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D ressed Feshbach m olecules in the BEC B C S crossover
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W e present the RPA theory ofthe BEC-BCS crossover in an atom ic Fem igas near a Feshbach
resonance that inclides the relevant two-body atom ic physics exactly. T his allow s us to detem ine
the probability Z for the dressed m olecules in the Bose—E nstein oondensate to be In the closed

density of the dressed m olecules throughout the BEC BC S crossover.

Introduction. | The super uid phase In an atom ic
Fem i gas near a Feshbach resonance realizes a fiinda—
m entally new state ofm atter, which show sam acroscopic
coherence betw een atom pairs and m olecules that is con—
trolled by the applied m agnetic eld. As a resul, such
a gas o ersthe exciting possibility to study in great de—
tail the crossover between the BoseE instein condensa—
tion BEC) ofdiatom icm olecules and the BoseE instein
condensation of atom ic C ooper pairs, ie., the Bardeen-
CooperSchrie er BCS) transition :_I:L,:_.’Z,-'_é,:_h]. In fact,
the BEC-BCS crossover region is presently already ac—
tively being explored by a num ber ofexperin entalgroups
around the world E_'ﬂ, -23, :j, :_8, @,-_l-g]

In m ore detail the physics of the BEC-BC S crossover
occurring near a Feshbach resonance can be understood
as ollow s: The super uid phase ofthe gasisalwvaysasso—
ciated w ith a BoseE Instein condensate ofpairs, but the
wave function of the pairs or dressed m olecules is given
by the linear superposition

P— pP—

hrj gresseal= Z n (r)Flosedi+ 1 Z aa (r)Ppeni :
In the BEC lin i the applied m agnetic eld istaken such
that the bare m olecular energy level lies far below the
threshold ofthe two-atom continuum andwehaveZ ’ 1.
In that case we are dealing w ith a B oseE instein conden-—
sate of tightly-bound diatom ic m olecules and the spatial
part of the pair wave fiinction is equalto the barem olec—
ularwave function p (r). The spin part ofthe pairwave
function is then equal to Tlosedi, ie., the spin state of
the closed channel that causes the Feshbach resonance
t_l-]_]]. In the BCS 1im it the bare m olecular energy level
lies far above the threshold of the two-atom continuum
and can be adiabatically elin nated. W e then have that
Z ' 0 and the spatial part of the pair wave function
equals the usual BC S wave function for atom ic C ooper
pairs 45 (r). This Cooperpair wave function depends
also on the m agnetic eld, because the e ective attrac—
tion between the atom s after the adiabatic elim ination of
the bare m olecular state depends on the energy of that
state. The spoin state of the Cooper pairs is, however,
alwaysequalto the spin state ppeni ofthe open channel
of the Feshbach problem .

T he probability Z plays therefore a crucial role In the

description ofthe BEC-BC S crossover since it quanti es
the am ount of coherence betw een the atom pairs and the
bare m okcules in the gas. Unfortunately, how ever, the

various theories [14, 13, 14, 115, 16, L7, 118, 119, 20] that
are presently being used to understand the outcom e of
the experim ents are unable to accurately determ ine this
quantity. T his com es about because, either Z is assum ed
to be zero from the outset, the m any-body theory does
not incorporate the two-body Feshbach physics exactly,
or the theory is abl to detem Ine only the total num -
ber of bare m olecules in the gas and thus requires an
additionalassum ption about the totalnum ber of dressed
molecules to extract Z . This situation is particularly
unsettling because of the recent °Liexperin ents of Par-
tridge et al. {i0], which have used the photodissociation
rate to m easure the value of Z throughout the crossover
regine. In view of the above situation i is pressing to
develop an ab initio m any-body theory for the calcula—
tion of Z . How that m ay be achieved is the m ain topic
of this Letter.

