenholtz-
Pines relation 2� = � + ~�11(0;0)� ~�12(0;0),which
turnsoutto be equalto a m odi� ed BCS gap equation

� � 2� =

Z
dk

(2�)3
jg(k)j2

�
1

2~!(k)
�

1

2�(k)

�

: (3)

Finally, we also need the equation of state, which we
forconsistency reasons[11]obtain by di� erentiating the
therm odynam ic potentialwith respect to the chem ical
potential.Including the e� ectofthe  uctuationswe ob-
tain forthe totaldensity ofatom s

n = � Tr[Ga]+ 2Znm c � Tr[Gm ]+
1

2
Tr

�

G m

@~�

@�

�

;

(4)

whereG a and G m aretheNam bu (2� 2)-m atrix G reen’s
functionsofthe bare atom sand m olecules,respectively.

Fora given density and m agnetic� eld thelasttwo equa-
tionsdeterm ineonly thebarem olecularcondensateden-
sity and the chem icalpotential. Hence,we need a third
equation to determ ine also Z.

Dressed m olecules. | Before we derive this m issing
equation, let us � rst discuss in som e m ore detail the
physics behind the m aybe som ewhat unexpected equa-
tion ofstate in Eq.(4). The � rst two term s represent
the m ean-� eld theory without  uctuations that is m ost
often used in the recent literature [14,15,16,18]. Be-
causeoftheabsenceof uctuationsallthem oleculesare
Bose-Einstein condensed and there isno depletion. The
third term precisely corresponds to this depletion. Fi-
nally,the fourth term physically describes the dressing
of the bare atom s and m olecules. This can be m ade
m oreclearbyreform ulationtheequationofstatein term s
ofdressed atom s and m olecules,instead ofbare atom s
and m olecules. Since every dressed m olecule contains
two atom s, we expect the contribution 2nm c from the
condensate of dressed m olecules. Indeed, in the BEC
lim it it can be shown explicitly that the atom ic den-
sity � Tr[Ga]= 2

R
dkjva(k)j2=(2�)3 containsexactly the

expected contribution 2(1 � Z)nm c ofpaired atom s in
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FIG .1: Spectralfunctions ofthe bare
6
Li2 m olecules with

zero m om entum a)in the BEC lim itat571 G aussand b)in

the BCS lim it at 892 G auss ofthe crossover occurring near

thebroad Feshbach resonanceof6Liat834 G auss.TheFerm i

energy ofthe gasis380 nK .

the Bose-Einstein condensate ofdressed m olecules. The
atom ic density does, however, not contain the paired
atom sassociated with thedressed m oleculesthatarenot
in the Bose-Einstein condensate. This om ission is re-
paired by the uctuation correctionswhich contain both
the associated changes in the atom ic density and twice
thetotaldensity ofdressed m oleculesthatarenotBose-
Einstein condensed,i.e.,twicethe dressed m olecularde-
pletion.
W e are now in a position to determ ine Z. In princi-

ple itis equalto the residue ofthe pole ofG m ;11(0;i!)
at! = 0. To understand the physicsofthatresultbet-
ter it is usefulto consider the spectralfunction ofthe
bare m olecules with zero m om entum , i.e., �m (0;!) =
� Im [Gm ;11(0;!+ i0)]=�.Thisspectralfunction isclosely
related to the density ofstatesofthe m olecules atzero
m om entum and thus gives detailed inform ation on the
dressed m olecularcontentofthe gas. M ostim portantly
forourpurposed,theBose-Einsteincondensateofdressed
m olecules gives rise to a delta-function in the spectral
function exactly atzero frequency. The strength ofthis
deltafunction isprecisely Z,becausethisistheprobabil-
ity to takea barem oleculeoutoftheBose-Einstein con-
densate ofdressed m olecules. Besides this bound-state
contribution,thespectralfunction containsalsoa contri-
bution from the continuum ofatom ic scattering states.
In the BEC lim itofthe crossoverthe continuum contri-
bution only occursatpositive frequency and startsata
frequency of� 2�=~ ’ 2~=m a2 as shown in Fig.1a. In
the BCS lim it the continuum contribution occurs both
atpositiveand negativefrequencies,which startata fre-
quency ofabout� 2g

p
Znm c=~,respectively,due to the

gapthatexistsforthecreationofanatom icquasiparticle-
quasihole pair. This is shown in Fig.1b. The negative
frequency partofthe spectralfunction is especially im -

portant,becauseitdeterm inesthedepletion oftheBose-
Einstein condensate ofdressed m olecules. Physically it
represents the dressed m olecules that are stabilized by
the Ferm isea [26]. M aking use of the above physical
picture,we � nally obtain the desired result,

Z =
1� �(1)11

�

1� �(1)11

�2
+ �12

�

�(2)

