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N onzero orbitalangular m om entum superuidity in ultracold Ferm igases
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W e analyze the evolution ofsuperuidity for nonzero orbitalangular m om entum channels from

the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrie�er (BCS) to the Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) lim it in three di-

m ensions. First,we analyze the low energy scattering properties of�nite range interactions for

all possible angular m om entum channels. Second, we discuss ground state (T = 0) superuid

properties including the order param eter, chem ical potential, quasiparticle excitation spectrum ,

m om entum distribution,atom iccom pressibility,ground stateenergy and low energy collectiveexci-

tations. W e show thata quantum phase transition occursfornonzero angularm om entum pairing,

unlike the s-wave case where the BCS to BEC evolution is just a crossover. Third,we present a

gaussian uctuation theory nearthe criticaltem perature (T = Tc),and we analyze the num berof

bound,scattering and unbound ferm ions as wellas the chem icalpotential. Finally,we derive the

tim e-dependentG inzburg-Landau functionalnearTc,and com paretheG inzburg-Landau coherence

length with the zero tem perature average Cooperpairsize.

PACS num bers:03.75.Ss,03.75.H h,74.25.Bt,74.25.D w

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Experim entaladvances involving atom ic Ferm igases

enabled the control of interactions between atom s

in di�erent hyper�ne states by using Feshbach reso-

nances1,2,3,4,5,6,7. These resonances can be tuned via

an externalm agnetic �eld and allow the study ofdilute

m any body system swith �xed density,butvaryinginter-

action strength characterized by the scattering param e-

tera‘.Thistechniqueallowsforthestudy ofnew phases

ofstrongly interacting ferm ions.Forinstance,therecent

experim entsfrom theM IT group8 m arked the�rstobser-

vation ofvorticesin atom icFerm igasescorrespondingto

a strong signature ofsuperuidity in the s-wave(‘= 0)

channel. These studiescom bined1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8 correspond

to the experim entalrealization ofthe theoretically pro-

posed Bardeen-Cooper-Schrie�er(BCS)toBose-Einstein

condensation (BEC)crossover9,10,11,12,13 in threedim en-

sional (3D) s-wave superuids. Recent extensions of

these ideas include trapped ferm ions14,15 and ferm ion-

boson m odels16,17,18.

Arguably one ofthe next frontiers ofexploration in

ultracold Ferm isystem s is the search for superuidity

in higherangularm om entum states(‘6= 0).Substantial

experim entalprogresshasbeen m aderecently19,20,21,22,23

in connection to p-wave(‘= 1)cold Ferm igases,m aking

them idealcandidatesfortheobservation ofnoveltriplet

superuid phases.Thesephasesm ay bepresentnotonly

in atom ic,butalso in nuclear(pairing in nuclei),astro-

physics (neutron stars),and condensed m atter (organic

superconductors)system s.

The tuning ofp-wave interactions in ultracold Ferm i

gases was initially explored via p-wave Feshbach reso-

nances in trap geom etries for 40K in Ref.19,20 and 6Li

in Ref.21,22. Finding and sweeping through these res-

onances is di�cult since they are m uch narrower than

the s-wave case, because atom s interacting via higher

angular m om entum channels have to tunnelthrough a

centrifugalbarrierto couple to the bound state20. Fur-

therm ore,while losses due to two body dipolar21,24 or

three-body19,20 processes challenged earlier p-wave ex-

perim ents,these losses were stillpresent but were less

dram aticin thevery recentopticallatticeexperim entin-

volving 40K and p-waveFeshbach resonances23.

Furtherm ore, due to the m agnetic dipole-dipole in-

teraction between valence electrons ofalkaliatom s,the

nonzero angularm om entum Feshbach resonancescorre-

sponding to projections ofangular m om entum ‘ [m ‘ =

� ‘;� (‘� 1);:::;0] are nondegenerate (separated from

each other) with total num ber of ‘ + 1 resonances20.

Therefore,in principle, these resonances can be tuned

and studied independently if the separation between

them is larger than the experim entalresolution. Since

the ground state is highly dependent on the separation

and detuning ofthese resonances,it is possible that p-

wave superuid phasescan be studied from the BCS to

the BEC regim e. Forsu�ciently large splittings,ithas

been proposed25,26 that pairing occurs only in m ‘ = 0

and doesnotoccurin the m ‘ = � 1 states.However,for

sm allsplittings,pairing occursvia a linearcom bination

ofthe m ‘ = 0 and m ‘ = � 1 states. Thus,the m‘ = 0

orm ‘ = � 1 resonancesm ay be tuned and studied inde-

pendently ifthe splitting islarge enough in com parison

to the experim entalresolution.

The BCS to BEC evolution ofd-wave (‘ = 2) super-

uidity was discussed previously in the literature using

continuum 27,28,29 and lattice30,31 descriptionsin connec-

tion to high-Tc superconductivity.M orerecently,p-wave

superuidity was analyzed at T = 0 for two hyper�ne

state (THS) system s in 3D 32, and for single hyper�ne

state (SHS) system s in two dim ensions (2D)33,34,35,us-

ing ferm ion-only m odels. Furtherm ore, ferm ion-boson

m odels were proposed to describe p-wave superuidity

atzero25,26 and �nite tem perature36 in 3D.

In thism anuscript,we presenta generalization ofthe

zeroand �nitetem peratureanalysisofboth THS pseudo-
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spin singletand SHS pseudo-spin triplet37 superuidity

in 3D within a ferm ion-only description. O ur m ain re-

sultsareasfollows.

Through an analysisofthe low energy scattering am -

plitude within a T-m atrix approach,we�nd thatbound

statesoccuronly when the scattering param etera‘ > 0

forany ‘. The energy ofthe bound statesE b;‘ involves

only the scattering length a0 for ‘ = 0. However,an-

otherparam eterr‘ related to the interaction range1=k0
isnecessary to characterizeE b;‘ for‘6= 0.Therefore,all

superuid propertiesfor‘6= 0depend strongly on k0 and

a‘,while for‘= 0 they depend strongly only on a0 but

weakly on k0.

At zero tem perature (T = 0),we study the possibil-

ity ofa topologicalquantum phase transition in ‘ 6= 0

atom ic Ferm igases during the evolution from BCS to

BEC regim e25,27,28,33,34,35,37,38. W e show that there is

a fundam entaldi�erence between the ‘ = 0 and ‘ 6= 0

cases. In the s-wave (‘ = 0) case, there is no phase

transition asthem agnetic�eld istuned through theFes-

hbach resonance from the BCS to the BEC lim it. That

is,the zero tem perature therm odynam ic properties are

analytic functions ofthe scattering length a0 when the

Feshbach resonance is crossed. In this case,the super-

uid ground state does not change in any fundam ental

wayasa0 isvaried.Thishasbeen noted in thecondensed

m atter literature long ago10,11,12,13 and it is referred to

astheBCS-BEC crossoverproblem .However,for‘6= 0,

weshow thatthereisa phasetransition asthem agnetic

�eld issweptthrough the‘6= 0Feshbach resonance.The

phase transition does not occur when two body bound

statesare �rstform ed,butoccurswhen the m any body

chem icalpotentialcrossesa criticalvalue.

Toshow thatsuchazerotem perature(quantum )phase

transition occursin ‘6= 0,wecalculatetheorderparam -

eter, chem ical potential, quasiparticle excitation spec-

trum , m om entum distribution, atom ic com pressibility,

low energycollectiveexcitationsand averageCooperpair

size as a function of a‘, and show that they are non-

analyticatT = 0 when thechem icalpotential�‘ crosses

acriticalvalue.Thesym m etryoftheorderparam eterre-

m ains unchanged through the transition,asthe ground

state wavefunction experiences a m ajor rearrangem ent

ofitsanalyticstructure.In addition,the elem entary ex-

citations ofthe superuid also change from gapless in

the BCS side to fully gapped in the BEC side leading

to qualitatively di�erent therm odynam ic properties in

both sides.Thus,weconcludethatthereisa potentially

observable BCS-BEC phase transition in ‘ 6= 0 atom ic

Ferm igases in contrast to the BCS-BEC crossover al-

ready found in s-wave(‘= 0)gases.

At �nite tem peratures,we develop a gaussian uctu-

ation theory nearthe criticaltem perature (T � Tc;‘)to

analyze the num ber ofunbound,scattering and bound

ferm ionsaswellasthechem icalpotential.W eshow that

while the saddle point num ber equation is su�cient in

weak coupling whereallferm ionsareunbound,the uc-

tuation contributionshavetobetaken intoaccountin or-

dertorecovertheBEC physicsin strongcouplingswhere

allferm ionsarebound.

W e also derive the tim e-dependent G inzburg-Landau

(TDG L)functionalnearTc;‘ and extractthe G inzburg-

Landau (G L)coherencelength and tim e.W erecoverthe

usualTDG L equation forBCS superuidsin weak cou-

pling,whereasin strong coupling we recoverthe G ross-

Pitaevskii(G P)equation fora weakly interacting dilute

Bose gas. The TDG L equation exhibits anisotropic co-

herencelengthsfor‘6= 0 which becom eisotropiconly in

theBEC lim it,in sharp contrastto the‘= 0 case,where

the coherence length is isotropic for allcouplings. Fur-

therm ore,for any ‘,the G L tim e is a com plex num ber

with a largerim aginary com ponentfor�‘ > 0 reecting

thedecayofCooperpairsintothetwo-particlecontinuum

with shortlifetim es.However,theim aginary com ponent

vanishesfor�‘ � 0 and Cooperpairsbecom establewith

long lifetim esaboveTc;‘.

Therestofthepaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.II,

weanalyzetheinteraction potentialin both realand m o-

m entum space fornonzero orbitalm om entum channels.

W e introduce the im aginary-tim e functionalintegration

form alism in Sec.III,and obtain theself-consistency (or-

derparam eterand num ber)equations.Therewealsodis-

cussthelow energy scatteringam plitudeofa�niterange

interaction forallpossible angularm om entum channels,

and relatetheself-consistencyequationstoscatteringpa-

ram eters.In Sec.IV,wediscusstheevolution from BCS

toBEC superuidity atzerotem perature.Thereweana-

lyzetheorderparam eter,chem icalpotential,quasiparti-

cleexcitation spectrum ,m om entum distribution,atom ic

com pressibility and ground stateenergy asa function of

scattering param eters.W e also discussgaussian uctua-

tions and low energy collective excitations atzero tem -

peraturein Sec.V.In SecVI,wepresenttheevolution of

superuidity from theBCS to theBEC regim esnearthe

criticaltem perature. There we discuss the im portance

ofgaussian uctuations,and analyze the num berofun-

bound,scattering and bound ferm ions,criticaltem per-

ature and chem icalpotentialasa function ofscattering

param eters. In Sec.VII,we derive TDG L equation and

extracttheG L coherencelength and tim e.There,were-

coverthe G L equation in the BCS and the G P equation

in theBEC lim it.A shortsum m ary ofourconclusionsis

given in Sec.VIII.Finally,wepresentin AppendicesX A

and X B the coe�cients for the low frequency and long

wavelengthexpansion oftheaction atzeroand �nitetem -

peratures,respectively.

II. G EN ER A LIZED H A M ILT O N IA N

TheHam iltonian fora dilute Ferm igasisgiven by

H =
X

k;s1

�(k)a
y

k;s1
ak;s1 +

1

2V

X

k;k0;q

X

s1;s2;s3;s4

V s3;s4
s1;s2

(k;k0)

bys1;s2(k;q)bs3;s4(k
0;q); (1)
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where sn labels the pseudo-spins corresponding to

trapped hyper�ne states and V is the volum e. These

statesarerepresented by thecreation operatora
y

k;s1
,and

bys1;s2(k;q)= a
y

k+ q=2;s1
a
y

� k+ q=2;s2
.Here,�(k)= �(k)� �

where�(k)= k2=(2M )istheenergyand � isthechem ical

potentialofferm ions.

The interaction term can be written in a separable

form V s3;s4
s1;s2

(k;k0) = �s3;s4s1;s2
V (k;k0);where �s3;s4s1;s2

is the

spin and V (k;k0) is the spatialpart, respectively. In

the case ofTHS case,where sn � (";#),both pseudo-

spin singletand pseudo-spin tripletpairingsareallowed.

However,weconcentrateon thepseudo-spin singletTHS

statewith �s3;s4s1;s2
= �s3;s4s1;s2

�s1;� s2�s2;s3�s3;� s4:In addition,

we discuss the SHS case (sn � "),where only pseudo-

spin tripletpairingisallowed,and theinteraction isgiven

by �s3;s4s1;s2
= �s3;s4s1;s2

�s1;s2�s3;s4�s4;":In thism anuscript,we

analyze THS singletand SHS tripletcasesforallallow-

able angular m om entum channels. THS triplet pairing

ism ore involved due to the m ore com plex nature ofthe

vectororderparam eters,and therefore,wepostponethis

discussion fora future m anuscript.

The two ferm ion interaction can be expanded as

V (k;k
0
)=

Z

d
3
rV (r)e

i(k� k
0
)� r
; (2)

and should havethenecessary sym m etry underthePar-

ity operation, where the transform ation k ! � k or

k0 ! � k0 leads to V (k;k0) for singlet,and � V (k;k0)

fortripletpairing.Furtherm ore,V (k;k0)isinvariantun-

derthetransform ation (k;k0)! (� k;� k0),and V (k;k0)

reectsthe Pauliexclusion principle.

In orderto obtain an approxim ate expression for the

atom ic interaction potential,we use the Fourier expan-

sion ofa planewavein 3D

eik� r= 4�
X

‘;m ‘

i‘j‘(kr)Y
�
‘;m ‘

(br)Y‘;m ‘
(bk); (3)

where j‘(kr) is the sphericalBesselfunction oforder ‘

and Y‘;m ‘
(bk) is the sphericalharm onic oforder(‘;m ‘),

in Eq.2toevaluatethem atrixelem entsoftheinteraction

potentialin k-space

V (k;k
0
)= 4�

X

‘;m ‘

V‘(k;k
0
)Y‘;m ‘

(bk)Y
�
‘;m ‘

(bk0): (4)

Here,
P

‘;m ‘
=

P 1

‘= 0

P ‘

m ‘= � ‘
,and bk denotes the an-

gular dependence (�k;�k). The (k;k0) dependent coef-

�cients V‘(k;k
0) are related to the realspace potential

V (r)through the relation

V‘(k;k
0
)= 4�

Z 1

0

drr2j‘(kr)j‘(k
0r)V (r): (5)

Theindex ‘labelsangularm om entum statesin 3D,with

‘= 0;1;2;:::corresponding to s;p;d;:::channels,respec-

tively.

In the long wavelength lim it (k ! 0),one can show

thatthe k dependence ofthispotentialbecom esexactly

separable. In fact,forkr � 1 and k0r � 1,the asym p-

toticexpression ofthesphericalBesselfunction forsm all

argum entscan be used,giving V‘(k;k
0)= C‘k

‘k0‘,with

the coe�cientC ‘ dependent on the particularchoice of

the realspace potential. In the opposite lim it, where

kr � 1 and k0r � 1,the potentialis notseparable. In

this case,V‘(k;k
0) m ixes di�erent k and k0,and shows

an oscillatory behavior(which isdependenton theexact

form ofV (r)) with a decaying envelope that is propor-

tionalto 1=(kk0).

Underthesecircum stances,wechoosetostudyam odel

potentialthat contains m ost of the features described

above.O nepossibility istoretain only oneofthe‘term s

in Eq.(4),by assum ing thatthe dom inantcontribution

to thescatteringprocessbetween ferm ionicatom soccurs

in the‘th angularm om entum channel.Thisassum ption

m ay be experim entally relevantsince atom -atom dipole

interactions split di�erent angular m om entum channels

such that they m ay be tuned independently. Using the

propertiesdiscussed above,wewrite

V‘(k;k
0
)= � �‘�‘(k)�‘(k

0
); (6)

where�‘ > 0istheinteraction strength,and thefunction

�‘(k)=
(k=k0)

‘

(1+ k2=k20)
‘+ 1

2

(7)

describes the m om entum dependence. Here,k0 � R
� 1
0

playsthe role ofthe interaction range in realspace and

setsthe scale atsm alland large m om enta. In addition,

thedilutenesscondition (n‘R
3
0 � 1)requires(k0=kF)

3 �

1,where n‘ isthe density ofatom sand kF isthe Ferm i

m om entum . This function reduces to �‘(k) � k‘ for

sm allk,and behavesas�‘(k)� 1=k forlarge k,which

guaranteesthe correctqualitative behaviorexpected for

V‘(k;k
0)according to the analysisabove.

III. FU N C T IO N A L IN T EG R A L FO R M A LISM

In this section,we describe in detailthe THS singlet

case for even angular m om entum states. A sim ilar ap-

proach forthe SHS tripletcase forodd angularm om en-

tum statescan be found in Ref.34,and therefore,we do

not repeat the sam e analysis here. However,we point

outthem ain di�erencesbetween thetwo caseswhenever

itisnecessary.