BEC-BCS crossover theory. | Introducig creation
and annihilation operators for the bare m olecules and
atom s, the e ective grand-canonical ham JJi:gnJan of the
gasw ith chem icalpotential becom es [ll -ZL -22-]
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:";# m
Z
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= dx (&) &) &) 4 &);

m

where the two hyper ne states of the atom s are de-
noted by j"i and j#i, and the m agneticm om ent dif-
ference m ag Detween hyper ne states Flosedi and
Ppeni  (G"#1  J#"i)= 2 gives the so-called detun—
Ing from resonance = mag B Bp). Note that
the atom -m olecule coupling constant g and the back—
ground scattering length a,g depend on the m agnetic

eld B in such a m anner that the total scattering length
a= ay md=4 ~* agreeswith the Feshbach reso-
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nance of Interest. This is egpecially in portant for the
broad Feshbach resonance near 834 G auss that isused in
all °Liexperin ents up to date 3, p4l.

From now on we consider only the m ost interesting
region close to resonance, where apq a and the e ec-
tive Interaction between the atom s is dom inated by the
resonant part d¢= . This suggests that the last tem
In the right-hand side of Eq. @') can be neglected alto-
gether. T his is, how ever, not true because we can neglect
this term only after we have included its e ect on the
atom -m olecule coupling !_23] P hysically, the reason for
this subtlety isthat the above Ham iltonian isan e ective
Ham ilttonian that isonly valid for low energies. H ow ever,
to properly account for the two-body physics near a Fes—
hbach resonance also high-energy states are needed. The
main e ect of these high-energy states is to renom al-
ize the atom -m olecule coupling to g k) g=@1+ ikaq),
where k is the relative m om entum ofthe atom s Involved
In the coupling [_1-]_;,:_2-5]. O nly afferhaving perform ed this
substitution are we allow ed to neglect the background in—
teraction between the atom s.

. (

W ithout the background interaction the atom icpart of
the H am iltonian is quadratic. U sing standard functional
m ethods the ferm ionic  elds can thus be integrated out
exactly. Thisladstoan e ective action forthem olecules
that at su ciently low tem per%tures hasamihimum at
a nonzero value ofh , )i Z Ny ¢, Where we Intro—
duced the dressed m olecular condensate density ny . Ne—
glecting uctuations at this point leads to a mean—- eld
theory of the BEC-BC S crossover. A sm entioned in the
Introduction, however, this m ean— eld theory is unable
to calculate the probability Z since it only detem ines
the bare m olecular condensate density h o &)if. We
therefore also consider the quadratic uctuations around
the m nmmum of the e ective m olecular action, ie., we
consider the B ogoliubov theory of the bare m olecules.

A s expected with a spontaneously broken U (1) sym —
m etry associated with the presence of a BoseE Instein
condensate, the gaussian uctuations are determm ined by
nom aland anom alous selfenergiesofthe barem olecules,
which at zero tem perature reduce to

)
dk’° 1. k9 )T 1. k°)3 Va k3)F a &°) 1
ki = X gy FaEDTREDT kI KT ;
@) i~! ~a kY)Y A KOG LK) 2 K
( )
Z 0 ) 0 0
~aky)+ ~la k)
- _ . 2 0 0 0 0 0 +
~ 1z ki) = o p BT wa ki va b ua &0 Jva LR B L SRR @)
Here we have also introduced the BCS dispersion For a given density and m agnetic eld the last two equa—

~lak) = (&) 3+ P Kk)FZngc, the bare atom ic
dispersion ()= ~“k?=2m ,theusualBC S coherence fac—
tors u, k) and v, k), and the notation k® = k=2 K.
In tem s of the above self energies the m Inimum of the
e ective action is determ ined by the exact Hugenholz—

Pines relation 2 =+ ~ 11 (0;0) ~ 12 (0;0), which
tums out to be equalto amodi ed BCS gap equation
Z
dk 1 1
e ¥ s e @

Finally, we also need th_e equation of state, which we
for consistency reasons f_l]_.:] obtain by di erentiating the
therm odynam ic potential w ith respect to the chem ical
potential. lhcluding the e ect ofthe uctuationswe cb—
tain for the totaldensiy ofatom s

n= TrGal+ 2Zny ¢

TrG, 1+ 1T G ¢
o —-1r Gp 7
2 @

(4)

whereG, and G, aretheNambu (2 2)-matrix G reen’s
functions of the bare atom s and m olecules, respectively.

tions determ ine only the bare m olecular condensate den—
sity and the chem ical potential. Hence, we need a third
equation to determ ine also Z .