12 � �(2)11

� ; (5)

where�(n)

ij � (� i)n@n�ij(0;0)=@!n.
At nonzero m om enta the spectralfunction is sim ilar

but now contains two delta functions at the frequen-
cies � !m (k), which have the strength Zjum (k)j2 and
� Zjvm (k)j2,respectively,with jum (k)j2 � jvm (k)j2 = 1.
Thisshowsexplicitly how atlongwavelengthsourtheory
leads to a Bogoliubov-like theory for dressed m olecules
with a wave function renorm alization factor Z. M ore-
over, in agreem ent with the G oldstone theorem , the
quasiparticle dispersion !m (k) always turns out to be
linearatlong wavelengths.In the following wetherefore
determ ine also the associated speed of(second) sound
throughoutthe BEC-BCS crossoverregion.
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FIG . 2: The solid curve shows the probability Z and the

dashed curvethefraction 2Znm c=n asa function ofm agnetic

� eld. The Ferm ienergy ~
2
kF=2m ofthe gas is 380 nK .The

data pointsare from the experim entofPartridge etal. [10].

In theinsetthesolid lineshowstheBose-Einstein condensate

fraction ofdressed m olecules2nm c=n and thedashed linethe

contribution ofthe  uctuations to the totalatom ic density.

Theverticallinesindicatethem agnetic� eldswherekF jaj= 1.

Results and discussion. | In Fig.2 we show our re-
sults for Z and com pare with the experim entaldata of
Partridge etal. [10]. In generalthe agreem entis satis-
factory. This isparticularly true atrelatively low m ag-
netic � eldswhere Z isdeterm ined by two-body physics,
which isexactly incorporated into ourtheory.Athigher
m agnetic� eldsthetheoreticalvaluesofZ aresom ewhat
higherthan the experim entalones. W e believe thatthe
reasonsforthisaretwofold.First,theexperim entisper-
form ed in an opticaltrap. As a result the experim en-
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taldata involves an appropriate average over the den-
sity pro� le ofthe gas,which lowers the observed value
ofZ. Second, the photodissociation laser used in the
experim ent has a width which is m uch larger than the
Ferm ienergy ofthe gas. The laser,therefore,has not
su� cientresolution to probeonly theBose-Einstein con-
densateofdressed m olecules,and probesalsothedressed
m oleculeswhich are notBose-Einstein condensed. This
second e� ectshould beespeciallyim portantathigh m ag-
netic � elds. To disentangle these di� erent e� ects,how-
ever,goesbeyond the scope ofthe presentLetterand is
leftforfurtherinvestigation.
W e also show in Fig. 2 the Bose-Einstein conden-

satefraction ofdressed m olecules2nm c=n throughoutthe
BEC-BCS crossover. In qualitative agreem entwith the
poor m an’s approach ofRef.[12],the latter fraction is
alwayssubstantialbelow theFeshbach resonanceand be-
com esnegligibleonly su� ciently farabovetheFeshbach
resonance when kFjaj< 1. This is an im portantobser-
vation,because in ourtheoreticaldescription ofthe ex-
perim entofPartridgeetal.them olecularprobecouples
directly to the dressed m olecules,which act as distinct
entities in the gas since the atom -m olecule coupling is
m uch largerthan the coupling ofthe probe laserto the
barem olecules.In thism anneritism osteasy to under-
stand theexperim entalobservation thatthereisinitially
an exponential(one-body)decayofalargepartoftheto-
talatom icdensity with a ratethatism uch sm allerthan
the barem olecularphotodissociation rate.
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FIG .3: The speed ofsound as a function ofm agnetic � eld.

The Ferm ienergy ofthe gas is 380 nK .The dashed curves

show the Bogoliubov result ~
p
2�anm c=m and the speed of

sound ~kF=
p
3m � vF =

p
3oftheAnderson-Bogoliubov m ode.

For com pleteness we give in Fig. 2 also the Bose-
Einstein condensatefraction ofbarem olecules2Znm c=n

and the  uctuation correctionsto the totalatom ic den-
sity. As expected the  uctuation corrections are very
im portantin the crossoverregion and becom e sm allfar
awayfrom theFeshbach resonance,wherem ean-� eld the-
ory applies. From the  uctuations we also extract the
speed ofsound ofthegas,which isshown in Fig.3.Note

that in the BCS lim it the Anderson-Bogoliubov m ode
is recovered. In com bination with the presence ofthe
sharp peaksin thespectralfunction in Fig.1b,thisshows
that also the decoupling of the am plitude and phase
 uctuations ofthe Bose-Einstein condensate ofdressed
m olecules that occurs in the BCS lim it is correctly in-
corporated. W e therefore conclude that the RPA-like
atom -m olecule theory developed here givesan excellent
account of the subtle interplay between two-body and
m any-body physicstaking place atthe crossoverneara
Feshbach resonance.
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