A . T H S Singlet E� ective A ction

In theim aginary-tim efunctionalintegration form alism

(�h = kB = 1,and � = 1=T),the partition function for

the THS singletcasecan be written as

Z‘ =

Z

D (ay;a)e� S‘ (8)
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with action

S‘ =

Z �

0

d�

2

4
X

k;s

a
y

k;s
(�)(@�)ak;s(�)+ H‘(�)

3

5 (9)

where the Ham iltonian for the ‘th angular m om entum

channelis

H ‘(�) =
X

k;s

�‘(k)a
y

k;s
(�)ak;s(�)

�
4��‘

V

X

q;m ‘

b
y

‘;m ‘
(q;�)b‘;m ‘

(q;�): (10)

Here, b‘;m ‘
(q;�) =

P

k
�‘(k)Y‘;m ‘

(bk)ak+ q=2;"ak� q=2;#
and �‘(k) = �(k)� �‘:W e �rst introduce the Nam bu

spinor y(p)= (a
y

p;"
;a� p;#),where p = (k;iwj)denotes

both m om entum and ferm ionic M atsubara frequency

wj = (2j+ 1)�=�,and useaHubbard-Stratonovichtrans-

form ation

e
�
P

q
�jb(q)j

2

=

Z

D [�y;�]

e

P

q

h
j� (q)j2

�
+ b

y
(q)�(q)+ �

y
(q)b(q)

i

(11)

to decouple ferm ionic and bosonic degrees offreedom .

Integration over the ferm ionic part [D ( y; )]leads to

the action

S
e�
‘ = �

X

q;m ‘

j�‘;m ‘
(q)j2

4�V� 1�‘

+
X

p;p0

h

��‘(k)�p;p0 � Trln(G‘=�)
� 1
i

; (12)

where q = (q;ivj), with bosonic M atsubara frequency

vj = 2�j=�.Here,

G
� 1

‘
= �

�
‘(q)�‘(

p+ p0

2
)�� + �‘(� q)�‘(

p+ p0

2
)�+

+ [iwj�0 � �‘(k)�3]�p;p0 (13)

is the inverse Nam bu propagator, �‘(q) =
P

m ‘
�‘;m ‘

(q)Y‘;m ‘
(
dk+ k0

2
) is the bosonic �eld, and

�� = (�1 � �2)=2 and �i isthe Paulispin m atrix. The

bosonic�eld

�‘;m ‘
(q)= � ‘;m ‘

�q;0 + �‘;m ‘
(q) (14)

has �-independent �‘;m ‘
and �-dependent �‘;m ‘

(q)

parts.

Perform ing an expansion in Se�‘ to quadratic orderin

�‘;m ‘
(q)leadsto

S
gauss

‘
= S

sp

‘
+
�

2

X

q;m ‘;m
0

‘

e�
y

‘;m ‘
(q)F

� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

(q)e�‘;m 0

‘
(q);

(15)

where the vector e�
y

‘;m ‘
(q) is such that e�

y

‘;m ‘
(q) =

[�
y

‘;m ‘
(q);�‘;m ‘

(� q)], and F
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

(q) are the m atrix

elem ents of the inverse uctuation propagator m atrix

F
� 1
‘
(q).Furtherm ore,S

sp

‘
isthesaddlepointactiongiven

by

S
sp

‘
= �

X

m ‘

j� ‘;m ‘
j2

4�V� 1�‘

+
X

p

h

��‘(k)� Trln(G
sp

‘
=�)

� 1
i

; (16)

and the saddlepointinverseNam bu propagatoris

(G
sp

‘
)
� 1

= iwj�0� �‘(k)�3 + �
�
‘(k)�� + � ‘(k)�+ ; (17)

with saddlepointorderparam eter

� ‘(k)= �‘(k)
X

m ‘

� ‘;m ‘
Y‘;m ‘

(bk): (18)

Noticethat,� ‘(k)m ay involveseveraldi�erentm ‘ fora

given angularm om entum channel‘.

The m atrix elem entsofthe inverseuctuation m atrix

F
� 1

‘
(q)aregiven by

(F
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)11 =
1

�

X

p

(G
sp

‘
)11(

q

2
+ k)(G

sp

‘
)11(

q

2
� k)

�
2
‘(p)Y‘;m ‘

(bk)Y �
‘;m 0

‘

(bk)�
�m ‘;m

0

‘
V

4��‘
;(19)

(F
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)12 =
1

�

X

p

(G
sp

‘
)12(

q

2
+ k)(G

sp

‘
)12(

q

2
� k)

�
2
‘(p)Y‘;m ‘

(bk)Y
�
‘;m 0

‘

(bk): (20)

Notice that while (F
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)12(q) = (F
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)21(q) are

even underthetransform ationsq ! � q and ivj ! � ivj;

(F
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)11(q)= (F
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)22(� q)are even only under

q ! � q,having no de�ned parity in ivj.

The G aussian action Eq.(15)leadsto the therm ody-

nam icpotential

gauss

‘
= 


sp

‘
+ 
uct

‘ ,where



sp

‘
=

X

m ‘

j� ‘;m ‘
j2

4�V� 1�‘
+
X

k

�
�‘(k)� E‘(k)

�
2

�
ln[1+ exp(� �E‘(k))]

	
; (21)



uct
‘ =

1

�

X

q

lndet[F
� 1

‘
(q)=(2�)] (22)

are the saddle point and uctuation contributions,re-

spectively.Here,

E ‘(k)=
�
�2‘(k)+ j� ‘(k)j

2
�1

2 ; (23)

isthe quasiparticle energy spectrum . Having com pleted

thepresentation ofthefunctionalintegralform alism ,we

discussnextthe self-consistency equationsforthe order

param eterand the chem icalpotential.
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B . Self-consistency Equations

The saddle pointcondition �S
sp

‘
=���

‘;m ‘
= 0 leads to

the orderparam eterequation

� ‘;m ‘

4��‘
=

1

V

X

k

� ‘(k)�‘(k)Y
�
‘;m ‘

(bk)

2E ‘(k)
tanh

�E‘(k)

2
; (24)

which can be expressed in term sofexperim entally rele-

vantparam etersvia the T-m atrix approach32.

Thelow energytwobodyscatteringam plitudebetween

a pairofferm ionsin the‘th angularm om entum channel

isgiven by39

f‘(k)= �
k2‘

1=a‘� r‘k
2 + ik2‘+ 1

; (25)

wherer‘ < 0and a‘ arethee�ectiverangeand scattering

param eter,respectively.Herer‘ hasdim ensionsofL
2‘� 1

and a‘ has dim ensions ofL
2‘+ 1,where L is the size of

the system . The energy ofthe two body bound state is

determ ined from the poles off‘(k ! i�‘),and is given

by E b;‘ = � �2‘=(2M ). Bound statesoccurwhen a0 > 0

for ‘ = 0,and a‘6= 0r‘6= 0 < 0 for ‘ 6= 0. Since r‘ < 0,

bound statesoccuronly when a‘ > 0 forall‘,in which

casethe binding energiesaregiven by

E b;0 = �
1

M a20
; (26)

E b;‘6= 0 =
1

M a‘r‘
: (27)

Notice that,only a single param eter(a0)issu�cientto

describethelow energytwobodyproblem for‘= 0,while

twoparam eters(a‘;r‘)arenecessarytodescribethesam e

problem for‘6= 0. The pointatwhich 1=(k
2‘+ 1
F

a‘)= 0

correspondsto the threshold forthe form ation ofa two

body bound state in vacuum .Beyond thisthreshold,a0
for ‘ = 0 and ja‘6= 0r‘6= 0jfor ‘ 6= 0 are the size ofthe

bound states.

Forany ‘,thetwobody scatteringam plitudeisrelated

to the T-m atrix via

f‘(k)= �
M

4�
T‘[k;k;2�(k)+ i0+ ]; (28)

wherethe T-m atrix isgiven by

T(k;k
0
;E )= V (k;k

0
)+

1

V

X

k00

V (k;k00)T(k00;k0;E )

E � 2�(k00)+ i0+
:

Using the spherical harm onics expansion for both

V (k;k0)and T(k;k0;E )leadsto two coupled equations,

1

�‘
= �

M

4�k2‘0 a‘
+

1

V

X

k

�2‘(k)

2�(k)
; (29)

r‘6= 0 = �
�k2‘0

M 2V

X

k

�2‘(k)

�2(k)
�
‘+ 1

k20a‘
; (30)

relating �‘ and k0 to a‘ and r‘. Except for notational

di�erences, notice that these relations are identicalto

previousresults32.Afterperform ing m om entum integra-

tionsweobtain

k
2‘+ 1
0 a‘ =

M k0�‘
p
�

M k0�‘e�‘ � 4�
p
�
; (31)

�
1

a‘6= 0r‘6= 0
=

2k20
p
�

k
2‘+ 1
0 a‘�‘ + 2(‘+ 1)

p
�
; (32)

where e�‘ = �(‘+ 1=2)=�(‘+ 1)and � ‘ = �(‘� 1=2)=�(‘+

1): Here �(x) is the G am m a function. Notice that,

k
2‘+ 1
0 a‘ diverges and changes sign when M k0�‘e�‘ =

4�
p
�,which correspondsto thecriticalcouplingforFes-

hbach resonances(the unitarity lim it).
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1/(kF a0)
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-2  0  2
1/(kF a0)

FIG .1: Plot oforiginalinteraction strength M k0�0 versus

scatteringparam eter1=(k0a0).TheinsetshowsM k0�0 versus

1=(kF a0)fork0 � 200kF .
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1/(kF
3 a1)

 25.132
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FIG .2: Plot oforiginalinteraction strength M k0�1 versus

scatteringparam eter1=(k30a1).TheinsetshowsM k0�1 versus

1=(k
3
F a1)fork0 � 200kF .

In addition,the scattering param eterhasa m axim um

value in the zero (�‘ ! 0)and a m inim um value in the
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in�nite (�‘ ! 1 )coupling lim itsgiven respectively by

k
2‘+ 1
0 am ax

‘6= 0 = �
2(‘+ 1)

p
�

�‘
;(a‘ < 0); (33)

k
2‘+ 1
0 am in

‘ =

p
�

e�‘
;(a‘ > 0): (34)

The �rstcondition Eq.(33)(when �‘ ! 0)followsfrom

Eq.(32)wherer‘6= 0 < 0hastobesatis�ed forallpossible

a‘6= 0. However,there is no condition on r0 for ‘ = 0,

and k0a
m ax
0 = 0 in the BCS lim it.The second condition

Eq.(34) (when �‘ ! 1 ) follows from Eq.(31),which

is valid for allpossible ‘. The m inim um a‘ for a �nite

range interaction is associated with the Pauliprinciple,

which preventstwoidenticalferm ionstooccupythesam e

state. Thus,while the scattering param etercan notbe

arbitrarily sm allfor a �nite range potential,it m ay go

to zero ask0 ! 1 . Furtherm ore,the binding energy is

given by

E b;‘6= 0 = �
2
p
�

M k
2‘� 1
0 a‘�‘

; (35)

when k
2‘+ 1
0 a‘�‘ � 2(‘+ 1)

p
�.

In Fig. 1, we plot the original interaction strength

M k0�0 versus the scattering param eter k0a0 for the s-

wave (‘ = 0) channel. Notice that,k0ja0j! 0 in the

BCS and k0a0 ! 1 in the BEC lim it. A divergence in

k0a0 correspondsto a s-waveFeshbach resonanceoccur-

ring atM k0�0 = 4�.

In Fig. 2, we plot the original interaction strength

M k0�1 versus the scattering param eter k30a1 for the p-

wave(‘= 1)channel.Noticethat,k30ja1j! 4in theBCS

and k30a1 ! 2 in the BEC lim it. A divergence in k30a1
correspondsto ap-waveFeshbach resonanceoccurringat

M k0�1 = 8�.

Thus,the order param eter equation in term s ofthe

scattering param eterisrewritten as

M V� ‘;m ‘

16�2k2‘0 a‘
=

X

k;m 0

‘

�
1

2�(k)
�
tanh[�E‘(k)=2]

2E ‘(k)

�

� ‘;m 0

‘
�
2
‘(k)Y

�
‘;m ‘

(bk)Y‘;m 0

‘
(bk): (36)

Thisequation isvalid forboth THS pseudo-spin singlet

and SHS pseudo-spin triplet states. However,there is

oneim portantdi�erencebetween pseudo-spin singletand

pseudo-spin tripletstates.Forpseudo-spin singletstates,

the orderparam eterisa scalarfunction ofk,while itis

a vectorfunction forpseudo-spin tripletstatesdiscussed

next.

In general,the tripletorderparam etercan be written

in the standard form 40

O ‘(k)=

�
� dx‘(k)+ id

y

‘
(k) dz‘(k)

dz‘(k) dx‘(k)+ id
y

‘
(k)

�

; (37)

where the vector d‘(k) = [dx‘(k);d
y

‘
(k);dz‘(k)] is an

odd function ofk. Thefore,allup-up,down-down and

up-down com ponents m ay exist for a THS pseudo-spin

triplet interaction. However, in the SHS pseudo-spin

triplet case only the up-up or down-down com ponent

m ay exist leading to � ‘(k) / (O ‘)s1s1(k). Thus, for

the up-up case dz‘(k) = 0 and dx‘(k) = � id
y

‘
(k),lead-

ing to d‘(k) = dx‘(k)(1;i;0),which breaks tim e rever-

salsym m etry, as expected from a fully spin polarized

state. The corresponding down-down state hasd‘(k)=

dx‘(k)(1;� i;0). Furtherm ore,the sim pli�ed form ofthe

SHS triplet order param eter allows a treatm ent sim ilar

to thatofTHS singletstates. However,it is im portant

to m ention thattheTHS tripletcasecan beinvestigated

using our approach,but the treatm ent is m ore com pli-

cated.

The order param eter equation has to be solved self-

consistently with the num berequation N ‘ = � @
‘=@�‘
where 
‘ is the fulltherm odynam ic potential. In the

approxim ationsused,

N ‘ � N
gauss

‘
= N

sp

‘
+ N

uct
‘ (38)

hastwo contributions.The saddle pointcontribution to

the num berequation is

N
sp

‘
=
X

k;s

n‘(k); (39)

wheren‘(k)isthe m om entum distribution given by

n‘(k)=
1

2

�

1�
�‘(k)

E ‘(k)
tanh

�E‘(k)

2

�

: (40)

For the SHS triplet case,the sum m ation over s is not

presentin N
sp

‘
.Theuctuation contribution tothenum -

berequation is

N
uct
‘ = �

1

�

X

q

@[detF
� 1
‘
(q)]=@�‘

detF
� 1
‘
(q)

; (41)

whereF
� 1

‘
(q)istheinverseuctuation m atrix de�ned in

Eq.(19)and (20).

In the rest ofthe paper,we analyze analytically the

superuid propertiesatzero tem perature(ground state)

and nearthe criticaltem peraturesforTHS singlet(only

even ‘)and SHS triplet(only odd ‘)cases.In addition,

we analyze num erically the s-wave (‘ = 0) channelof

THS singlet and p-wave (‘ = 1) channelofSHS triplet

cases,which are currently ofintense theoreticaland ex-

perim entalinterestin ultracold Ferm iatom s.

IV . B C S T O B EC EV O LU T IO N A T T = 0

At low tem peratures,the saddle point self-consistent

(order param eter and num ber) equations are su�cient

to describeground statepropertiesin theweak coupling

BCS and strong coupling BEC lim its10. However,uc-

tuation correctionsto the num berequation m ay be im -

portantin the interm ediateregim e41.
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G round state properties (T = 0) are investigated by

solving saddle point self-consistency (order param eter

and num ber) equations to obtain � ‘;m ‘
and �‘,which

arediscussed next.

A . O rder Param eter and C hem icalPotential

W e discuss in this section � ‘;m ‘
and �‘. In weak

coupling,we �rstintroduce a shellaboutthe Ferm ien-

ergy j�‘(k)j� wD such that �F � wD � � ‘(kF),in-

side ofwhich one m ay ignore the 3D density ofstates

factor (
p
�=�F) and outside of which one m ay ignore

� ‘(k). W hile in su�ciently strong coupling, we use

�‘(k)� j� ‘(k)jto derive the analytic resultsdiscussed

below.Itisim portanttonoticethat,in strictly weakand

strong coupling,the self-consistency equations Eq.(39)

and (36)aredecoupled,and play reversed roles.In weak

(strong) coupling the order param eter equation deter-

m ines � ‘;m ‘
(�‘) and the num ber equation determ ines

�‘ (� ‘;m ‘
).

In weak coupling,the num berequation Eq.(39)leads

to

�‘ = �F (42)

for any ‘ where �F = k2F=(2M )is the Ferm ienergy. In

strong coupling,the order param eterequation Eq.(36)

leadsto

�0 = �
1

2M a20
; (43)

�‘6= 0 = �

p
�

M k
2‘� 1
0 a‘�‘

; (44)

where�‘ = �(‘� 1=2)=�(‘+ 1)and �(x)isthe G am m a

function. This calculation requires that a0k0 > 1 for

‘ = 0 and that k
2‘+ 1
0 a‘�‘ > (‘+ 1)

p
� for ‘ 6= 0 for

the order param eter equation to have a solution with

�‘ < 0 in the strong coupling lim it. In the BEC lim it

�0 = � k20=[2M (k0a0 � 1)2]for‘= 0. Notice that,�0 =

� 1=(2M a20) when k0a0 � 1 [or j�0j� �0 = k20=(2M )],

and thus, we recover the contact potential(k0 ! 1 )

result. In the sam e spirit,to obtain the expressions in

Eq.(43) and (44),we assum ed j�‘j� �0. Notice that,

�‘ = E b;‘=2 in thislim itforany ‘.

