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We present a theory of a degenerate atomic Fermi gas, interacting through a narrow Feshbach
resonance, whose position and therefore strength can be tuned experimentally, as demonstrated
recently in ultracold trapped atomic gases. The distinguishing feature of the theory is that its
accuracy is controlled by a dimensionless parameter proportional to the ratio of the width of the
resonance to Fermi energy. The theory is therefore quantitatively accurate for a narrow Feshbach
resonance. In the case of a narrow s-wave resonance, our analysis leads to a quantitative description
of the crossover between a weakly-paired BCS superconductor of overlapping Cooper pairs and a
strongly-paired molecular Bose-Einstein condensate of diatomic molecules. In the case of pairing
via a p-wave resonance, that we show is always narrow for a sufficiently low density, we predict a
detuning-temperature phase diagram, that in the course of a BCS-BEC crossover can exhibit a host
of thermodynamically-distinct phases separated by quantum and classical phase transitions. For an
intermediate strength of the dipolar anisotropy, the system exhibits a px + ipy paired superfluidity
that undergoes a topological phase transition between a weakly-coupled gapless ground state at large
positive detuning and a strongly-paired fully-gapped molecular superfluid for a negative detuning.
In two dimensions the former state is characterized by a Pfaffian ground state exhibiting topological
order and non-Abelian vortex excitations familiar from fractional quantum Hall systems.
PACS numbers: 03.75.Ss, 67.90.+z, 74.20.Rp
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I.
A.

INTRODUCTION

Weakly- and strongly-paired fermionic
superfluids

Paired superfluidity in Fermi systems is a rich subject with a long history dating back to the discovery
of superconductivity (charged superfluidity) in mercury
by Kamerlingh Onnes in 1911. Despite considerable
progress on the phenomenological level and many experimental realizations in other metals that followed, a detailed microscopic explanation of superconductivity had
to await seminal breakthrough by Bardeen, Cooper and
Schrieffer (BCS) (for the history of the subject see, for
example, Ref. [1] and references therein). They discovered that in a degenerate, finite density system, an arbitrarily weak fermion attraction destabilizes the Fermi
sea (primarily in a narrow shell around the Fermi energy) to a coherent state of strongly overlaping “Cooper
pairs” composed of weakly correlated time-reversed pairs
of fermions.
In contrast, superfluidity in systems (e.g., liquid 4 He),
where constituent fermions (neutrons, protons, electrons)
are strongly bound into a nearly point-like bosonic atom,
was readily qualitatively identified with the strongly interacting liquid limit of the Bose-Einstein condensation