D ressed mokcuks. | Befre we derive this m issing
equation, lt us st discuss In som e m ore detail the
physics behind the m aybe som ew hat unexpected equa-—
tion of state n Eq. (:ff). The st two tem s represent
the m ean— eld theory without uctuations that ism ost
often used in the recent literature [_1-1_1, :_i§', :_1-§', :_f@l] Be-
cause ofthe absence of uctuations allthem olecules are
BoseE Instein condensed and there is no depltion. The
third tem precisely corresponds to this depletion. Fi-
nally, the fourth term physically describes the dressing
of the bare atom s and molcules. This can be m ade
m ore ckarby reform ulation the equation ofstate In term s
of dressed atom s and m olecules, instead of bare atom s
and molecules. Sihce every dressed m olecule contains
two atom s, we expect the contrbution 2n,. from the
condensate of dressed m olecules. Indeed, In the BEC
lim it i can be shown explicitly that the atom ic den-—
sty TrB.l= 2 dkia k)F=@ )? contaihsexactly the
expected contribution 2 (1 Z )y ¢ of paired atom s In
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FIG . 1l: Spectral functions of the bare 6sz m olecules w ith
zero m om entum a) in the BEC lim it at 571 Gauss and b) in
the BCS lim it at 892 G auss of the crossover occurring near
the broad Feshbach resonance of °Liat 834 G auss. The Fem i
energy of the gas is 380 nK .

the B oseE Instein condensate of dressed m olecules. The
atom ic density does, however, not contain the paired
atom s associated w ith the dressed m olecules that are not
In the BoseE insten condensate. This om ission is re—
paired by the uctuation correctionswhich contain both
the associated changes In the atom ic density and tw ice
the totaldensiy of dressed m olecules that are not B ose—
E instein condensed, ie., tw ice the dressed m olecular de—
pletion.

W e are now iIn a position to determ ine Z . In princi
plk it is equal to the residue of the pole of Gy ;11 (0;1!)
at ! = 0. To understand the physics of that result bet-
ter it is useful to consider the spectral function of the
bare m olecules w ith zero m om entum , ie., , ©O;!) =

In Gpj;1 07!+ 10)E . This spectral function is closely
related to the density of states of the m olecules at zero
momentum and thus gives detailed Inform ation on the
dressed m olecular content of the gas. M ost in portantly
forourpurposed, the B oseE instein condensate ofdressed
m olecules gives rise to a delta-function in the spectral
function exactly at zero frequency. T he strength of this
delta function isprecisely Z , because this is the probabil-
iy to take a bare m olecule out of the B oseE instein con—
densate of dressed m olecules. Besides this bound-state
contribution, the spectral finction contains also a contri-
bution from the continuum of atom ic scattering states.
In the BEC Il it of the crossover the continuum contri-
bution only occurs at positive frequency and starts at a
frequency of 2 =~' 2~=m & as shown 1 Fig. la. In
the BCS Im it the continuum contribution occurs both
at positive and negative frequencies, which start at a fre—
quency of about 29 Zny .=~, respectively, due to the
gap that exists forthe creation ofan atom ic quasiparticle—
quasihol pair. This is shown in Fig. 1b. The negative
frequency part of the spectral function is especially in —

portant, because it determ ines the depletion ofthe B ose—
E Instein condensate of dressed m olecules. Physically it
represents the dressed m olecules that are stabilized by
the Fem i sea éé] M aking use of the above physical
picture, we nally obtain the desired result,

1)

1
11
z = 5 ; 5)
1 (1) i (2) 2)
11 12 12 11

where ) ( DHe" 4 0;0=@!".