O n theotherhand,thesolution oftheorderparam eter

equation in the weak coupling lim itis

j� 0;0j = 16
p
��F exp

�

2+
�

2

kF

k0
�

�

2kFja0j

�

;(45)

j� ‘6= 0;m ‘
j �

�
k0

kF

� ‘

�F

exp

"

t‘

�
k0

kF

� 2‘� 1

�
�

2k
2‘+ 1
F

ja‘j

#

; (46)

where t1 = �=4 and t‘> 1 = �2‘+ 1(2‘� 3)!!=‘!. These

expressions are valid only when the exponentialterm s

are sm all. The solution ofthe num ber equation in the

strong coupling lim itis

j� 0;0j = 8�F

�
�0

9�F

� 1

4

; (47)

X

m ‘

j� ‘6= 0;m ‘
j2 =

64
p
�

3�‘
�F(�F�0)

1

2 (48)

to order�‘=�0,where we assum ed that�‘(k)� j� ‘(k)j

forsu�ciently strong couplingswith j� ‘j� �0.
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FIG .3: Plot of reduced order param eter � r = j� 0;0j=�F

versusinteraction strength 1=(kF a0)fork0 � 200kF .
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FIG .4: Plotofreduced chem icalpotential�r = �0=�F (inset)

versusinteraction strength 1=(kF a0)fork0 � 200kF .

Next,we presentnum ericalresults for two particular

states.First,weanalyzetheTHS s-wave(‘= 0;m ‘ = 0)

case,where � 0(k) = � 0;0�0(k)Y0;0(bk) with Y0;0(bk) =

1=
p
4�:Second,wediscusstheSHS p-wave(‘= 1;m ‘ =

0)case,where� 1(k)= � 1;0�1(k)Y1;0(bk)with Y1;0(bk)=p
3=(4�)cos(�k):In allnum ericalcalculations,wechoose

k0 � 200kF to com pares-waveand p-wavecases.



8

In Figs.3 and 4, we show j� 0;0jand �0 at T = 0

for the s-wave case. Notice that the BCS to BEC evo-

lution range in 1=(kFa0) is of order 1. Furtherm ore,

j� 0;0j grows continuously without saturation with in-

creasing coupling,while �0 changes from �F to E b;0=2

continuouslyand decreasesas� 1=(2M a20)forstrongcou-

plings. Thus,the evolution ofj� 0;0jand �0 as a func-

tion of 1=(kFa0) is sm ooth. For com pleteness, it is

also possible to obtain analyticalvalues ofa0 and � 0;0

when the chem icalpotentialvanishes. W hen �0 = 0,

we obtain for j� 0;0j= 8�F[�
2
p
�=�4(1=4)]1=3 � 3:73�F

at1=(kFa0)= (2�3
p
��F=j� 0;0j)

1=2=[2�2(3=4)]� 0:554;

which also agreeswith the num ericalresults. Here �(x)

isthe G am m a function.
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FIG .5: Plots ofreduced order param eter � r = j� 1;0j=�F

versusinteraction strength 1=(k
3
F a1)fork0 � 200kF .
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FIG .6: Plots of reduced chem ical potential�r = �1=�F

(inset)versusinteraction strength 1=(k
3
F a1)fork0 � 200kF .

In Figs.5 and 6,we show j� 1;0jand �1 atT = 0 for

the p-wavecase.Notice thatthe BCS to BEC evolution

rangein 1=(k3Fa1)isoforderk0=kF.Furtherm ore,j� 1;0j

grows with increasing coupling but saturates for large

1=(k3Fa1),while �1 changes from �F to E b;1=2 continu-

ously and decreasesas� 1=(M k0a1)forstrongcouplings.

Forcom pleteness,wepresentthe lim iting expressions

j� 1;0j = 24
k0

kF
�F exp

�

�
8

3
+
�k0

4kF
�

�

2k3
F
ja1j

�

;(49)

j� 1;0j = 8�F

�
�0

9�F

� 1

4

; (50)

in the weak and strong coupling lim its,respectively.

The evolution ofj� 1;0jand �1 are qualitatively sim i-

larto recentT = 0 resultsforTHS ferm ion32 and SHS

ferm ion-boson26 m odels.Dueto theangulardependence

of� 1(k),the quasiparticleexcitation spectrum E 1(k)is

gaplessfor�1 > 0,and fully gapped for�1 < 0.Further-

m ore,both � 1;0 and �1 arenonanalyticexactly when �1
crosses the bottom ofthe ferm ion energy band �1 = 0

at1=(k3Fa1)� 0:48. The nonanalyticity does not occur

in the �rst derivative of� 1;0 or �1 as it is the case in

2D 35,but occurs in the second and higher derivatives.

Thus,in the p-wave case,the BCS to BEC evolution is

nota crossover,buta quantum phase transition occurs,

as can be seen in the quasiparticle excitation spectrum

to be discussed next.

B . Q uasiparticle Excitations

The quasiparticle excitation spectrum E ‘(k) =

[�2‘(k)+ j� ‘(k)j
2]1=2 isgaplessatk-space regionswhere

the conditions � ‘(k) = 0 and �(k) = �‘ are both sat-

is�ed. Notice thatthe second condition isonly satis�ed

in the BCS side �‘ � 0,and therefore,the excitation

spectrum isalwaysgapped in the BEC side(�‘ < 0).

For‘= 0,the orderparam eterisisotropic in k-space

without zeros (nodes) since it does not have any angu-

lar dependence. Therefore,the quasiparticle excitation

spectrum isfully gapped in both BCS (�0 > 0)and BEC

(�0 < 0)sides,since

m infE 0(k)g = j� 0(k�0
)j; (�0 > 0); (51)

m infE 0(k)g =

q

j� 0(0)j
2 + �20; (�0 < 0): (52)

Here,k�‘
=
p
2M �‘. Thisim pliesthatthe evolution of

thequasiparticleexcitation spectrum from weakcoupling

BCS tostrongcouplingBEC regim eissm ooth when �0 =

0 for‘= 0 pairing.

In Fig.7,we show E 0(kx = 0;ky;kz) for an s-wave

(‘ = 0;m ‘ = 0) superuid when a) �0 > 0 (BCS side)

for 1=(kFa0) = � 1, b) �0 = 0 (interm ediate regim e)

for 1=(kFa0) � 0:55, and c) �0 < 0 (BEC side) for

1=(kFa0) = 1. Notice that the quasiparticle excitation

spectrum isgapped forallthreecases.However,thesit-

uation for‘6= 0 isvery di�erentasdiscussed next.

For‘6= 0,theorderparam eterisanisotropicin k-space

with zeros (nodes) since it has an angular dependence.

Therefore,whilethequasiparticleexcitation spectrum is
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FIG . 7: (Color online) Plots of quasiparticle excitation

spectrum E 0(kx = 0;ky;kz) when a) �0 > 0 (BCS side)

for 1=(kF a0) = � 1, b) �0 = 0 (interm ediate regim e) for

1=(kF a0)� 0:55,and c)�0 < 0 (BEC side)for1=(kFa0)= 1

versusm om entum ky=kF and kz=kF .

gaplessin the BCS (�‘6= 0 > 0)side,itisfully gapped in

the BEC (�‘6= 0 < 0)side,since

m infE ‘6= 0(k)g = 0;(�‘ > 0); (53)

m infE ‘6= 0(k)g = j�‘j;(�‘ < 0): (54)

This im plies that the evolution ofquasiparticle excita-

tion spectrum from weak coupling BCS to strong cou-

pling BEC regim e is notsm ooth for‘ 6= 0 pairing hav-

ing a nonanalytic behavior when �‘6= 0 = 0. This sig-

nalsa quantum phasetransition from a gaplessto a fully

gapped stateexactly when �‘6= 0 dropsbelow thebottom

ofthe energy band �‘6= 0 = 0.

In Fig.8, we show E 1(kx = 0;ky;kz) for a p-wave

(‘ = 1;m ‘ = 0) superuid when a) �1 > 0 (BCS side)

for 1=(k3Fa1) = � 1, b) �1 = 0 (interm ediate regim e)

for 1=(k3Fa1) � 0:48, and c) �1 < 0 (BEC side) for

1=(k3Fa1)= 1. The quasiparticle excitation spectrum is

gapless when � 1(k) / kz=kF = 0 and k2x + k2y + k2z =

2M �1 are both satis�ed in certain regions of k-space.

Forkx = 0,these conditionsare m etonly when kz = 0

and ky = �
p
2M �1 for a given �1. Notice that,these

pointscom e closerasthe interaction (�1)increases(de-

creases),and when �1 = 0 they becom e degenerate at

k = 0.For�1 < 0,the second condition can notbe sat-

is�ed,and thus,a gap opensin the excitation spectrum

ofquasiparticlesasshown in Fig.8c.

Thespectrum ofquasiparticlesplaysan im portantrole

in the therm odynam ic properties ofthe evolution from

BCS to BEC regim e at low tem peratures. For ‘ = 0,

therm odynam ic quantities depend exponentially on T

throughoutthe evolution.Thus,a sm ooth crossoveroc-

curs at �0 = 0. However,for ‘ 6= 0, therm odynam ic

quantititesdepend exponentially on T only in the BEC

side,while they have a power law dependence on T in

the BCS side. Thus,a non-analytic evolution occursat

�‘6= 0 = 0. Thiscan be seen bestin the m om entum dis-

tribution which isdiscussed next.

C . M om entum D istribution

In thissection,weanalyzethem om entum distribution

n‘(k) = [1� �‘(k)=E ‘(k)]=2 in the BCS (�‘ > 0) and

BEC sides(�‘ < 0),which reectthe gaplessto gapped

phase transition for nonzero angular m om entum super-

uids.

In Fig.9,we show n0(kx = 0;ky;kz) for an s-wave

(‘ = 0;m ‘ = 0) superuid when a) �0 > 0 (BCS

side) for 1=(kFa0) = � 1, b) �0 = 0 (interm ediate

regim e) for 1=(kFa0) � 0:55, and c) �0 < 0 (BEC

side)for1=(kFa0)= 1. Asthe interaction increasesthe

Ferm isea with locus�0(k)= 0 issuppressed,and pairs

ofatom s with opposite m om enta becom e m ore tightly

bound. As a result, n0(k) broadens in the BEC side

since ferm ionswith largerm om entum participate in the

form ation ofbound states.Noticethat,theevolution isa

crossoverwithoutany qualitative change. Furtherm ore,

n0(kx;ky = 0;kz)and n0(kx;ky;kz = 0)can be trivially

obtained from n0(kx = 0;ky;kz),since n0(kx;ky;kz) is

sym m etricin kx;ky and kz.

In Fig.10,we show n1(kx = 0;ky;kz) for a p-wave

(‘ = 1;m ‘ = 0) superuid when a) �1 > 0 (BCS side)

for 1=(k3Fa1) = � 1, b) �1 = 0 (interm ediate regim e)
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FIG . 8: (Color online) Plots of quasiparticle excitation

spectrum E 1(kx = 0;ky;kz) in a) �1 > 0 (BCS side)

for 1=(k3F a1) = � 1, b) �1 = 0 (interm ediate regim e) for

1=(k3F a1)� 0:48,and c)�1 < 0 (BEC side)for1=(k3Fa1)= 1

versusm om entum ky=kF and kz=kF .

for 1=(k3Fa1) � 0:48, and c) �1 < 0 (BEC side) for

1=(k3Fa1) = 1. Notice that n1(kx = 0;ky;kz) is largest

in the BCS side when kz=kF = 0,but itvanishes along

kz=kF = 0 for any ky=kF in the BEC side. As the in-

teraction increases the Ferm isea with locus �1(k) = 0
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FIG . 9: (Color online) Contour plots of m om entum dis-

tribution n0(kx = 0;ky;kz) when a) �0 > 0 (BCS side)

for 1=(kF a0) = � 1, b) �0 = 0 (interm ediate regim e) for

1=(kF a0)� 0:55,and c)�0 < 0 (BEC side)for1=(kF a0)= 1

versusm om entum ky=kF and kz=kF .

is suppressed, and pairs of atom s with opposite m o-

m enta becom e m ore tightly bound. As a result, the

large m om entum distribution in the vicinity ofk = 0

splits into two peaks around �nite k reecting the p-

wave sym m etry ofthese tightly bound states. Further-
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FIG . 10: (Color online) Contour plots of m om entum

distribution n1(kx = 0;ky;kz) in a) �1 > 0 (BCS side)

for 1=(k3F a1) = � 1, b) �1 = 0 (interm ediate regim e) for

1=(k3F a1)� 0:48,and c)�1 < 0 (BEC side)for1=(k3Fa1)= 1

versusm om entum ky=kF and kz=kF .

m ore, n1(kx;ky;kz = 0) = [1 � sgn(�1(k))]=2 for any

�1, and n1(kx;ky = 0;kz) is trivially obtained from

n1(kx = 0;ky;kz), since n1(k) is sym m etric in kx;ky.

Here,sgn isthe Sign function.

Thus,n1(k)forthep-wavecasehasam ajorrearrange-

m entin k-spacewith increasinginteraction,in sharp con-

trast to s-wave. This qualitative di�erence between p-

wave and s-wave sym m etries around k = 0 explicitly

showsa directm easurableconsequenceofthe gaplessto

gapped quantum phase transition when �1 = 0,since

n1(k)dependsexplicitlyon E 1(k).Thesequantum phase

transitions are present in allnonzero angular m om en-

tum states,and can befurthercharacterized through the

atom iccom pressibility asdiscussed in the nextsection.

D . A tom ic C om pressibility

At �nite tem peratures, the isotherm al atom ic com -

pressibility is de�ned by �T‘ (T) = � (@V=@P )T;N ‘
=V

where V isthe volum e and P isthe pressure ofthe gas.

Thiscan be rewritten as

�T‘ (T)= �
1

N 2
‘

�
@2
‘

@�2
‘

�

T;V

=
1

N 2
‘

�
@N ‘

@�‘

�

T;V

; (55)

where the partialderivative @N ‘=@�‘ atT � 0 is given

by

@N ‘

@�‘
�
@N

sp

‘

@�‘
=
X

k;s

j� ‘(k)j
2

2E 3
‘
(k)

: (56)

The expression above leadsto �T0 (0)= 2N (�F)=N
2
0 in

weak coupling BCS and �T0 (0)= 2N (�F)�F=(3j�0jN
2
0)in

strong coupling BEC lim it for ‘ = 0, where N (�F) =

M VkF=(2�
2) is the density of states per spin at the

Ferm i energy. Notice that �T0 (0) decreases as a20 in

strong coupling since j�0j = 1=(2M a20). However, we

only present the strong coupling results for higher an-

gularm om entum statessincethey exhibitan interesting

dependence on a‘ and k0. In the case ofTHS pseudo-

spin singlet,we obtain �T‘> 1(0)= 4N (�F)�F ��‘=(�0�‘N
2
‘)

for ‘ > 1, while in the case of SHS states we ob-

tain �T1 (0) = N (�F)�F=(
p
�0j�1jN

2
‘) for ‘ = 1 and

�T‘> 1(0) = 2N (�F)�F ��‘=(�0�‘N
2
‘) for ‘ > 1. Here �‘ =

�(‘� 1=2)=�(‘+ 1)and ��‘ = �(‘� 3=2)=�(‘+ 1);where

�(x)istheG am m afunction.Noticethat�T
1 (0)decreases

as
p
a1 for‘= 1 since j�1j= 1(M k0a1)and �

T
‘> 1(0)isa

constantfor‘> 1 in strong coupling.

In Fig.11,weshow theevolution of�T0 (0)fora s-wave

(‘ = 0;m ‘ = 0) superuid from the BCS to the BEC

regim e.�T0 (0)decreasescontinuously,and thusthe evo-

lution isa crossover(sm ooth)ascan beseen in theinset

where the num ericalderivative of�T0 (0)with respectto

1=(kFa0)isshown fd�T0 (0)=d[(kFa0)
� 1]g. Thisdecrease

isassociated with theincreaseofthegap oftheexcitation

spectrum asa function of1=(kFa0). In thisapproxim a-

tion,thegasisincom pressible[�T0 (0)! 0]in theextrem e

BEC lim it.