of composite bosonic 4 He atoms (for a review, see for
example Ref. [2]).
While such weakly- and strongly-paired fermionic swave superfluids were well understood by early 1960’s,
the relation between them and a quantitative treatment
of the latter remained unclear until Eagles’s [3] and later
Leggett’s [4], and Nozières and Schmitt-Rink’s [5] seminal works. Working with the mean-field BCS model,
that is quantitatively valid only for a weak attraction
and high density (a superconducting gap much smaller
than the Fermi energy), they boldly applied the model
outside its quantitative range of validity [6] to fermions
with an arbitrarily strong attraction. Effectively treating the BCS state as a variational ground state, such
approach connected in a concrete mean-field model the
two types of s-wave paired superfluids, explicitly demonstrating that they are two extreme regimes of the same
phenomenon, connected by a smooth (analytic) crossover
as the strength of attractive interaction is varied from
weak to strong. This lack of qualitative distinction between a “metallic” (BCS) and “molecular” (BEC) s-wave
superfluids, both of which are characterized by a complex scalar (bosonic) order parameter Ψ, was also anticipated much earlier based on symmetry grounds by the
Ginzburg-Landau theory [1].
Nevertheless, the two types of superfluids regimes
exhibit drastically (quantitatively [7]) distinct phenomenologies [5, 8]. While in a weakly-paired BCS superconductor the transition temperature Tc nearly coincides with the Cooper-pair binding (dissociation) energy, that is exponentially small in the pairing potential, in the strongly-paired BEC superfluid Tc is determined by the density, set by the Fermi temperature, and
is nearly independent of the attractive interaction between fermions. In such strongly coupled systems the
binding energy, setting the temperature scale T∗ above
which the composite boson dissociates into its constituent
fermions (e.g., of order eV in 4 He) can therefore be orders of magnitude larger than the actually condensation
temperature Tc ≪ T∗ . This large separation between Tc
and T∗ is reminiscent of the phenomenology observed in
the high-temperature superconductors (with the range
Tc < T < T∗ referred to as the “pseudo-gap” regime),
rekindling interest in the BCS-BEC crossover in the mid90’s [8] and more recently [9].
With a discovery of novel superconducting materials
(e.g., high-Tc ’s, heavy fermion compounds), and superfluids (3 He), that are believed to exhibit finite angular
momentum pairing, the nature of strongly- and weaklypaired superfluids has received even more attention. It
was soon appreciated [10–12] that, in contrast to the
s-wave case, strongly and weakly paired states at a finite angular momentum are qualitatively distinct. This
is most vividly illustrated in three dimensions, where
for weak attraction a two-particle bound state is absent,
the pairing is stabilized by a Fermi surface and therefore necessarily exhibits nodes and gapless excitations
in the finite angular momentum paired state. In con-
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trast, for strong attraction a two-particle bound state
appears, thereby exhibiting a fully-gapped superfluidity with concomitant drastically distinct low temperature thermodynamics. Other, more subtle topological
distinctions, akin to quantum Hall states, between the
two types of paired grounds states also exist and have
been investigated [10, 11]. Consequently, these qualitative distinctions require a genuine quantum phase transition (rather than an analytic crossover, as in the case of
s-wave superfluid) to separate the weakly and stronglypaired states. This transition should be accessible if the
pairing strength were experimentally tunable.
B.

U(r)
closed channel
Zeeman
splitting

r

Paired superfluidity via a Feshbach resonance

The interest in paired superfluidity was recently revived by the experimental success in producing degenerate (temperature well below Fermi energy) trapped
atomic Fermi gases of 6 Li and 40 K [13–16]. A remarkable
new experimental ingredient is that the atomic two-body
interactions in these systems can be tuned by an external
magnetic field to be dominated by the so-called Feshbach
resonant (FR) [17, 18] scattering through an intermediate molecular (virtual or real bound) state.
As depicted in Fig. 1, such tunable Feshbach resonance [19] arises in a system where the interaction potential between two atoms depends on their total electron
spin state, admitting a bound state in one spin channel (usually referred to as the “closed channel”, typically
an approximate electron spin-singlet). The interaction
in the second [20] “open” channel (usually electron spin
triplet, that is too shallow to admit a bound state) is then
dominated by a scattering through this closed channel
resonance [21]. Since the two channels, coupled by the
hyperfine interaction, generically have distinct magnetic
moments, their relative energies (the position of the Feshbach resonance) and therefore the open-channel atomic
interaction can be tuned via an external magnetic field
through the Zeeman splitting, as depicted in Fig. 1.
In the dilute, two-body limit the low-energy s-wave
Feshbach resonant scattering is characterized by an swave scattering length, that, as illustrated in Fig.2, is
observed to behave according to [22, 23]


Hw
a(H) = abg 1 −
,
(1.1)
H − H0
diverging as the magnetic field passes through a (systemdependent) field H0 , corresponding to a tuning of the
resonance through zero energy. (Analogously, a p-wave
resonance is characterized by a scattering volume v(H),
as discussed in detail in Sec. II B). In above, the experimentally measurable parameters abg and Hw are, respectively, the background (far off-resonance) scattering
length and the so-called (somewhat colloquially; see [24])
magnetic “resonance width”.
An s-wave Feshbach resonance is also characterized by
an additional length scale, the so-called effective range

open channel

FIG. 1: Interactions between the atoms generically depends
on their mutual spin state. This figure depicts two potentials
corresponding to two spin states of the pairs of atoms. One of
them (usually referred to as an “open channel”) is too weak to
support a bound state, while the other (a “closed channel”)
supports a bound state, but is energetically unfavorable at
large distances. The closed channel potential can be moved
vertically with respect to the open channel potential via the
Zeeman effect, by changing an external magnetic field.