At nonzero m om enta the soectral function is sim ilar
but now contains two delta functions at the frequen—
cles !'n (), which have the strength Z j1, &k)F and

Z 3 k)F, respectively, with 1, &)F  3a k)F = 1.
T his show sexplicitly how at long wavelengthsour theory
leads to a Bogolubov-like theory for dressed m olecules
with a wave function renom alization factor Z . M ore—
over, In agreem ent wih the Goldstone theorem , the
quasiparticle dispersion !, k) always tums out to be
linear at long wavelengths. In the follow ing we therefore
determm ine also the associated speed of (second) sound
throughout the BEC -BC S crossover region.
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FIG. 2: The solid curve shows the probability Z and the
dashed curve the fraction 2Z nn c=n as a function ofm agnetic

eld. The Fem ienergy Zkp=2m of the gas is 380 nK . The
data points are from the experin ent of P artridge et al. [LO].
In the Inset the solid line show s the B oseE instein condensate
fraction of dressed m olecules 2n, .=n and the dashed line the
contrbution of the uctuations to the total atom ic density.
T heverticallines indicate them agnetic eldswherek Bj= 1.

Resuls and discussion. | Tn Fig.2 we show our re-
sults for Z and com pare w ith the experim ental data of
Partridge et al [_1-9'] In general the agreem ent is satis—
factory. This is particularly true at relatively low m ag—
netic eldswhere Z is detem ined by tw o-body physics,
w hich is exactly incorporated into our theory. At higher
m agnetic elds the theoretical values of Z are som ew hat
higher than the experin ental ones. W e believe that the
reasons for this are twofold. F irst, the experim ent is per—
formed In an optical trap. As a result the experin en—



tal data involves an appropriate average over the den—
sity pro Il of the gas, which lowers the observed value
of Z . Second, the photodissociation laser used In the
experin ent has a width which is much larger than the
Fem i energy of the gas. The laser, therefore, has not
su clent resolution to probe only the B oseE instein con—
densate of dressed m olecules, and probes also the dressed
m olecules which are not BoseE Instein condensed. This

second e ect should be especially In portant at high m ag—
netic elds. To disentangl these di erent e ects, how —

ever, goes beyond the scope of the present Letter and is
Eft or further nvestigation.

We also show in Fig. 2 the BoseE instein conden—
sate fraction ofdressed m olecules 2n, =n throughout the
BEC-BCS crossover. In qualitative agreem ent w ith the
poor m an’s approach of Ref. {_l-g:], the latter fraction is
always substantialbelow the Feshbach resonance and be-
com es neglighble only su ciently far above the Feshbach
resonance when kr 8j< 1. This is an in portant obser-
vation, because in our theoretical description of the ex—
perin ent of P artridge et al. the m olecular probe couples
directly to the dressed m olcules, which act as distinct
entities in the gas since the atom -m olecule coupling is
much larger than the coupling of the probe laser to the
barem olcules. In thism anner i ism ost easy to under—
stand the experin ental observation that there is Initially
an exponential (onebody) decay ofa large part ofthe to—
tal atom ic density w ith a rate that ismuch am aller than
the bare m olecular photodissociation rate.
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FIG . 3: The speed of sound as a function of m agnetic eld.

The Fem i energy of the gas is 380 nK . The dashed curves
show the Bﬁgo]jubov sult ~ 2 anmc=m and the speed of
sound ~kg= 3m vr = 3 oftheA nderson-Bogoliibov m ode.

For com plteness we give in Fig. 2 also the Bose—
E instein condensate fraction ofbare m olecules 2Z n, .=n
and the
sity. A s expected the
In portant in the crossover region and becom e am all far

aw ay from theFeshbach resonance, wherem ean— eld the—
uctuations we also extract the

ory applies. From the
speed of sound ofthe gas, which is shown In Fig.3. Note

uctuation corrections to the total atom ic den—
uctuation corrections are very

that n the BCS lim it the A nderson-Bogoliibov m ode
is recovered. In combination with the presence of the
sharp peaks in the spectralfunction in Fig.1b, thisshow s
that also the decoupling of the am pliude and phase

uctuations of the BoseE instein condensate of dressed
m olecules that occurs in the BCS 1m it is correctly in-—
corporated. W e therefore conclude that the RPA -like
atom -m olecule theory developed here gives an excellent
acocount of the subtle interplay between two-body and
m any-body physics taking place at the crossover near a
Feshbach resonance.
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