In Fig.12,weshow theevolution of�T1 (0)forap-wave

(‘ = 1;m ‘ = 0) superuid from the BCS to the BEC

regim e.Notice that,there isa change in qualitative be-

haviorwhen �1 = 0 at1=(k3Fa1)� 0:48 ascan beseen in
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FIG .11: Plot ofreduced isotherm alatom ic com pressibil-

ity �r = �
T
0 (0)=e�0 versus interaction strength 1=(kF a0) for

k0 � 200kF . The inset shows the num erical derivative of

d�r=d[(kF a0)
� 1
]versus 1=(kF a0). Here,e�0 is the weak cou-

pling com pressibility.

theinsetwherethenum ericalderivativeof�T1 (0)with re-

spectto 1=(k3Fa1)isshown fd�
T
1 (0)=d[(k

3
Fa1)

� 1]g.Thus,

theevolution from BCS to BEC isnota crossover,buta

quantum phasetransition occurswhen �1 = 025,33,34,35.
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FIG .12: Plot ofreduced isotherm alatom ic com pressibil-

ity �r = �
T
1 (0)=e�1 versus interaction strength 1=(k3F a1) for

k0 � 200kF . The inset shows the num erical derivative of

d�r=d[(k
3
F a1)

� 1
]versus 1=(k

3
F a1). Here e�1 is the weak cou-

pling com pressibility.

The non-analytic behavior occurring when �‘6= 0 = 0

can beunderstood from higherderivativesof�‘ with re-

spectto �‘
�
@�T‘ (T)

@�‘

�

T;V

= � 2N‘[�
T
‘ (T)]

2
+

1

N 2
‘

�
@2N ‘

@�2
‘

�

T;V

:

(57)

For instance, the second derivative @2N
sp

‘
=@�2‘ =

3
P

k;s
j� ‘(k)j

2�‘(k)=[2E
5
‘(k)]tendsto zero in the weak

(�‘ � �F > 0) and strong (�‘ � Eb;‘=2 < 0) coupling

lim its. O n the otherhand,when �‘ = 0,@2N
sp

‘
=@�2‘ is

�nite only for‘= 0,and itdivergesfor‘6= 0. Thisdi-

vergenceislogarithm icfor‘= 1,and ofhigherorderfor

‘> 1.Thus,weconcludeagain thathigherderivativesof

N
sp

‘
arenonanalyticwhen �‘6= 0 = 0,and thataquantum

phasetransition occursfor‘6= 0.

Theoretically,thecalculation oftheisotherm alatom ic

com pressibility�T‘ (T)iseasierthan theisentropicatom ic

com pressibility �S‘(T). However, perform ing m easure-

m entsof�S‘(T)m ay besim plerin cold Ferm igases,since

thegasexpansion upon releasefrom thetrap isexpected

to be nearly isentropic.Fortunately,�S‘(T)isrelated to

�T‘ (T)via the therm odynam icrelation

�
S
‘(T)=

C V
‘ (T)

C P
‘
(T)

�
T
‘ (T); (58)

where �T‘ (T) > �S‘(T) since speci�c heat capacitites

C P
‘ (T) > C V

‘ (T). Furtherm ore, at low tem peratures

(T � 0)the ratio CP‘ (T)=C
V
‘ (T)� const,and therefore,

�S‘(T � 0)/ �T‘ (T � 0). Thus,we expectqualitatively

sim ilar behavior in both the isentropic and isotherm al

com pressibilitiesatlow tem peratures(T � 0).

The m easurem entofthe atom ic com pressibility could

alsobeperform ed via an analysisofparticledensity uc-

tuations42,43.Asitiswellknow from therm odynam ics44,

�T‘ (T)is connected to density uctuations via the rela-

tion

hn2‘i� hn‘i
2
= Thn‘i

2�T‘ (T); (59)

where hn‘i is the average density ofatom s. From the

m easurem ent ofdensity uctuations �T‘ (T) can be ex-

tracted atany tem peratureT.

It is im portant to em phasize that in this quantum

phasetransition at�‘6= 0 = 0,the sym m etry ofthe order

param eter does not change as is typicalin the Landau

classi�cation ofphasetransitions.However,a clearther-

m odynam ic signature occurs in derivatives ofthe com -

pressibility suggesting thatthephasetransition ishigher

than second orderaccordingto Ehrenfest’sclassi�cation.

Therefore,ifthe sym m etry ofthe orderparam eterdoes

notchange when �‘ changessign,whatischanging? To

addressthisquestion,the topology ofm om entum space

isdiscussed next.

E. Topologicalquantum phase transitions

In whatfollows,wediscusstheroleofm om entum space

topology28,38,45 in thenon-analyticbehaviorofthether-

m odynam icpotential,when �‘6= 0 = 0.Toinvestigatethe

roleoftopology,wem akean im m ediateconnection tothe

Lifshitztransition46 in thecontextofordinary m etalsat

T = 0 and high pressure. In the conventionalLifshitz

transition, the Ferm isurface �(k;P ) = �F changes its

topology asthe pressure P ischanged. Foran isotropic

pressureP ,thedeviation �P = P � P c from thecritical

pressure Pc is proportionalto �� = � � � c where �c
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isthe criticalchem icalpotentialatthe transition point.

A typicalexam ple ofthe Lifshitz transition is the dis-

ruption ofa neck ofthe Ferm isurface which leads to a

non-analytic behaviorofthe num ber ofstatesN (�) in-

side the Ferm isurface. In this case,N (�) behaves as

A (�c)+ Bj�� �cj
3=2 for� < �c,and asA (�c)for� > �c,

in the vicinity of�c. Here,K = (3=2)Bj� � �cj
1=2=n2c is

the electronic com pressibility,where nc = N c=V is the

criticaldensity ofelectronsatthe transition point. No-

tice that K is nonanalytic,but it is not singular. The

quantity that signals a phase transition in this case is

notK,butthe therm opowerQ ,which isproportionalto

� @ln(n2K)=@�,thusleading to Q / � j��j� 1=2. In the

conventionalLifshitztransition,thesystem lowersitsen-

ergy by �E / � j��j5=2 / � j�P j5=2;and the transition

issaid to be ofsecond and halforder47.

The topologicaltransition proposed here isanalogous

to the Lifshitz transition in the sense that the sur-

face in m om entum space corresponding to E ‘6= 0(k) =

E ‘6= 0(k;�‘) = 0 changes from a wellde�ned set of k

points for �‘6= 0 > 0 to a nullset for �‘6= 0 < 0. Here,

E ‘6= 0(k;�‘)playsthe role of�(k;P )and �‘6= 0 = �c = 0

playsthe roleofthe criticalpressurePc.

For the Lifshitz transition in ‘ 6= 0 superuids,there

is a non-analytic behavior in @2N ‘6= 0=@�
2
‘,and thus in

@�T‘6= 0(0)=@�‘. This behavior in �T‘6= 0(0) is due to the

collapse of allorder param eter nodes at k = 0, which

produce a gap in the excitation spectrum E ‘6= 0(k) and

a m assive discontinuous rearrangem ent ofthe m om en-

tum distribution n‘6= 0(k)in the ground state as�‘6= 0 !

�c‘6= 0 = 0. A direct topologicalanalogy with the stan-

dard Lifshitztransition can bem adeby noticing thecol-

lapse oflocus ofzero quasiparticle excitation energy at

�‘6= 0 = �c‘6= 0 in the excitation spectrum ofthe system .

G eneralized topologicalinvariantscan beinvented along

thelinesofRef.28,38,45,however,wedo notdiscussthem

here.Instead,weanalyzenextthephasediagram atzero

tem perature.

F. P hase diagram

To have a fullpicture ofthe evolution from the BCS

to the BEC lim it at T = 0,it is im portant to analyze

therm odynam ic quantitiesatlow tem peratures. In par-

ticular,it is im portant to determ ine the quantum crit-

icalregion (Q CR) where a qualitative change occurs in

quantitiessuch asthe speci�c heat,com pressibility and

spin susceptibility.Here,we do notdiscussin detailthe

Q CR,butweanalyzethecontributionsfrom quasiparti-

cle excitations to therm odynam ic properties. However,

thediscussion can beextended to includecollectiveexci-

tations28 (seeSec.V).

Next,we point outa m ajor di�erence between ‘ = 0

and ‘6= 0 statesin connection with the spectrum ofthe

quasiparticleexcitations(seeSec.IV B)and theircontri-

bution to low tem perature therm odynam ics.

For ‘ = 0, quasiparticle excitations are gapped for

|0∆| T/
1/2
)+(0) ]C0 α exp[ −]T/|(k   )

0µ∆ 0C0 α exp[ −

(k   a )−1
0F0

(BEC side)

gapped

µ   = 00

µ < 00

(BCS side)

µ 0 > 0

gapped

2 µ 0
2( |

FIG .13: Thephasediagram ofs-wavesuperuidsasa func-

tion of1=(kF a0).

allcouplings,and therefore,therm odynam ic quantitites

such asatom iccom pressibility,speci�cheatand spin sus-

ceptibility have an exponentialdependence on the tem -

peratureand them inim um energyofquasiparticleexcita-

tions� exp[� m infE0(k)g=T].Using Eqs.(51)and (52)

leadsto � exp[� j�0(k�0
)j=T]in the BCS side (�0 > 0)

and� exp[�
p
j� 0(0)j

2 + �20=T]in theBEC side(�0 < 0)

asshown in Fig.13,where k�‘
=
p
2M �‘. Notice that,

thereisno qualitativechangeacross�0 = 0 atsm allbut

�nitetem peratures.ThisindicatestheabsenceofaQ CR

and con�rm sthereisonly a crossoverfors-wave(‘= 0)

superuidsatT = 0.

|

< 0µ 1 > 0

(BCS side) µ   = 01

C1 α T β1 ]T/−[expα1C

0
−1

F
3

1(k   a )

1µ

(BEC side)

gapless gapped

|1µ

FIG .14: Thephasediagram ofp-wavesuperuidsasa func-

tion of1=(k
3
F a1).

For‘6= 0,quasiparticle excitationsare gaplessin the

BCS sideandareonlygappedin theBEC side,and there-

fore, while therm odynam ic quantitites such as atom ic

com pressibility,speci�cheatand spin susceptibility have

power law dependences on the tem perature � T�‘6= 0 in

theBCS side,they haveexponentialdependenceson the

tem perature and the m inim um energy of quasiparticle

excitations � exp[� m infE‘6= 0(k)g=T]in the BEC side.

Here,�‘6= 0 isa realnum berwhich dependson particular

‘ state. For ‘ = 1,using Eqs.(53) and (54) leads to

� T�1 in the BCS side (�1 > 0) and � exp(� j�1j=T)

in the BEC side (�1 < 0) as shown in Fig.14. Notice

thechangein qualitativebehavioracross�1 = 0 (aswell

as other ‘ 6= 0 states)atsm allbut �nite tem peratures.

Thischange occurswithin the Q CR and signalsthe ex-

istence ofa quantum phase transition (T = 0)for‘6= 0

superuids.
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G . T herm odynam ic Potential

Now,we discuss the therm odynam ic potential
‘ at

T = 0 in the asm yptotic BCS and BEC lim its. In the

weak coupling lim it,weobtain



sp

‘
= �

2

5
N ‘�F; (60)

which is identicalto the fulltherm odynam ic potential


‘. This indicates that 
uct
‘ is negligible in the BCS

lim it.

However,in the strong coupling lim it,we obtain



sp

‘
= �

1

2
N ‘(2�‘ � Eb;‘): (61)

Noticethat,�B ;‘ = 2�‘� Eb;‘ > 0 istheBosonicchem i-

calpotentialand N B ;‘ = N ‘=2 isthe num berofbosons.

To evaluate �B ;‘,itisnecessary to �nd the �rstnonva-

nishing correction for2�‘ � Eb;‘. In the speci�c case of

‘ = 0,we obtain �B ;0 = 4�FkFa0=(3�) = 4�aB ;0=M B ;0

forthe chem icalpotentialand 

sp

‘
= � �N20a0=(M V)=

� NB ;0�B ;0 forthetherm odynam icpotentialofthepairs.

HereaB ;0 = 2a0 and M B ;0 = 2M isthescattering length

and m assofthecorrespondingbosons.A betterestim ate

foraB ;0 � 0:6a0 can be found in the literature48,49,50,51.

The m ain reason for this di�erence is that our theory

doesnotinclude possible interm ediate (virtual)scatter-

ing processes which renorm alize aB ;0. This is also the

case when we analyze the collective m odes in Sec.V C

and the TDG L equation in Sec.VIIB.

Using �‘ = (�B ;‘ + E b;‘)=2 and the therm odynam ic

relation �‘ = (@E ‘=@N ‘)V ,whereE ‘ isthe ground state

energy,weobtain


‘ = �
1

2
N B ;‘�B ;‘: (62)

Notice that this expression is identicalto the therm o-

dynam ic potential of bosons 
B ;‘ = E B ;‘ � NB ;‘�B ;‘;

where E B ;‘ is the ground state energy. Therefore,the

ferm ionic therm odynam ic potential in the strong cou-

pling lim it should lead to the therm odynam ic potential

ofrealbosons(
‘ � 
B ;‘). Since 
‘ = 

sp

‘
+ 
uct

‘ ;we

concludefrom thistherm odynam ic argum entthat



uct
‘ =

1

2
N B ;‘�B ;‘ (63)

in thestrong coupling lim it.Therefore,E ‘� N‘E b;‘=2�

E B ;‘;or E ‘=N ‘ � �‘ � (EB ;‘=N B ;‘ � �B ;‘)=2 which is

consistentwith quantum m ontecarlo calculations52.

The uctuation contribution to 
 uct
‘ com esfrom the

zero point energy ofthe collective excitations,which is

discussed next.

V . G A U SSIA N FLU C T U A T IO N S

The pole structure ofF‘(q;ivj) determ ines the two-

particleexcitation spectrum ofthesuperconductingstate

with ivj ! w + i0+ ,and has to be taken into account

to derive 
uct
‘ . The m atrix elem ents ofF‘(q;ivj) are

F‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
(q;ivj)fora given ‘.W efocushereonly on the

zero tem perature lim it and analyse the collective phase

m odes. In this lim it,we separate the diagonalm atrix

elem entsofF
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

(q)into even and odd contributions

with respectto ivj

(F
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)
E
11 =

X

k

(�+ �� + E + E � )(E + + E � )

2E + E � [(ivj)
2 � (E+ + E � )

2]

�
2
‘(k)Y‘;m ‘

(bk)Y �
‘;m 0

‘

(bk)�
�m ‘;m

0

‘
V

4��‘
;(64)

(F
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)
O
11 = �

X

k

(�+ �� + E + E � )(ivj)

2E + E � [(ivj)
2 � (E+ + E � )

2]

�
2
‘(k)Y‘;m ‘

(bk)Y �
‘;m 0

‘

(bk): (65)

Theo�-diagonalterm iseven in ivj,and itreducesto

(F
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)12 = �
X

k

� + � � (E + + E � )

2E + E � [(ivj)
2 � (E+ + E � )

2]

�
2
‘(k)Y‘;m ‘

(bk)Y �
‘;m 0

‘

(bk): (66)

Herethelabels� denotethatthecorrespondingvariables

arefunctionsofk � q=2.

In order to obtain the collective m ode spectrum ,

we express �‘;m ‘
(q) = �‘;m ‘

(q)ei#‘;m ‘
(q) = [�‘;m ‘

(q)+

i�‘;m ‘
(q)]=

p
2 where �‘;m ‘

(q), #‘;m ‘
(q), �‘;m ‘

(q) and

�‘;m ‘
(q) are all real. Notice that the new �elds

�‘;m ‘
(q) = �‘;m ‘

(q)cos[#‘;m ‘
(q)]; and �‘;m ‘

(q) =

�‘;m ‘
(q)sin[#‘;m ‘

(q)]can be regarded essentially as the

am plitude and phase �elds respectively,when #‘;m ‘
(q)

is sm all. This change ofbasis can be described by the

following unitary transform ation

�‘;m ‘
(q)=

1
p
2

�
1 i

1 � i

��
�‘;m ‘

(q)

�‘;m ‘
(q)

�

: (67)

From now on, we take � ‘;m ‘
as real without

loss of generality. The diagonal elem ents of

the uctuation m atrix in the rotated basis are

(eF
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)11 = (F
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)E11 + (F
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)12; and

(eF
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)22 = (F
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)E11 � (F
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)12;and the o�-

diagonal elem ents are (eF
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)12 = (eF
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)�21 =

i(F
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)O11 with the q dependence being im plicit.

A . C ollective (G oldstone) M odes

The collective m odes are determ ined by the poles of

thepropagatorm atrixF‘(q)forthepaiructuation �elds

�‘;m ‘
(q),which describe the G aussian deviationsabout

the saddle point order param eter. The poles ofF‘(q)

are determ ined by the condition detF
� 1

‘
(q) = 0,which

leadsto2(2‘+ 1)collective(am plitudeand phase)m odes,
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when the usualanalytic continuation ivj ! w + i0+ is

perform ed. Am ong them , there are 2‘+ 1 am plitude

m odeswhich wedo notdiscusshere.

Theeasiestway to getthephasecollectivem odesisto

integrateouttheam plitude�eldsto obtain a phase-only

e�ective action. Notice that,for ‘ 6= 0 channels atany

tem perature,and for‘= 0channelat�nitetem perature,

a wellde�ned low frequency expansion isnotpossiblefor

�‘ > 0 due to Landau dam ping which causesthe collec-

tivem odestodecayintothetwoquasiparticlecontinuum .