r0 , and a corresponding energy scale
Γ0 =

4~2
,
mr02

(1.2)

that only weakly depend on H. This important scale
measures the intrinsic energy width of the two-body resonance and is related to the measured magnetic-field width
Hw via
Γ0 ≈ 4mµ2B a2bg Hw2 /~2 ,

(1.3)

with µB the Bohr magneton. Γ0 sets an energy crossover
scale between two regimes of (low- and intermediateenergy) behavior of two-atom s-wave scattering amplitude.
A key observation is that, independent of the nature of
the complicated atomic interaction leading to a Feshbach
resonance, its resonant physics outside of the short microscopic (molecular size of the closed-channel) scale can
be correctly captured by a pseudo-potential with an identical low-energy two-body scattering amplitude, that, for
example, can be modeled by a far simpler potential exhibiting a minimum separated by a large barrier, as illustrated in Fig. 5. The large barrier suppresses the decay rate of the molecular quasi-bound state inside the
well, guaranteeing its long lifetime even when its energy
is tuned above the bottom of the continuum of states.
Although such potential scattering, Fig. 5 is microscopically quite distinct from the Feshbach resonance, Fig. 1,
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C.

a

Narrow vs wide resonances and model’s validity

An atomic gas at a finite density n (of interest to us
here) provides an additional length, n−1/3 ∼ kF−1 and
corresponding energy, ǫF = ~2 kF2 /2m scales. For the swave resonance, these scales, when combined with the
length r0 or the resonance width Γ0 , respectively, allow
us to define an s-wave dimensionless parameter (with numerical factor chosen for later convenience)

a bg
H0

H

FIG. 2: A schematic of a typical, experimentally observed
behavior of an s-wave scattering length a(H) as a function of
magnetic field H in a vicinity of a Feshbach resonance.

this distinction only appears at high energies. As we
will see, the low energy physics of a shallow resonance
is controlled by a nearly universal scattering amplitude,
that depends only weakly on the microscopic origin of
the resonance. Loosely speaking, for a large barrier of
a potential scattering depicted on Fig. 5 one can associate (quasi-) bound state inside the well with the closed
molecular channel, the outside scattering states with the
open channel, and the barrier height with the hyperfine
interactions-driven hybridization of the open and closed
channels of the Feshbach resonant system. The appropriate theoretical model was first suggested in Ref. [19],
and in turn exhibits two-body physics identical to that
of the famous Fano-Anderson model [25] of a single level
inside a continuum (see Appendix B).
A proximity to a Feshbach resonance allows a high
tunability (possible even in “real” time) of attractive
atomic interactions in these Feshbach-resonant systems,
through a resonant control of the s-wave scattering length
a(H), Eq. (1.1) via a magnetic field. As we will discuss
in Sec. VII, a p-wave Feshbach resonance similarly permits studies of p-wave interacting systems with the interaction tunable via a resonant behavior of the scattering volume v(H). This thus enables studies of paired
superfluids across the full crossover between the BCS
regime of weakly-paired, strongly overlapping Cooper
pairs, and the BEC regime of tightly bound (closedchannel), weakly interacting diatomic molecules. More
broadly, it allows access to interacting atomic manybody systems in previously unavailable highly coherent
and even nonequilibrium regimes [26–28], unimaginable
in more traditional solid state systems.

γs =

√ r
8 Γ0
8 ~
=
,
π
ǫF
π kF |r0 |

(1.4)

that measures the width of the resonance or equivalently
the strength of the Feshbach resonance coupling (hybridization of an atom-pair with a molecule) relative to
Fermi energy. For a p-wave (and higher angular momentum) resonance a similar dimensionless parameter can be
defined (see below). The key resonance-width parameter
γ [24] naturally allows a distinction between two types
of finite density Feshbach-resonant behaviors, a narrow
(γ ≪ 1) and broad (γ ≫ 1). Physically, these are distinguished by how the width Γ0 compares with a typical
atomic kinetic energy ǫF . Equivalently, they are contrasted by whether upon growth near the resonance, the
scattering length a(H) first reaches the effective range
|r0 | (broad resonance) or the atom spacing ℓ (narrow resonance).
Systems exhibiting a narrow resonant pairing are extremely attractive from the theoretical point of view. As
was first emphasized in Ref. 28 and detailed in this paper, such systems can be accurately modeled by a simple two-channel Hamiltonian characterized by the small
dimensionless parameter γ, that remains small (corresponding to long-lived molecules) throughout the BCSBEC crossover. Hence, while nontrivial and strongly
interacting, narrow Feshbach resonant systems allow a
quantitative analytical description, detailed below, that
can be made arbitrarily accurate (exact in the zero resonance width limit), with corrections controlled by powers of the small dimensionless parameter γ, computable
through a systematic perturbation theory in γ. The
ability to treat narrowly resonant systems perturbatively
physically stems from the fact that such an interaction,
although arbitrarily strong at a particular energy, is confined only to a narrow energy window around a resonant
energy.
As we will show in this paper [28], such narrow resonant systems exhibit a following simple picture of a
pairing superfluid across the BCS-BEC crossover, illustrated in Fig. 3. For a Feshbach resonance tuned to a
positive (detuning) energy the closed-channel state is a
resonance [29], that generically leads to a negative scattering length and an effective attraction between two
atoms in the open-channel. For detuning larger than
twice the Fermi energy, most of the atoms are in the
open-channel, forming a weakly BCS-paired Fermi sea,
with exponentially small molecular density, induced by a
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weak Feshbach resonant (2-)atom-molecule coupling (hybridization). The BCS-BEC crossover initiates as the
detuning is lowered below 2ǫF , where a finite density
of atoms binds into Bose-condensed (at T = 0) closedchannel quasi-molecules, stabilized by the Pauli principle.
The formed molecular (closed-channel) superfluid coexists with the strongly-coupled BCS superfluid of (openchannel) Cooper pairs, that, while symmetry-identical
and hybridized with it by the Feshbach resonant coupling
is physically distinct from it. This is made particularly
vivid in highly anisotropic, one dimensional traps, where
the two distinct (molecular and Cooper-pair) superfluids can actually decouple due to quantum fluctuations
suppressing the Feshbach coupling at low energies [30].
The crossover to BEC superfluid terminates around zero
detuning, where conversion of open-channel atoms (forming Cooper pairs) into closed-channel molecules is nearly
complete. In the asymptotic regime of a negative detuning a true bound state appears in the closed-channel,
leading to a positive scattering length and a two-body
repulsion in the open-channel. In between, as the position of the Feshbach resonance is tuned through zero
energy, the system is taken through (what would at
zero density be) a strong unitary scattering limit, corresponding to a divergent scattering length, that is nevertheless quantitatively accessible in a narrow resonance
limit, where γs ∼ 1/(kF r0 ) plays the role of a small
parameter. This contrasts strongly with systems interacting via a featureless attractive (e.g., short-range twobody) potential, where due to a lack of a large potential barrier (see Fig. 12) no well-defined (long-lived) resonant state exists at positive energy and a parameter
γs (proportional to the inverse of effective range r0 ) is
effectively infinite. For such broad-resonance systems,
a gas parameter n1/3 |a(H)| is the only dimensionless
parameter. Although for a dilute gas (n1/3 abg ≪ 1) a
controlled, perturbative analysis (in a gas parameter)
of such systems is possible away from the resonance,
where n1/3 |a(H)| ≪ 1, a description of the gas (no
matter how dilute), sufficiently close to the resonance,
such that n1/3 |a(H)| > 1 is quantitatively intractable in
broad-resonance systems [31]. This important distinction between the narrow and broad Feshbach resonances
and corresponding perturbatively-(in)accessible regions
in the kF - a−1 plane around a Feshbach resonance are
illustrated in Fig. 4.
Nevertheless, because of their deceiving simplicity and
experimental motivation (most current experimental systems are broad), these broad-resonance systems (exhibiting no long-lived positive energy resonance [29]) were a
focus of the aforementioned earlier studies [3–5, 8] that
provided a valuable qualitative elucidation of the BCSBEC crossover into the strongly-paired BEC superfluids. However, (recent refinements, employing enlightening but uncontrolled approximations notwithstanding [9, 19, 32, 33]) these embellished mean-field descriptions are quantitatively untrustworthy outside of the BCS
regime, where weak interaction (relative to the Fermi en-
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FIG. 3: An illustration of the BCS-BEC crossover in the limit
of a narrow Feshbach resonance width, γs ≪ 1. The evolution
with detuning ω0 is illustrated, with (a) the BCS regime of
ω0 > 2ǫF , where particles are predominantly open-channel
atoms forming a Cooper-paired Fermi sea, (b) the crossover
regime of 0 < ω0 < 2ǫF , where a fraction of atoms between ω0
and ǫF have converted into a BEC of bosonic (closed-channel)
molecules, with the rest forming a Cooper-paired Fermi sea
at a chemical potential µ, and (c) the BEC regime of ω0 < 0,
where (to order γs ≪ 1) only Bose-condensed molecules are
present.