A wellde�ned expansion [collective m ode dispersion w]

m ustsatisfy thefollowingcondition w � m infE + + E � g:

Thus,a zero tem perature expansion is always possible

when Landau dam ping is subdom inant (underdam ped

regim e). To obtain the long wavelength dispersions for

the collective m odes at T = 0,we expand the m atrix

elem entsofeF
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

to second orderin jqjand w to get

(eF
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)11 = A ‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
+
X

i;j

C
i;j

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

qiqj

� D‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
w
2
; (68)

(eF
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)22 = P‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
+
X

i;j

Q
i;j

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

qiqj

� R‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
w 2; (69)

(eF
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)12 = iB ‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
w: (70)

The expressionsfor the expansion coe�cients are given

in App.X A.

For ‘ = 0, the coe�cients C
i;j

0;0;0 = C0;0;0�i;j and

Q
i;j

0;0;0 = Q 0;0;0�i;j are diagonaland isotropic in (i;j),

and P0;0;0 = 0vanishes.Here,�i;j istheK roneckerdelta.

Thus,thecollectivem odeistheisotropicG oldstonem ode

with dispersion

W 0;0(q) = C0;0jqj; (71)

C0;0 =

 

A 0;0;0Q 0;0;0

A 0;0;0R 0;0;0 + B 2
0;0;0

! 1

2

; (72)

where C0;0 isthe speed ofsound. Notice thatthe quasi-

particle excitations are always fully gapped from weak

to strong coupling,and thus,the G oldstonem ode isnot

dam ped atT = 0 forallcouplings.

For ‘ 6= 0,the dispersion for collective m odes is not

easy to extractin general,and therefore,weconsiderthe

case when only one ofthe sphericalharm onicsY‘;m ‘
(bk)

is dom inant and characterizes the order param eter. In

thiscase,P‘;m ‘;m ‘
= 0 dueto theorderparam eterequa-

tion,and thecollectivem odeistheanisotropicG oldstone

m ode with dispersion

W ‘6= 0;m ‘
(q) =

2

4
X

i;j

(C
i;j

‘;m ‘
)
2qiqj

3

5

1

2

; (73)

C
i;j

‘6= 0;m ‘
=

 
A ‘;m ‘;m ‘

Q
i;j

‘;m ‘;m ‘

A ‘;m ‘;m ‘
R ‘;m ‘;m ‘

+ B 2
‘;m ‘;m ‘

! 1

2

:(74)

Notice that the speed ofsound has a tensor structure

and is anisotropic. Furtherm ore,the quasiparticle exci-

tationsare gaplesswhen �‘6= 0 > 0,and thus,the G old-

stone m ode isdam ped even atT = 0.However,Landau

dam ping is subdom inant and the realpart ofthe pole

dom inatesforsm allm om enta.In addition,quasiparticle

excitations are fully gapped when �‘6= 0 < 0,and thus,

the G oldstone m ode isnotdam ped.Therefore,the pole

contribution to
uct
‘6= 0 com esfrom theG oldstonem odefor

allcouplings.In addition,thereisalso a branch cutrep-

resentingthecontinuum oftwoparticlescatteringstates,

butthecontribution from theG oldstonem odedom inates

atsu�ciently low tem peratures.

It is also illustrative to analyze the eigenvectors of

eF
� 1

‘
(q) in the am plitude-phase representation corre-

sponding to sm allW ‘;m ‘
(q)m ode

�
�‘;m ‘

(q)

�‘;m ‘
(q)

�

=

"

� i
B ‘;m ‘;m ‘

A ‘;m ‘;m ‘

W ‘;m ‘
(q)

1

#

: (75)

Noticethat,when B ‘;m ‘;m ‘
! 0theam plitudeand phase

m odesarenotm ixed.

Next,we discussthe dispersion ofcollective m odesin

theweakand strongcouplinglim its,wheretheexpansion

coe�cients are analytically tractable for a �xed (‘;m ‘)

state.

B . W eak coupling (B C S) regim e

Thes-wave(‘= 0;m ‘ = 0)weakcouplinglim itischar-

acterized by the criteria �0 > 0 and �0 � �F � j� 0;0j.

The expansion ofthe m atrix elem entsto orderjqj2 and

w 2 is perform ed under the condition [w;jqj2=(2M )]�

j� 0;0j. Analytic calculations are particularly sim ple in

this case since allintegrals for the coe�cients needed

to calculate the collective m ode dispersions are peaked

nearthe Ferm isurface.W e �rstintroduce a shellabout

the Ferm ienergy j�0(k)j� wD such that �F � wD �

� 0(kF),insideofwhich onem ay ignorethe3D density of

statesfactor
p
�=�F and outsideofwhich onem ay ignore

� 0(k). In addition,we m ake use ofthe nearly perfect

particle-hole sym m etry,which forcesintegralsto vanish

when theirintegrandsareodd underthe transform ation

�0(k)! � �0(k).Forinstance,thecoe�cientthatcouple

phase and am plitude m odes vanish (B 0;0;0 = 0) in this

lim it.Thus,thereisnom ixingbetween phaseand am pli-

tude�eldsin weak coupling,ascan beseen by inspection

ofthe uctuation m atrix eF0(q).

For‘= 0,the zeroth ordercoe�cientis

A 0;0;0 =
N (�F)

4�
; (76)

and the second ordercoe�cientsare

C
i;j

0;0;0 =
Q
i;j

0;0;0

3
=

N (�F)v
2
F

36j� 0;0j
2
�i;j; (77)

D 0;0;0 =
R 0;0;0

3
=

N (�F)

12j� 0;0j
2
: (78)
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Here, vF = kF=M is the Ferm ivelocity and N (�F) =

M VkF=(2�
2)isthedensityofstatesperspin attheFerm i

energy.

In weak coupling,since B 2
‘;m ‘;m ‘

� A ‘;m ‘;m ‘
R ‘;m ‘;m ‘

;

the sound velocity is sim pli�ed to C
i;j

‘;m ‘
�

[Q
i;j

‘;m ‘;m ‘
=A ‘;m ‘;m ‘

] for any ‘. Using the coe�cients

abovein Eq.(72),for‘= 0,weobtain

C0;0 =
vF
p
3

(79)

which is the wellknown Anderson-Bogoliubov relation.

For ‘ 6= 0,the expansion coe�cients require m ore de-

tailed and lengthy analysis,and therefore,wedo notdis-

cusshere.O n the otherhand,the expansion coe�cients

can be calculated forany ‘ in the strong coupling BEC

regim e,which isdiscussed next.

C . Strong coupling (B EC ) regim e

Thestrongcoupling lim itischaracterized by thecrite-

ria �‘ < 0,j�‘j� �0 = k20=(2M )and j�‘(k)j� j� ‘(k)j.

The expansion ofthe m atrix elem entsto orderjqj2 and

w 2 is perform ed under the condition [w;jqj2=(2M )]�

j�‘j. The situation encountered here is very di�erent

from theweak coupling lim it,becauseonecan no longer

invokeparticle-holesym m etry tosim plify thecalculation

ofm any ofthe coe�cients appearing in the uctuation

m atrix eF‘(q).In particular,the coe�cientB ‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
6= 0

indicatesthattheam plitude and phase�eldsarem ixed.

Furtherm ore,P‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
= 0 ,sincethiscoe�cientreduces

to the orderparam eterequation in thislim it.

For‘= 0,the zeroth ordercoe�cientis

A 0;0;0 =
�j� 0;0j

2

8�j�0j
; (80)

the �rstordercoe�cientis

B 0;0;0 = �; (81)

and the second ordercoe�cientsare

C
i;j

0;0;0 = Q
i;j

0;0;0 =
�

4M
�i;j; (82)

D 0;0;0 = R 0;0;0 =
�

8j�0j
; (83)

where� = N (�F)=(32
p
j�0j�F ):

Using theexpressionsabovein Eq.(72),weobtain the

sound velocity

C0;0 =

�
j� 0;0j

32M j�0j�

� 1

2

= vF

r
kFa0

3�
: (84)

Noticethatthesound velocity isverysm alland itssm all-

ness is controlled by the scattering length a0. Further-

m ore,in thetheory ofweakly interactingdiluteBosegas,

the sound velocity is given by CB ;0 = 4�aB ;0nB ;0=M
2
B ;0:

M aking the identi�cation that the density of pairs is

nB ;0 = n0=2,the m ass ofthe pairs is M B ;0 = 2M and

thatthe Bose scattering length isaB ;0 = 2a0,itfollows

thatEq.(84)isidenticalto the Bogoliubov resultCB ;0.

Therefore,ourresultfortheferm ionicsystem represents

in facta weakly interacting Bose gasin the strong cou-

pling lim it. A better estim ate for aB ;0 � 0:6a0 can be

found in the literature48,49,50,51. This is also the case

when weconstructthe TDG L equation in Sec.VIIB.

For‘6= 0,the zeroth ordercoe�cientis

A ‘6= 0;m ‘;m ‘
=

15b�‘e�

2�0
p
�
j� ‘;m ‘

j2‘;fm ‘g; (85)

the �rstordercoe�cientis

B ‘6= 0;m ‘;m
0

‘
=
�‘e�
p
�
�m ‘;m

0

‘
; (86)

and the second ordercoe�cientsare

C
i;i

‘6= 0;m ‘;m
0

‘

= Q
i;i

‘6= 0;m ‘;m
0

‘

=
�‘e�

4M
p
�
�m ‘;m

0

‘
; (87)

D 1;m ‘;m
0

‘
= R 1;m ‘;m

0

‘
=

3e�

8
p
�0j�1j

�m ‘;m
0

‘
; (88)

D ‘> 1;m ‘;m
0

‘
= R ‘> 1;m ‘;m

0

‘
=

3��‘e�

4
p
��0

�m ‘;m
0

‘
; (89)

where e� = N (�F)=(32
p
�0�F );�‘ = �(‘� 1=2)=�(‘+ 1);

��‘ = �(‘� 3=2)=�(‘+ 1)and b�‘ = �(2‘� 3=2)=�(2‘+ 2):

Here�(x)istheG am m afunction,and ‘;m ‘
isan angular

averaged quantity de�ned in App.X B.

In strong coupling, since B 2
‘;m ‘;m ‘

�

A ‘;m ‘;m ‘
R ‘;m ‘;m ‘

; the sound velocity is sim pli�ed

to C
i;j

‘;m ‘
� [A‘;m ‘;m ‘

Q
i;j

‘;m ‘;m ‘
=B 2

‘;m ‘;m ‘
]1=2 for any ‘.

Using the expressions above in Eq.(74),for ‘ 6= 0,we

obtain

C
i;i

‘6= 0;m ‘
=

 
15‘;fm ‘gj� ‘;m ‘

j2b�‘

8M �‘�0

! 1

2

(90)

= vF

 
20‘;fm ‘g

p
�b�‘

�2
‘

kF

k0

! 1

2

: (91)

Therefore, the sound velocity is also very sm all and

its sm allness is controlled by the interaction range k0
through the diluteness condition i.e. (k0=kF )

3 � 1,for

‘6= 0.Notice that,the sound velocity isindependentof

the scattering param eterfor‘6= 0.

Now, we turn our attention to a num ericalanalysis

ofthe phase collective m odesduring the evolution from

weak coupling BCS to strong coupling BEC lim its.

D . Evolution from B C S to B EC regim e

W e focus only on s-wave (‘ = 0;m ‘ = 0)and p-wave

(‘= 1;m ‘ = 0)cases,since they m ay be the m ostrele-

vantto currentexperim entsinvolving ultracold atom s.
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In Fig.15,we show the evolution ofC0;0 as a func-

tion of 1=(kFa0) for s-wave case. The weak coupling

Anderson-Bogoliubov velocity C0;0 = vF=
p
3 evolvescon-

tinuously to the strong coupling Bogoliubov velocity

C0;0 = vF
p
kFa0=(3�):Notice that the sound velocity

isa m onotonically decreasing function of1=(kFa0),and

the evolution across�0 = 0 isa crossover.

 0.2

 0.3

 0.4

 0.5

 0.6

-2 -1  0  1  2
1/(kFa0)

C0,0/vF

FIG . 15: Plots of reduced G oldstone (sound) velocity

(C0;0)r = C0;0=vF versus interaction strength 1=(kF a0) for

k0 � 200kF .

In Fig.16,weshow theevolution ofC
i;j

1;0 asa function

of1=(k3Fa1)forp-wavecase.Notice thatC
i;i

1;0 isstrongly

anisotropicin weak coupling,since C
x;x

1;0 = C
y;y

1;0 � 0:44vF

and C
z;z

1;0 =
p
3C

x;x

1;0 � 0:79vF,thus reecting the order

param eter sym m etry. In addition, C
i;i

1;0 is isotropic in

strong coupling,since C
i;i

1;0 = vF
p
3kF=(2�k0)� 0:049vF

fork0 � 200kF,thusrevealing the secondary role ofthe

orderparam etersym m etry in thislim it.Theanisotropy

isvery sm allin the interm ediate regim e beyond �1 < 0.

Noticealsothat,C
z;z

1;0 isa m onotonically decreasingfunc-

tion of1=(k3Fa1)in BCS side until�1 = 0,where itsat-

urates. However,C
x;x

1;0 = C
y;y

1;0 is a nonm onotonic func-

tion of1=(kFa1)
3,and italso saturatesbeyond �1 = 0.

Therefore,the behaviorofC
i;i

1;0 reectsthe disapperance

ofnodesofthequasiparticleenergy E 1(k)as�1 changes

sign.

These collective excitations m ay contribute signi�-

cantly to the therm odynam ic potential, which is dis-

cussed next.

E. C orrections to 

sp

‘
due to collective m odes

In this section,we analyze corrections to the saddle

point therm odynam ic potential

sp

‘
due to low energy

collectiveexcitations.Theevaluation ofbosonicM atsub-

ara frequency sum s in Eq.(22) leads to 
uct
‘ ! 
coll

‘ ;

 0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1

-100 -50  0  50  100

1/(kF
3a1)

 0.0494

 0.0496

 0.0498

-30  0  30
 0.0494

 0.0496

 0.0498

-30  0  30

FIG . 16: Plots of reduced G oldstone (sound) velocity

(C
x;x

1;0 )r = C
x;x

1;0 =vF (solid squares)and (C
z;z

1;0)r = C
z;z

1;0=vF (hol-

low squares) versus interaction strength 1=(k
3
F a1) for k0 �

200kF .The insetzoom sinto the unitarity region.

where



coll
‘ =

X

q

0�
W ‘(q)+

2

�
ln[1� exp(� �W‘(q))]

	
(92)

isthecollectivem odecontribution tothetherm odynam ic

potential. The prim e on the sum m ation indicates that

a m om entum cuto� is required since a long wavelength

and low frequency approxim ation is used to derive the

collective m ode dispersion.Notice thatthe �rstterm in

Eq.(92)contributesto theground stateenergy ofthein-

teractingFerm isystem .Thiscontribution isnecessaryto

recovertheground stateenergy ofthee�ectiveBosesys-

tem in thestrongcouplinglim itasdiscussed in SecIV G .

The correctionsto the saddle point num ber equation

N coll
‘ = � @
coll‘ =@�‘ are due to the zero point m o-

tion (N
zp

‘
)and therm alexcitation (N te

‘ )ofthecollective

m odes

N
zp

‘
= �

@

@�‘

X

q

0

W ‘(q); (93)

N
te
‘ = �

X

q

0@W ‘(q)

@�‘
nB [W ‘(q)]: (94)

Here nB (x) = 1=[exp(�x)� 1]is the Bose distribution.

For ‘ = 0, the last equation can be solved to obtain

N te
0 = � 6(@C0;0=@�0)�(4)T

4=(�2C20;0);which vanishesat

T = 0. Here �(x) is the Zeta function. Sim ilarly,N te
‘6= 0

has a power law dependence on T,and therefore,van-

ishesatT = 0 sincethecollectivem odesarenotexcited.

N
zp

‘
givessm allcontributionsto thenum berequation in

weak and strong couplings,but m ay lead to signi�cant

contributions in the interm ediate regim e for all‘. The

im pactofN
zp

‘
on the orderparam eterand chem icalpo-

tentialin the interm ediate regim e m ay require a careful

analysisofthe fulluctuation contributions41.
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Untilnow,we discussed the evolution ofsuperuidity

from the BCS to the BEC regim e at zero tem perature.

In the restofthe m anuscript,we analyze the evolution

ofsuperuidity from the BCS to the BEC lim itat�nite

tem peratures.

V I. B C S T O B EC EV O LU T IO N N EA R T = Tc;‘

In this section,we concentrate on physicalproperties

near criticaltem peratures T = Tc;‘. To calculate Tc;‘,

theself-consistency (orderparam eterand num ber)equa-

tions have to be solved sim ultaneously. At T = Tc;‘,

then � ‘;m ‘
= 0,and the saddle point order param eter

equation Eq.(36)reducesto

M V

4�k2‘0 a‘
=
X

k

�
2
‘(k)

�
1

2�(k)
�
tanh[�‘(k)=(2Tc;‘)]

2�‘(k)

�

:

(95)

Thisexpression isindependentofm ‘ sincetheinteraction

am plitude �‘ depends only on ‘. Sim ilarly,the saddle

pointnum berequation reducesto

N
sp

‘
=
X

k;s

nF[�‘(k)]; (96)

wherenF(x)= 1=[exp(�x)+ 1]istheFerm idistribution.