ergy) provides a small parameter justifying a mean-field
treatment – and outside of the BEC regime where, although mean-field techniques break down, a treatment
perturbative in n1/3 |a| ≪ 1 is still possible [6]. The inability to quantitatively treat the crossover regime for
generic (non-resonant) interactions is not an uncommon
situation in physics, where quantitative analysis of the
intermediate coupling regime requires an exact or numerical solution [34]. By integrating out the virtual molecular state, systems interacting through a broad (large γ)
resonance can be reduced to a nonresonant two-body interaction of effectively infinite γ, and are therefore, not
surprisingly, also do not allow a quantitatively accurate
perturbative analysis outside of the BCS weak-coupling
regime [31].
The study of a fermionic gas interacting via a broad
resonance reveals the following results. If a < 0 (the interactions are attractive but too weak to support a bound
state) and n1/3 |a| ≪ 1, such a superfluid is the standard BCS superconductor described accurately by the
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kF~ n

U(r)

1/3

U(r)

broad FR

narrow FR

n 1/3 a =1
r

r0−1
pertubatively
inaccessible

a −1
0

FIG. 4: An illustration of perturbatively accessible and inaccessible (grey) regions in the inverse particle spacing vs inverse scattering length, n1/3 –a−1 plane around a Feshbach
resonace, where a diverges. Note that outside the grey region,
even for a broad Feshbach resonance there is a small parameter that is either the gas parameter or Feshbach resonance
coupling, or both, and hence the system can be analyzed perturbative.
.

mean-field BCS theory. If a > 0 (the interactions are
attractive and strong enough to support a bound state)
and n1/3 a ≪ 1, the fermions pair up to form molecular
bosons which then Bose condense. The resulting molecular Bose condensate can be studied using n1/3 a as a small
parameter. In particular, in a very interesting regime
where a ≫ |r0 | (even though a ≪ n−1/3 ) the scattering
length of the bosons becomes approximately ab ≈ 0.6a
[35], and the Bose condensate behaves as a weakly interacting Bose gas with that scattering length [36], as shown
in Ref. [6]. Finally, when |a|n1/3 ≫ 1, the mean-field theory breaks down, the superfluid is said to be in the BCSBEC crossover regime, and its properties so far could
for the most part be only studied numerically, although
with some encouraging recent analytical progress in this
direction [31]. Much effort is especially concentrated on
understanding the |a|n1/3 → ∞ unitary regime [34] (so
called because the fermion scattering proceeds in the unitary limit and the behavior of the superfluid becomes
universal, independent of anything but its density).
In this paper we concentrate solely on resonantlypaired superfluids with narrow resonances, amenable to
an accurate treatment by mean-field theory regardless
of the scattering length a. The identification of a small
parameter [28, 31], allowing a quantitative treatment of
the BCS-BEC crossover in resonantly-paired superfluids
in itself constitutes a considerable theoretical progress.
In practice most s-wave Feshbach resonances studied up