Notice thatthe sum m ation overspins(s)isnotpresent

in the SHS case. It is im portantto em phasize thatthe

inclusion ofN uct
‘ aroundT‘ = Tc;‘isessentialtoproduce

thequalitativelycorrectphysicswith increasingcoupling,

asdiscussed next.

A . G aussian Fluctuations

To evaluate the gaussian contribution to the therm o-

dynam icpotential,wesum overtheferm ionicM atsubara

frequenciesin Eq.(22),and obtain the action

Suct‘ =
�

2

X

q;m ‘;m
0

‘

�
y

‘;m ‘
(q)L

� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

(q)�‘;m 0

‘
(q); (97)

where L
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

(q) = (F
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)11 is the elem ent ofthe

uctuation propagatorgiven by

L
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

(q) =
�m ‘;m

0

‘

4�V� 1�‘
�
X

k

1� nF(�+ )� nF(�� )

�+ + �� � ivj

�
2
‘(k)Y‘;m ‘

(bk)Y �
‘;m 0

‘

(bk): (98)

This is the generalization ofthe ‘ = 0 case to ‘ 6= 0,

where �� = �‘(k � q=2). From Suct‘ , we obtain the

therm odynam ic potential

gauss

‘
= 


sp

‘
+ 
uct

‘ ,where



sp

‘
isthesaddlepointcontribution with � ‘(k)= 0,and



uct
‘ = �

1

�

X

q

lndet[L‘(q)=�] (99)

isthe uctuation contribution.

W e evaluate the bosonic M atsubara frequency (ivj)

sum s by using contour integration, and determ ine the

branch cutand poleterm s.W e usethe phase shift

’
uct
‘ (q;w)= Arg[detL‘(q;ivj ! w + i0

+
)] (100)

to replacedetL‘(q)in Eq.(99),leading to



uct
‘ = �

X

q

Z 1

� 1

dw

�
nB (w)e’

uct
‘ (q;w); (101)

where e’uct‘ (q;w) = ’uct‘ (q;w) � ’uct‘ (q;0) and

nB (x) = 1=[exp(�x)� 1]is the Bose distribution. No-

ticethat,thisequation isthegeneralization ofthes-wave

(‘= 0)case11,12 for‘6= 0.Furtherm ore,the phase shift

can be written as e’uct‘ (q;w) = e’sc‘ (q;w)+ e’bs‘ (q;w);

where

e’sc‘ (q;w) = e’‘(q;w)�(w � w �
q); (102)

is the branch cut (scattering) and e’bs‘ (q;w) is the pole

(bound state)contribution. Here,�(x)isthe Heaviside

function,w �
q = wq � 2�‘ with wq = jqj2=(4M ) is the

branch frequency and �‘ is the ferm ionic chem icalpo-

tential.

The branch cut(scattering)contribution to the ther-

m odynam icpotentialbecom es



sc
‘ = �

X

q

Z 1

� 1

dw

�
nB (w)e’

sc
‘ (q;w): (103)

Foreach q,the integrand is nonvanishing only for w >

w �
q since e’sc‘ (q;w)= 0 otherwise. Thus,the branch cut

(scattering)contribution to the num berequation N sc
‘ =

� @
sc‘ =@�‘ isgiven by

N sc
‘ =

X

q

Z 1

0

dw

�

�
@nB (ew)

@�‘
� nB (ew)

@

@�‘

�

e’‘(q;ew); (104)

where ew = w + w �
q.

W hen a‘ < 0,therearenobound statesaboveTc;‘ and

N sc
‘ represents the correction due to scattering states.

However,when a‘ > 0, there are bound states repre-

sented by poles at w < w �
q. The pole (bound state)

contribution to the num berequation is

N bs
‘ = �

X

q

nB [W ‘(q)]�‘[q;W ‘(q)]; (105)

whereW ‘(q)correspondsto the polesofL
� 1
‘
(q)and

�‘[q;W ‘(q)]= Res
�@detL

� 1
‘
[q;W ‘(q)]=@�‘

detL
� 1

‘
[q;W ‘(q)]

	
(106)

is the residue. Heavy num ericalcalculations are nec-

essary to �nd the poles as a function ofq for allcou-

plings. However,in su�ciently strong coupling, when
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nF(�� ) � 1 in Eq.(98),the pole (bound state) contri-

bution can beevaluated analytically by elim inating �‘ in

favorofthetwobody bound stateenergy eE b;‘ in vacuum .

Noticethat, eE b;‘ isrelated to theE b;‘ obtained from the

T-m atrix approach,wherem ultiplescattering eventsare

included. However,they becom e identicalin the dilute

lim it.

A relation between �‘ and eE b;‘ can be obtained by

solvingtheSchroedingerequation fortwo ferm ionsinter-

acting via a pairing potentialV (r).AfterFouriertrans-

form ing from realto m om entum space,theSchroedinger

equation forthe pairwavefunction  (k)is

2�(k) (k)+
1

V

X

k0

V (k;k0) (k0)= eE b (k): (107)

Using the Fourierexpansion ofV (k;k0)given in Eq.(4)

and choosing only the ‘th angular m om entum channel,

weobtain

1

�‘
=

1

V

X

k

�2‘(k)

2�(k)� eE b;‘

: (108)

Thisexpression relates eE b;‘ < 0 to �‘ in orderto express

Eq.(111) in term s ofbinding energy eE b;‘ < 0. Notice

that,thisequation issim ilartotheorderparam eterequa-

tion in thestrongcouplinglim it(�‘ < 0and j�‘j� Tc;‘),

where

1

�‘
=

1

V

X

k

�2‘(k)

2�(k)� 2�‘
: (109)

Therefore,�‘ ! eE b;‘=2 asthe coupling increases.

Substitution ofEq.(108)in Eq.(106)yieldsthe pole

contribution which isgiven by W ‘(q)= wq + eE b;‘� 2�‘,

and the residue at this pole is �‘[q;W ‘(q)]= � 2
P

m ‘
.

Therefore,thebound statecontributiontothephaseshift

in the su�ciently strong coupling lim itisgiven by

e’bs‘ (q;w) = ��(w � w q + �B ;‘); (110)

which leadsto the bound statenum berequation

N bs
‘ = 2

X

q;m ‘

nB [wq � �B ;‘]; (111)

where �B ;‘ = 2�‘ � eE b;‘ � 0 is the chem icalpotential

ofthe bosonic m olecules. Notice that,Eq.(111)isonly

valid for interaction strengths where �B ;‘ � 0. Thus,

thisexpression can notbeused overa region ofcoupling

strengthswhere�B ;‘ ispositive.

B . C riticalTem perature and C hem icalPotential

Toobtain theevolution from BCS toBEC,thenum ber

N ‘ � N
gauss

‘
= N

sp

‘
+ N sc

‘ + N bs
‘ (112)

and order param eter [Eq. (95)] equations have to be

solved self-consistently forTc;‘ and �‘.First,weanalyze

the num berofunbound,scattering and bound ferm ions

asa function ofthe scattering param eterforthe s-wave

(‘= 0)and p-wave(‘= 1)cases.

In Fig.17,weplotdi�erentcontributionsto thenum -

ber equation as a function of1=(kFa0) for the s-wave

(‘= 0;m ‘ = 0)case.Notice that,N
sp

0 (N bs
0 )dom inates

in weak (strong) coupling,while N sc
0 is the highest for

interm ediate couplings. Thus,allferm ionsare unbound

in thestrictly BCS lim it(notshown in the�gure),while

allferm ionsarebound in the strictly BEC lim it.
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FIG .17: Fractions ofunbound F
sp

0 = N
sp

0 =N 0,scattering

F
sc
0 = N

sc
0 =N 0,bound F

bs
0 = N

bs
0 =N 0 ferm ions at T = Tc;0

versus1=(kF a0)fork0 � 200kF .

In Fig.18,we presentplots ofdi�erentcontributions

to the num ber equation as a function of 1=(k3Fa1) for

the p-wave (‘ = 1;m ‘ = 0)case. Notice also that,N
sp

1

(N bs
1 )dom inatesin weak (strong)coupling,whileN sc

1 is

the highest for interm ediate couplings. Thus,again all

ferm ionsareunbound in thestrictly BCS lim it,whileall

ferm ionsarebound in the strictly BEC lim it.

Therefore,thetotaluctuation contribution N sc
‘ + N bs

‘

isnegligiblein weak coupling and N
sp

‘
issu�cient.How-

ever,the inclusion ofuctuationsisnecessary forstrong

coupling to recoverthe physicsofBEC.However,in the

vicinity ofthe unitary lim it [1=(k
2‘+ 1
F

a‘) ! 0],our re-

sults are notstrictly applicable and should be regarded

asqualitative.

Next, we discuss the chem ical potential and criti-

cal tem perature. In weak coupling, we introduce a

shellabout the Ferm ienergy j�‘(k)j � wD , such that

�‘ � �F � wD � Tc;‘. Then, in Eq. (95), we set

tanh[j�‘(k)j=(2Tc;‘)]= 1 outside the shelland treatthe

integration within the shellasusualin the BCS theory.

In strong coupling,we use thatm in[�‘(k)]= j�‘j� Tc;‘
and set tanh[�‘(k)=(2Tc;‘)]= 1. Therefore,in strictly

weak and strong coupling,theself-consistency equations

aredecoupled,and play reversed roles.In weak (strong)

coupling the order param eter equation determ ines Tc;‘
(�‘)and the num berequation determ ines�‘ (Tc;‘).
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FIG .18: Fractions ofunbound F
sp

1 = N
sp

1 =N 1,scattering

F
sc
1 = N

sc
1 =N 1,bound F

bs
1 = N

bs
1 =N 1 ferm ions at T = Tc;1

versus1=(k
3
F a1)fork0 � 200kF .

In weakcoupling,thenum berequation N ‘ � N
sp

‘
leads

to

�‘ � �F (113)

forany ‘.In strong coupling,the orderparam eterequa-

tion leadsto

�0 = �
1

2M a20
; (114)

�‘6= 0 = �

p
�

M k
2‘� 1
0 a‘�‘

; (115)

where�‘ = �(‘� 1=2)=�(‘+ 1)and �(x)isthe G am m a

function. This calculation requires a0k0 > 1 for ‘ = 0,

and k
2‘+ 1
0 a‘�‘ > (‘+ 1)

p
� for ‘ 6= 0 for the order pa-

ram eter equation to have a solution with �‘ < 0. Fur-

therm ore,we assum e j�‘j � �0 = k20=(2M ) to obtain

Eqs.(114) and (115). Notice that,�‘ = E b;‘=2 in this

lim it.

O n theotherhand,thesolution oftheorderparam eter

equation in weak coupling is

Tc;0 =
8

�
�F exp

�

 � 2+
�

2

kF

k0
�

�

2kFja0j

�

; (116)

Tc;‘ � �F exp

"

t‘

�
k0

kF

� 2‘� 1

�
�

2k
2‘+ 1
F

ja‘j

#

;(117)

where  � 0:577 is the Euler’s constant,t1 = �=4 and

t‘> 1 = �2‘+ 1(2‘� 3)!!=‘!. These expressions are valid

only when the exponentialterm s are sm all. In strong

coupling,the num berequation N ‘ � Nbs
‘ leadsto

T T H S
c;‘ =

2�

M B ;‘

"

n‘
P

m ‘
�(3=2)

# 2

3

=
0:218

(
P

m ‘
)
2

3

�F; (118)

where M B ;‘ = 2M isthe m assofthe bosonic m olecules.

Here,n‘ = k3F=(3�
2)isthedensity offerm ions.ForTHS

Ferm igases,we conclude thatthe BEC criticaltem per-

ature ofs-wave superuidsisthe highest,and thistem -

peratureisreduced forhigherangularm om entum states.

However,forSHS Ferm igases

T SH S
c;‘6= 0 =

2�

M B ;‘

"

n‘
P

m ‘
�(3=2)

# 2

3

=
0:137�F

(
P

m ‘
)
2

3

: (119)

wheren‘ = k3F=(6�
2)and �(x)istheZetafunction.Here,

thesum m ation overm ‘ isoverdegeneratesphericalhar-

m onics involved in the order param eter ofthe system ,

and can be atm ost
P

m ‘
= 2‘+ 1. ForSHS states,we

concludethattheBEC criticaltem peratureofp-wavesu-

peruidsisthe highest,and thistem peratureisreduced

forhigherangularm om entum states.

For com pleteness,it is also possible to relate a‘ and

Tc;‘ when chem icalpotentialvanishes.W hen �‘ = 0,the

solution ofnum berequation Eq.(112)ishighlynontrivial

and itis di�cult to �nd the value ofthe scattering pa-

ram etera�‘ at�‘ = 0.However,the criticaltem perature

in term sofa�‘ can befound analytically from Eq.(95)as

�
Tc;‘

�F

� ‘+ 1

2

=
�=(k

2‘+ 1
F

a�‘)

(2� 2� ‘+
3

2 )�(‘+ 1

2
)�(‘+ 1

2
)
: (120)

to order Tc;‘=�0,where �0 = k20=(2M ) � Tc;‘. Notice

that,thisrelation dependson k0 only through a
�
‘.

O n the other hand, if tem poral uctuations are

neglected, the solution for T0;‘ from the sad-

dle point self-consistency equations is jeE b;‘j =

2T0;‘ln
�
3
p
�(T0;‘=�F)

3=2=4
�
and �‘ = eE b;‘=2which leads

to

T0;‘ �
jeE b;‘j

2ln

�

jeE b;‘j=�F

� 3

2

: (121)

up to logarithm ic accuracy. Therefore,T0;‘ growswith-

out bound as the coupling increases. W ithin this cal-

culation,the norm alstate for T > T0;‘ is described by

unbound and nondegenerate ferm ions since � ‘(k) = 0

and j�‘j=T0;‘ � ln(jeE b;‘j=�F)
3=2 � 1. Notice that the

saddlepointapproxim ation becom esprogressively worse

with increasing coupling,since the form ation ofbound

statesisneglected.

W eem phasizethat,thereisno phasetransition across

T0;‘ in strong coupling.However,thistem peratureisre-

lated to the pair breaking or dissociation energy scale.

To seethisconnection,weconsiderthechem icalequilib-

rium between nondegenerate unbound ferm ions (f) and

bound pairs(b)such thatb$ f " + f # forTHS singlet

statesand b$ f "+ f " forSHS tripletstates.

Notice that T0;‘ is su�ciently high that the chem -

ical potential of the bosons and the ferm ions satisfy

j�bj� T and j�fj� T at the tem perature T ofinter-

est.Thus,both theunbound ferm ions(f)and m olecules

(b) can be treated as classicalidealgases. The equi-

librium condition �b = 2�f for these non-degenerate
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gasesm aybewritten asT ln
�
nb[2�=(M bT)]

3=2
	
� eE b;‘ =

2T ln
�
nf[2�=(M fT)]

3=2
	
; where nb (nf) is the boson

(ferm ion)density,M b (M f)istheboson (ferm ion)m ass,

and eE b;‘ is the binding energy of a bosonic m olecule.

Thedissociation tem peratureabovewhich som efraction

ofthe bound pairs (m olecules) are dissociated,is then

found to be

Tdissoc;‘ �
jeE b;‘j

ln

�

jeE b;‘j=�F

� 3

2

; (122)

wherewedropped a few constantsoforderunity.There-

fore, the logarithm ic term is an entropic contribution

which favorsbroken pairsand leadstoadissociation tem -

perature considerably lower than the absolute value of

binding energy jeE b;‘j. The analysis above gives insight

into the logarithm ic factorappearing in Eq.(121)since

T0;‘ � Tdissoc;‘=2. Thus,T0;‘ is essentially the pair dis-

sociation tem perature ofbound pairs(m olecules),while

Tc;‘ isthephasecoherencetem peraturecorrespondingto

BEC ofbound pairs(bosonicm olecules).
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FIG .19: Plot ofreduced criticaltem perature Tr = Tc;0=�F

versus interaction strength 1=(kF a0) at T = Tc;0 for k0 �

200kF .

In Fig.19,weshow Tc;0 forthes-wave(‘= 0;m ‘ = 0)

case. Notice that Tc;0 grows from an exponentialde-

pendence in weak coupling to a constantin strong cou-

plingwith increasinginteraction.Furtherm ore,them ean

�eld T0;0 and gaussian Tc;0 are sim ilar only in weak

coupling,while T0;0 increases without bound as T0;0 �

1=[(M a20)jln(kFa0)j]in strong coupling. W hen �0 = 0,

we also obtain analytically Tc;0=�F � 2:15=(kFa
�
0)

2 from

Eq.(120). The hum p in Tc;0 around 1=(kFa0) � 0:5 is

sim ilar to the those in Ref.12,and m ight be an artifact

ofthe approxim ationsused here. Thus,a m ore detailed

self-consistentnum ericalanalysisisneeded to determ ine

ifthishum p isreal.

In Fig. 20, we show �0 for the s-wave case, where

it changes from �F in weak coupling to E b;0=2 =

� 1=(2M a20) in strong coupling. Notice that,�0 at Tc;0
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1/(kFa0)
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FIG .20: Plotreduced chem icalpotential�r = �0=�F (inset)

versus interaction strength 1=(kF a0) at T = Tc;0 for k0 �

200kF .

isqualitatively sim ilarto �0 atT = 0,however,itisre-

duced atTc;0 in weak coupling.Furtherm ore,�0 changes

sign at1=(kFa0)� 0:32.
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FIG .21: Plot ofreduced criticaltem perature Tr = Tc;1=�F

versus interaction strength 1=(k
3
F a1) at T = Tc;1 for k0 �

200kF .

In Fig.21,weshow Tc;1 forthep-wave(‘= 1;m ‘ = 0)

case.Tc;1 growsfrom an exponentialdependencein weak

coupling to a constantin strong coupling with increasing

interaction. For com pleteness,we present the lim iting

expressions

Tc;1 =
8

�
�F exp

�

 �
8

3
+
�k0

4kF
�

�

2k3
F
ja1j

�

; (123)

Tc;1 =
2�

M B ;1

�
n1

�(3=2)

�2

3

= 0:137�F; (124)

in theweak and strongcouplinglim its,respectively.Fur-

therm ore,the m ean �eld T0;1 and gaussian Tc;1 aresim -

ilar only in weak coupling, while T0;1 increases with-

out bound as T0;1 � 1=[(M k0a1)jln(k
2
Fk0a1)j]in strong
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coupling. W hen �1 = 0, we also obtain analytically

Tc;1=�F � 1:75=(k3Fa
�
1)

2=3 from Eq.(120). The hum p in

the interm ediate regim e is sim ilar to the one found in

ferm ion-boson m odel36.Butto determ ineifthishum p is

real,itm ay benecessarytodevelop afully self-consistent

num ericalcalculation.
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FIG .22: Plot of reduced chem ical potential�r = �1=�F

(inset) versus interaction strength 1=(k3F a1) at T = Tc;1 for

k0 � 200kF .

In Fig. 22, we show �1 for the p-wave case, where

it changes from �F in weak coupling to E b;1=2 =

� 1=(M k0a1)in strong coupling. Notice that,�1 atTc;1
isboth qualitatively and quantitatively sim ilarto �1 at

T = 0.Furtherm ore,�1 changessign at1=(k
3
Fa1)� 0:02.

Forany given ‘,m ean �eld and gaussian theorieslead

to sim ilar results for Tc;‘ and T0;‘ in the BCS regim e,

whilethey arevery di�erentin theBEC side.In thelat-

tercase,T0;‘ increaseswithoutbound,however,gaussian

theory results in a constant criticaltem perature which

coincides with the BEC tem perature ofbosons. Notice

thatthepseudogap region Tc;‘ < T < T0;‘ for‘= 0 state

ism uch largerthan ‘6= 0 statessinceT0;‘6= 0 growsfaster

than T0;‘6= 0. Furtherm ore,sim ilarhum psin Tc;‘ around

1=(k
2‘+ 1
F

a‘)= 0 are expected forany ‘asshown forthe

s-waveand p-wavecases,however,whetherthesehum ps

arephysicalornotm ay requirea fully self-consistentnu-

m ericalapproach.

Asshown in thissection,thefrequency (tem poral)de-

pendence ofuctuations about the saddle point is cru-

cialto describe adequately the bosonic degrees offree-

dom that em erge with increasing coupling. In the next

section,wederivethe TDG L functionalnearTc;‘ to em -

phasizefurtherthe im portanceofthese uctuations.

V II. T D G L FU N C T IO N A L N EA R Tc;‘

O urbasicm otivation hereisto investigatethelow fre-

quency and long wavelength behavior ofthe order pa-

ram eter near Tc;‘. To study the evolution ofthe tim e-

dependent G inzburg-Landau (TDG L) functional near

Tc;‘, we need to expand the e�ective action S e�
‘ in

Eq.(12)around � ‘;m ‘
= 0 leading to

Se�‘ = S
sp

‘
+ S

gauss

‘

+
�

2

X

fqn ;m ‘n
g

b‘;fm ‘n
g(fqng)�

y

‘;m ‘1

(q1)�‘;m ‘2
(q2)

�
y

‘;m ‘3

(q3)�‘;m ‘4
(q1 � q2 + q3): (125)

Here,�‘;m ‘
(q)isthe pairing uctuation �eld.

W e �rst consider the static part ofL
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

(q),and

expand itin powersofqi to get

L
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

(q;0)= a‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
+
X

i;j

c
i;j

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

qiqj

2M
+ :::: (126)

Next, we consider the tim e-dependence of the

TDG L equation, where it is necessary to expand

L
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

(0;ivj) � L
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

(0;0) in powers of w after

analyticcontinuation ivj ! w + i0+ .

In the x = (x;t)representation,the calculation above

leadsto the TDG L equation

X

m ‘2

�
a‘;m ‘1

;m ‘2
�

X

i;j

c
i;j

‘;m ‘1
;m ‘2

r ir j

2M

+
X

m ‘3
;m ‘4

b‘;fm ‘n
g(0)�

y

‘;m ‘3

(x)�‘;m ‘4
(x)

� id‘;m ‘1
;m ‘2

@

@t

�

�‘;m ‘2
(x)= 0; (127)

which is the generalization of the TDG L equation to

higher m om entum channels of THS singlet and SHS

tripletstates. Notice that,forTHS tripletstates,there

m ay be extra gradient m ixing textures and fourth or-

der term s in the expansion40, which are not discussed

here. Allstatic and dynam ic expansion coe�cients are

presented in Appendix X B. The condition deta‘ = 0

with m atrix elem entsa‘;m ‘1
;m ‘2

istheThoulesscriterion,

which leadsto theorderparam eterequation.Thecoe�-

cientc
i;j

‘;m ‘1
;m ‘2

reectsa m ajordi�erencebetween ‘= 0

and ‘ 6= 0 cases. W hile c
i;j

0;0;0 = c0;0;0�i;j is isotropic

in space,c
i;j

‘6= 0;m ‘1
;m ‘2

isanisotropic,thuscharacterizing

the anisotropy ofthe order param eter. The coe�cient

b‘;fm ‘n
g(0)ispositiveand guaranteesthestability ofthe

theory. The coe�cientd ‘;m ‘1
;m ‘2

is a com plex num ber.

Itsim aginary partreectsthedecay ofCooperpairsinto

the two-particle continuum for �‘ > 0. However, for

�‘ < 0,im aginary part ofd‘;m ‘1
;m ‘2

vanishes and the

behavioroftheorderparam eterispropagatingreecting

the presenceofstablebound states.

Next,we present the asym ptotic form s ofa‘;m ‘1
;m ‘2

;

b‘;fm ‘n
g(0); c

i;j

‘;m ‘1
;m ‘2

and d‘;m ‘1
;m ‘2

which are used

to recover the usual G inzburg-Landau (G L) equation

for BCS superuids in weak coupling and the G ross-

Pitaevskii(G P)equation fora weakly interacting dilute

Bosegasin strong coupling.
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A . W eak coupling (B C S) regim e

The weak coupling BCS regim e is characterized by

�‘ > 0 and �‘ � �F � Tc;‘. For any given ‘,we �nd

the following valuesforthe coe�cients

a‘;m ‘1
;m ‘2

= �w‘ ln

�
T

Tc;‘

�

�m ‘1
;m ‘2

; (128)

b‘;fm ‘n
g(0) = 7‘;fm ‘n

g

�w‘ �(3)

8T 2
c;‘

�
�F

�0

� ‘

; (129)

c
i;j

‘;m ‘1
;m ‘2

= 7�
i;j

‘;m ‘1
;m ‘2

�w‘ �F�(3)

4�2T 2
c;‘

; (130)

d‘;m ‘1
;m ‘2

= �w‘

�
1

4�F
+ i

�

8Tc;‘

�

�m ‘1
;m ‘2

;(131)

where �w‘ = N (�F)(�F=�0)
‘=(4�) with N (�F) =

M VkF=(2�
2) is the density of states per spin at the

Ferm ienergy.Here �m ‘1
;m ‘2

isthe K roneckerdelta,and

�
i;j

‘;m ‘1
;m ‘2

and ‘;fm ‘g are angular averaged quantities

de�ned in App.X B. Notice that the criticaltransition

tem peratureisdeterm ined by deta‘ = 0.

In the particularcase,whereonly oneofthe spherical

harm onicsY‘;m ‘
(bk)isdom inantand characterizestheor-

derparam eter,we can rescalethe pairing �eld as

	
w
‘;m ‘

(x)=

s

b‘;fm ‘g(0)

�w
‘

�‘;m ‘
(x) (132)

to obtain the conventionalTDG L equation
"

� "‘+ j	 w
‘;m ‘

j2 �
X

i

(�G L‘;m ‘
)
2
ir

2
i + �G L‘;m ‘

@

@t

#

	
w
‘;m ‘

= 0:

(133)

Here,"‘ = (Tc;‘ � T)=Tc;‘ with j"‘j� 1,(�‘;m ‘
)2i(T)=

c
i;i

‘;m ‘;m ‘
=[2M a‘;m ‘;m ‘

]= (�G L‘;m ‘
)2i="‘ isthe characteristic

G L length and �‘;m ‘
= � id‘;m ‘;m ‘

=a‘;m ‘;m ‘
= �G L‘;m ‘

="‘ is

the characteristicG L tim e.

In this lim it, the G L coherence length is given by

kF(�
G L
‘;m ‘

)i = [7�
i;i

‘;m ‘;m ‘
�(3)=(4�2)]1=2(�F=Tc;‘); which

m akes (�G L‘;m ‘
)i m uch larger than the interparticle spac-

ing k
� 1
F
. There isa m ajordi�erence between ‘= 0 and

‘6= 0 pairingsregarding (�G L‘;m ‘
)i.W hilec

i;j

0;0;0 = c0;0;0�i;j

is isotropic, c
i;j

‘6= 0;m ‘1
;m ‘2

= c
i;i

‘;m ‘1
;m ‘2

�i;j is in general

anisotropic in space (see App. X B). Thus, (�G L0;0)i is

isotropicand (�G L‘6= 0;m ‘
)i isnot.

Furtherm ore, �G L‘;m ‘
= � i=(4�F)+ �=(8Tc;‘) showing

thatthe dynam ics of	 w
‘;m ‘

(x) is overdam ped reecting

thecontinuum offerm ionicexcitationsinto which a pair

can decay.In addition,thereisa sm allpropagatingterm

since there isno perfectparticle-hole sym m etry. Asthe

coupling grows,the coe�cient ofthe propagating term

increases while that ofthe dam ping term vanishes for

�‘ � 0. Thus,the m ode is propagating in strong cou-

pling reecting the stability ofthe bound statesagainst

the two particlecontinuum .

B . Strong coupling (B EC ) regim e

The strong coupling BEC regim e is characterized by

�‘ < 0 and �0 = k20=(2M )� j�‘j� Tc;‘. For‘= 0,we

�nd the following coe�cients

a0;0;0 = 2�s0

�

2j�0j� jeE b;0j

�

; (134)

b0;f0g(0) =
�s0

8�j�0j
; (135)

c
i;j

0;0;0 = �s0�i;j; (136)

d0;0;0 = 2�s0; (137)

where �s0 = N (�F)=(64
p
�Fj�0j):Sim ilarly,for‘6= 0,we

obtain

a‘6= 0;m ‘1
;m ‘2

= 2�
s
‘�‘

�

2j�‘j� jeE b;‘j

�

�m ‘1
;m ‘2

;(138)

b‘6= 0;fm ‘n
g(0) = 15‘;fm ‘n

g

�s‘
b�‘

2�0
; (139)

c
i;j

‘6= 0;m ‘1
;m ‘2

= �
s
‘�‘�m ‘1

;m ‘2
�i;j; (140)

d‘6= 0;m ‘1
;m ‘2

= 2�
s
‘�‘�m ‘1

;m ‘2
; (141)

where �s‘6= 0 = N (�F)=(64
p
��F�0): Here �‘ = �(‘ �

1=2)=�(‘+ 1) and b�‘ = �(2‘� 3=2)=�(2‘+ 2);where

�(x) is the G am m a function. Notice that,c
i;j

‘6= 0;m ‘1
;m ‘2

is isotropic in space for any ‘. Thus,the anisotropy of

theorderparam eterplaysa secondary rolein theTDG L

theory in thislim it.

In theparticularcase,whereonly oneofthe spherical

harm onicsY‘;m ‘
(bk)isdom inantand characterizestheor-

derparam eter,wecan rescalethe pairing �eld as

	
s
‘;m ‘

(x)=
p
d‘;m ‘;m ‘

�‘;m ‘
(x); (142)

to obtain the conventionalG ross-Pitaevskii(G P) equa-

tion
�

�B ;‘ + U‘;m ‘
j	 s

‘;m ‘
j2 �

r 2

2M B ;‘

� i
@

@t

�

	
s
‘;m ‘

= 0

(143)

for a dilute gas of bosons. Here, �B ;‘ =

� a‘;m ‘;m ‘
=d‘;m ‘;m ‘

= 2�‘ � eE b;‘ is the chem icalpoten-

tial, M B ;‘ = M d‘;m ‘;m ‘
=c

i;i

‘;m ‘;m ‘
= 2M is the m ass,

and U‘;m ‘
= b‘;fm ‘g(0)=d

2
‘;m ‘;m ‘

is the repulsive inter-

actions ofthe bosons. W e obtain,U0;0 = 4�a0=M and

U‘6= 0;m ‘
= 240�2

p
�b�‘‘;fm ‘g=(M �2‘k0) for ‘ = 0 and

‘ 6= 0,respectively. Notice that the m ass ofthe com -

positebosonsisindependentofthe anisotropy and sym -

m etry ofthe orderparam eterforany given ‘. However,

thisisnotthecasefortherepulsiveinteractionsbetween

bosons,which explicitly dependson ‘.

For‘= 0,U0;0 = 4�aB ;0=M B ;0 isdirectly proportional

to theferm ion (boson)scattering length a0 (aB ;0),where

aB ;0 = 2a0 isthe boson-boson scattering lenth.A better

estim ate for aB ;0 � 0:6a0 can be found in the litera-

ture48,49,50,51.W hilefor‘6= 0,U‘;m ‘
isa constant(inde-

pendentofthe scattering param etera‘)depending only
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on the interaction range k0 and the particular (‘;m ‘)

state. For a �nite range potential, nB ;‘U‘;m ‘
is sm all

com pared to �F, where nB ;‘ = n‘=2 is the density of

bosons. In the ‘ = 0 case nB ;0U0;0=�F = 4kFa0=(3�)

is m uch sm aller than unity. For ‘ 6= 0 and even,

nB ;‘U‘;m ‘
=�F = 80

p
�b�‘‘;fm ‘g=�

2
‘(kF=k0). In the case

of SHS states where ‘ 6= 0 and odd, nB ;‘U‘;m ‘
=�F =

40
p
�b�‘‘;fm ‘g=�

2
‘(kF=k0). The resultsforhigherangu-

lar m om entum channels reect the diluteness condition

(kF=k0)
3 � 1.

To calculate (�G L‘;m ‘
)i in the strong coupling lim it,

we need to know @�‘=@T evaluated at Tc;‘ (see be-

low). The tem perature dependence of�‘ in the vicin-

ity of Tc;‘ can be obtained by noticing that �B ;‘ =

en(T)U‘;m ‘
; where en(T) = nB ;‘

�
1� (T=Tc;‘)

3=2
�
: This

leads to kF(�
G L
‘;m ‘

)i = [�2=(2M kFU‘;m ‘
)]1=2 in the BEC

regim e.Using the asym ptoticvaluesofU‘;m ‘
,weobtain

kF(�
G L
0;0)i = [�=(8kFa0)]

1=2
for‘= 0 and kF(�

G L
‘6= 0;m ‘

)i =
h

�2‘=(480
p
�‘;fm ‘g

b�‘)

i1=2
(k0=kF)

1=2 for ‘ 6= 0. There-

fore,(�G L‘;m ‘
)i is also m uch larger than the interparticle

spacing k
� 1
F

in thislim it,since kFa0 ! 0 for‘= 0 and

k0 � kF forany ‘.

C . G inzburg-Landau C oherence length versus

average C ooper pair size

In the particularcase,whereonly oneofthe spherical

harm onicsY‘;m ‘
(bk)isdom inantand characterizestheor-

derparam eter,wecan de�netheG L coherencelength as

(�‘;m ‘
)2i(T) = c

i;i

‘;m ‘;m ‘
=(2M a‘;m ‘;m ‘

):An expansion of

the param eters a‘;m ‘;m ‘
and c

i;i

‘;m ‘;m ‘
in the vicinity of

Tc;‘ leadsto

(�‘;m ‘
)
2
i(T)� (�

G L
‘;m ‘

)
2
i

Tc;‘

Tc;‘� T
; (144)

wheretheprefactoristheG L coherencelength and given

by

(�
G L
‘;m ‘

)
2
i =

c
i;i

‘;m ‘;m ‘

2M Tc;‘

�
@a‘;m ‘;m ‘

@T

�� 1

T = Tc;‘

: (145)

The slopeofthe coe�cienta ‘;m ‘;m ‘
with respectto T is

given by

@a‘;m ‘;m ‘

@T
=

X

k

�
Y‘(k)

2T 2
+
@�‘

@T

�
Y‘(k)

2T�‘(k)
�
X‘(k)

�2
‘
(k)

��

�2‘(k)

8�
: (146)

Here X‘(k) and Y‘(k) are de�ned in App.X B. Notice

that,while @�‘=@T vanishesatTc;‘ in weak coupling,it

playsan im portantrolein strongcoupling.Furtherm ore,

while (�G L‘;m ‘
)i representing the phasecoherencelength is

largecom pared to interparticlespacing in both BCS and

BEC lim its,itshould havea m inim um near�‘ � 0.

Theprefactor(�G L‘;m ‘
)ioftheG L coherencelength m ust

be com pared with the averageCooperpairsize�
pair

‘
de-

�ned by

(�
pair

‘
)
2
=

hZ‘(k)jr
2jZ‘(k)i

hZ‘(k)jZ‘(k)i

= �
hZ‘(k)jr

2
k
jZ‘(k)i

hZ‘(k)jZ‘(k)i
; (147)

where Z‘(k) = � ‘(k)=[2E ‘(k)]is the zero tem perature

pairwavefunction.In theBCS lim it,�
pair

‘
ism uch larger

than theinterparticledistancek
� 1
F

sincetheCooperpairs

are weakly bound. Furtherm ore,for �‘ < 0,we expect

that�
pair

‘
isa decreasing function ofinteraction forany

‘,since Cooperpairsbecom e m ore tightly bound asthe

interactionincreases.Next,wecom pare(�G L‘;m ‘
)iand �

pair

‘

fors-wave(‘= 0)and p-wave(‘= 1)states.
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FIG . 23: Plots of G L coherence length kF �
G L
0;0 (solid

squares),and zero tem peratureCooperpairsize kF�
pair

0;0 (hol-

low squares)versusinteraction strength 1=(kF a0)atT = Tc;0

fork0 � 200kF .

In Fig. 23, a com parison between (�G L0;0)i and �
pair

0

is shown for s-wave (‘ = 0;m ‘ = 0). �
pair

0 changes

from kF�
pair

0 = [e=
p
2�](�F=Tc;0) in the BCS lim it

to kF�
pair

0 = [�F=(2j�0j)]
1=2 = kFa0=

p
2 in the BEC

lim it as the interaction increases. Here  � 0:577

is the Euler’s constant. Furtherm ore, when �0 = 0,

we obtain kF�
pair

0 =
p
7[�2(1=4)=

p
�]1=3=4 � 1:29;

where �(x) is the G am m a function. Notice that,�
pair

0

is continuous at �0 = 0, and m onotonically decreas-

ing function of 1=(kFa0) with a lim iting value con-

trolled by a0 in strong coupling. However, (�G L0;0)i is

a non-m onotonic function of 1=(kFa0) having a m ini-

m um around 1=(kFa0) � 0:32 (�0 = 0). It changes

from kF(�
G L
0;0)i = [7�(3)=(12�2)]1=2(�F=Tc;0) in the BCS

to kF(�
G L
0;0)i = [�=(8kFa0)]

1=2 in the BEC lim it as the

coupling increases,where �(x)isthe Zeta function. No-
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tice that,(�G L0;0)i grows as 1=
p
kFa0 in strong coupling

lim it.
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FIG . 24: Plots of G L coherence length kF�
G L
1;0 (solid

squares),and zero tem peratureCooperpairsizekF�
pair

1;0 (hol-

low squares)versusinteraction strength 1=(k3F a1)atT = Tc;1

fork0 � 200kF .

In Fig.24,a com parison between (�G L1;0)z and �
pair

1 is

shown for p-wave (‘ = 1;m ‘ = 0). Notice that,�
pair

1 is

nonanalytic at �1 = 0,and is a m onotonically decreas-

ing function of1=(k3Fa1)with a lim iting value controlled

by kF=k0 in strong coupling. This nonanalytic behav-

ior is associated with the change in E 1(k) from gapless

(with linenodes)in theBCS to fully gapped in theBEC

side. However,(�G L1;0)z is a non-m onotonic function of

1=(k3Fa1) having a m inim um around 1=(k3Fa1) � 0:02

(�1 = 0). It changes from kF(�
G L
1;0)x = kF(�

G L
1;0)y =

kF(�
G L
1;0)z=

p
3 = [7�(3)=(20�2)]1=2(�F=Tc;1) in the BCS

to kF(�
G L
1;0)i = [�k0=(36kF)]

1=2 in the BEC lim it as the

coupling increases. Notice that,�G L1;0 saturatesin strong

coupling lim itreecting the �nite rangeofinteractions.

It is im portant to em phasize that (�G L‘;m ‘
)z shown in

Figs.(23)and (24)isonly qualitativein theinterm ediate

regim earound unitarity 1=(k
2‘+ 1
F

a‘)= 0sinceourtheory

isnotstrictly applicablein thatregion.

V III. C O N C LU SIO N S

In this m anuscript,we extended the s-wave (‘ = 0)

functionalintegralform alism to �nite angular m om en-

tum ‘ including two hyper�ne states (THS) pseudo-

spin singlet and single hyper�ne states (SHS) pseudo-

spin triplet channels. W e analyzed analytically super-

uid propertiesofa diluteFerm igasin theground state

(T = 0)and nearcriticaltem peratures(T � Tc;‘)from

weakcoupling(BCS)tostrongcoupling(BEC)asafunc-

tion ofscattering param eter (a‘) for arbitrary ‘. How-

ever,wepresented num ericalresultsonly forTHS s-wave

and SHS p-wave sym m etries which m ay be relevant for

currentexperim ents involving atom ic Ferm igases. The

m ain resultsofourpaperareasfollows.

First,weanalyzed thelow energy scatteringam plitude

within aT-m atrixapproach.W efound thatbound states

occur only when a‘ > 0 for any ‘. The energy ofthe

bound statesE b;‘ involvesonly thescattering param eter

a0 for‘= 0.However,anotherparam eterrelated to the

interaction range 1=k0 is necessary to characterize E b;‘

for‘6= 0. Therefore,allsuperuid propertiesfor‘6= 0

depend stronglyon k0 and a‘,whilefor‘= 0theydepend

strongly only on a0 butweakly on k0.

Second, we discussed the order param eter, chem ical

potential,quasiparticleexcitations,m om entum distribu-

tion, atom ic com pressibility, ground state energy, col-

lective m odes and average Cooper pair size at T = 0.

There we showed that the evolution from BCS to BEC

is just a crossover for ‘ = 0,while the sam e evolution

for‘6= 0 exhibitsa quantum phasetransition character-

ized by a gapless superuid on the BCS side to a fully

gapped superuid on the BEC side. This transition is

a m any body e�ectand takesplaceexactly when chem i-

calpotential�‘6= 0 crossesthebottom oftheferm ion band

(�‘6= 0 = 0),and isbestreected asnon-analyticbehavior

in the ground state atom ic com pressibility,m om entum

distribution and averageCooperpairsize.

Third,wediscussed thecriticaltem perature,chem ical

potential,and the num ber ofunbound,scattering and

bound ferm ions at T = Tc;‘. W e found that the criti-

calBEC tem perature is the highest for ‘ = 0. W e also

derived thetim e-dependentG inzburg-Landau functional

(TDG L) near Tc;‘ and extracted the G inzburg-Landau

(G L)coherencelength and tim e.W erecovered theusual

TDG L equation forBCS superuidsin theweakcoupling

lim it,whereasin the strong coupling lim itwe recovered

the G ross-Pitaevskii(G P) equation for a weakly inter-

acting dilute Bose gas. The TDG L equation exhibits

anisotropic coherence lengths for ‘ 6= 0 which becom e

isotropiconly in the BEC lim it,in sharp contrastto the

‘ = 0 case,where the coherence length is isotropic for

allcouplings. Furtherm ore,the G L tim e is a com plex

num ber with a larger im aginary com ponent for �‘ > 0

reecting thedecay ofCooperpairsinto thetwo particle

continuum . However,for �‘ < 0 the im aginary com po-

nentvanishesand Cooperpairsbecom estableaboveTc;‘.

In sum m ary,the BCS to BEC evolution in higheran-

gularm om entum (‘ 6= 0)states exhibit quantum phase

transitionsand ism uch richerthan in conventional‘= 0

s-wave system s,where there is only a crossover. These

‘ 6= 0 states m ight be found not only in atom ic Ferm i

gases,butalsoin nuclear(pairingin nuclei),astrophysics

(neutron stars) and condensed m atter (high-Tc and or-

ganicsuperconductors)system s.
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X . A P P EN D IX

A . Expansion C oe� cients at T = 0

From therotated uctuation m atrix eF
� 1

‘
(q)expressed

in the am plitude-phase basis, we can obtain the ex-

pansion coe�cients necessary to calculate the collective

m odesatT = 0. In the long wavelength (jqj! 0),and

low frequency lim it(w ! 0)the condition

fw;
qiqj

2M
g � m inf2E ‘(k)g; (148)

is used. W hile there is no Landau dam ping and a well

de�ned expansion is possible for ‘ = 0 case for allcou-

plings,extra care is necessary for ‘ 6= 0 when �‘ > 0

sinceLandau dam ping ispresent.

In allthe expressionsbelow we use the following sim -

plifying notation _�i‘ = @�‘(k + q=2)=@qi;��
i;j

‘
= @�‘(k +

q=2)=(@qi@qj); _� i
‘ = @� ‘(k + q=2)=@qi and ��

i;j

‘
=

@2� ‘(k + q=2)=(@qi@qj);which areevaluated atq = 0.

Thecoe�cientsnecessarytoobtain them atrixelem ent

(eF
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)11 are

A ‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
=

�m ‘;m
0

‘

4�V� 1�‘

�
X

k

�2‘

2E 3
‘

�
2
‘(k)Y‘;m ‘

(bk)Y �
‘;m 0

‘

(bk);(149)

corresponding to the (q = 0;w = 0)term ,

C
i;j

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

=
X

k

�‘(k)

4E 7
‘
(k)

�
��
i;j

‘
E
2
‘(k)

�
�
2
‘(k)� 2�

2
‘(k)

�

+ 3��
i;j

‘
E 2
‘(k)�‘(k)� ‘(k)+ 5_�i‘

_�
j

‘
�
2
‘(k)�

2
‘(k)

+ _�
i
‘
_�
j

‘
�‘(k)

�
�2‘(k)� 4�

2
‘(k)

�

+ (_�i‘
_�
j

‘
+ _�

j

‘
_�
i
‘)� ‘(k)

�
2�

2
‘(k)� 3�2‘(k)

�	

�
2
‘(k)Y‘;m ‘

(bk)Y
�
‘;m 0

‘

(bk); (150)

corresponding to the qiqj term ,and

D ‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
=
X

k

�2‘(k)

8E 5
‘
(k)

�
2
‘(k)Y‘;m ‘

(bk)Y �
‘;m 0

‘

(bk); (151)

corresponding to the w 2 term . Here �m ‘;m
0

‘
is the K ro-

neckerdelta.

Thecoe�cientsnecessarytoobtain them atrixelem ent

(eF
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)22 are

P‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
=

�m ‘;m
0

‘

4�V� 1�‘

�
X

k

1

2E ‘(k)
�
2
‘(k)Y‘;m ‘

(bk)Y �
‘;m 0

‘

(bk);(152)

corresponding to the (q = 0;w = 0)term ,

Q
i;j

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

=
X

k

1

4E 5
‘
(k)

�
��
i;j

‘
E 2
‘(k)�‘(k)

+ ��
i;j

‘
E 2
‘(k)� ‘(k)

+ 3_�i‘
_�
j

‘
�
2
‘(k)+ 3 _�

i
‘
_�
j

‘
�2‘(k)

� 3(_�i‘
_�
j

‘
+ _�

j

‘
_�
i
‘)�‘(k)� ‘(k)

	

�
2
‘(k)Y‘;m ‘

(bk)Y
�
‘;m 0

‘

(bk); (153)

corresponding to the qiqj term ,and

R ‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
=
X

k

1

8E 3
‘
(k)

�
2
‘(k)Y‘;m ‘

(bk)Y
�
‘;m 0

‘

(bk); (154)

corresponding to the w 2 term .

Thecoe�cientsnecessarytoobtain them atrixelem ent

(eF
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

)12 is

B ‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
=
X

k

�‘(k)

4E 3
‘
(k)

�
2
‘(k)Y‘;m ‘

(bk)Y �
‘;m 0

‘

(bk); (155)

corresponding to the w term .

B . Expansion C oe� cients at T = Tc;‘

In thissection,weperform asm allq and ivj ! w + i0+

expansion nearTc;‘,whereweassum ed thattheuctua-

tion �eld � ‘;m ‘
(x;t)isa slowly varyingfunction ofx and

t.

The zeroth ordercoe�cientL
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

(0;0)is diagonal

in m ‘ and m
0
‘,and isgiven by

a‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
=
�m ‘;m

0

‘

4�

"

V

�‘
�
X

k

X‘(k)

2�‘(k)
�
2
‘(k)

#

; (156)

where X‘(k)= tanh[��‘(k)=2].The second ordercoe�-

cient M @2L
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

(q;0)=(@qi@qj) evaluated at q = 0 is

given by

c
i;j

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

=
1

4�

X

k

�
�
X‘(k)

8�2
‘
(k)

�
�Y‘(k)

16�‘(k)

�

�m ‘;m
0

‘
�i;j

+ �
i;j

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

�2k2X‘(k)Y‘(k)

16M �‘(k)

	
�
2
‘(k); (157)

whereY‘(k)= sech
2
[��‘(k)=2]and the angularaverage

�
i;j

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

=

Z

dbkbkibkjY‘;m ‘
(bk)Y �

‘;m 0

‘

(bk): (158)

Here,dbk = sin(�k)d�kd�k,bkx = sin(�k)cos(�k),bky =

sin(�k)sin(�k) and bkz = cos(�k). In general,�
i;j

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

is a fourth order tensor for �xed ‘. However, in the

particularcase where only one ofthe sphericalharm on-

icsY‘;m ‘
(bk)isdom inantand characterizesthe orderpa-

ram eter, �
i;j

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

= �
i;j

‘;m ‘;m ‘
�m ‘;m

0

‘
is diagonalin m ‘

and m 0
‘. In this case, we use G aunt coe�cients53 to
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show that �
i;j

‘;m ‘;m ‘
is also diagonalin i and j leading

to �
i;j

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

= �
i;i

‘;m ‘;m ‘
�m ‘;m

0

‘
�i;j.

Thecoe�cientoffourth orderterm isapproxim ated at

qn = 0,and given by

b‘;fm ‘n
g(0) =

‘;fm ‘n
g

4�
X

k

�
X‘(k)

4�3
‘
(k)

�
�Y‘(k)

8�2
‘
(k)

�

�
4
‘(k);(159)

wherethe angularaverage

‘;fm ‘n
g =

Z

dbkY‘;m ‘1
(bk)Y �

‘;m ‘2

(bk)

Y‘;m ‘3
(bk)Y �

‘;m ‘4

(bk): (160)

To extract the tim e-dependence, we expand

Q ‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
(ivj) = L

� 1

‘:m ‘;m
0

‘

(q = 0;ivj)� L
� 1

‘;m ‘;m
0

‘

(0;0) in

powersofw aftertheanalyticcontinuationivj ! w+ i0+ .

W e use the relation (x � i0+ )� 1 = P (1=x)� i��(x),

where P is the principal value and �(x) is the Delta

function,to obtain

Q ‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
(ivj)= �

�m ‘;m
0

‘

4�

"
X

k

X‘(k)

4�2
‘
(k)

�
2
‘(k)

� i�
X

k

X‘(k)�[2�‘(k)� w]�2‘(k)

#

(161)

K eeping only the �rst order term s in w leads to

Q ‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
(w + i0+ )= � d‘;m ‘;m

0

‘
w + :::,where

d‘;m ‘;m
0

‘
=

�m ‘;m
0

‘

4�

"
X

k

X‘(k)

4�2
‘
(k)

�
2
‘(k)

+ i
��

8
N (�F)

r
�‘

�F
�
2
‘(�‘)�(� ‘)

�

(162)

is also diagonal in m ‘ and m 0
‘. Here N (�F) =

M VkF=(2�
2)isthedensityofstatesperspin attheFerm i

energy,�2‘(x)= (�0x
‘)=(�0+ x)

‘+ 1 istheinteraction sym -

m etry in term sofenergy and �(x)istheHeavisidefunc-

tion.
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