r

FIG. 5: A potential with a low-energy bound state whose energy is shown by a dashed line. If the potential is modified to
make it more shallow, the bound state disappears altogether,
replaced by a virtual bound state. If the potential is made
even more shallow, a resonance - a state with positive energy
and finite lifetime - appears.

to now correspond to γs ≃ 10, which is consistent with
the general consensus in the literature that they are wide.
Yet one notable exception is the very narrow resonance
discussed in Ref. [14] where we estimate γs ≃ 0.1; for a
more detailed discussion of this, see Sec. IX.
Even more importantly is the observation that the perturbative parameter γ is density- (Fermi energy, ǫF ) de√
√
pendent, scaling as γs ∼ 1/ ǫF , γp ∼ ǫF for an swave and p-wave Feshbach resonant pairing respectively.
Hence, even resonances that are classified as broad for
currently achievable densities can in principle be made
narrow by working at higher atomic densities.

D.

Finite angular momentum resonant pairing:
p-wave superfluidity

We also study a p-wave paired superfluidity driven by a
p-wave Feshbach resonance, where the molecular (closedchannel) level is in the angular momentum ℓ = 1 state.
While in degenerate atomic gases a p-wave superfluidity
has not yet been experimentally demonstrated, the existence of a p-wave Feshbach resonance at a two-body level
has been studied in exquisite experiments in 40 K and 6 Li
[37, 38]. Recently, these have duly attracted considerable
theoretical attention [39–43].
One might worry that at low energies, because of the
centrifugal barrier, s-wave scattering will always dominate over a finite angular momentum pairing. However,
this is easily avoided by working with a single fermion
species, in which the Pauli exclusion principle prevents
identical fermionic atoms from scattering via an s-wave
channel, with a p-wave scattering therefore dominating [44]. Being the lowest angular momentum channel in
a single-species fermionic gas not forbidden by the Pauli
exclusion principle, a p-wave interaction is furthermore
special in that, at low energies it strongly dominates over
the higher (than ℓ = 1) angular momentum channels.
There is a large number of features special to p-wave
resonant superfluids that make them extremely inter-
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esting, far more so than their s-wave cousins. Firstly,
as we will show in Sec. II B and V B 2, p-wave (and
higher angular-momentum) resonances are naturally narrow, since at finite density a dimensionless measure of
1/2
ℓ−1/2
their width scales as γp ≡ γ1 ∼ ǫF (γℓ ∼ ǫF
in the
ℓ angular momentum channel), that in contrast to the
s-wave case can be made arbitrarily narrow by simply
working at sufficiently low densities (small ǫF ). Consequently, a narrow p-wave Feshbach-resonant superfluid,
that can be described arbitrarily accurately [45] at sufficiently low densities for any value of detuning, is, in
principle, experimentally realizable.
Secondly, superfluids paired at a finite angularmomentum are characterized by richer order parameters
(as exemplified by a p-wave paired 3 He, heavy-fermion
compounds, and d-wave high-Tc superconductors) corresponding to different projections of a finite angular momentum and distinct symmetries, and therefore admit
sharp quantum (and classical) phase transitions between
qualitatively distinct ℓ-wave paired superfluid ground
states. In fact, as we will show, even purely topological (non-symmetry changing) quantum phase transitions
at a critical value of detuning are possible [11, 41, 42, 46].
This contrasts qualitatively with a smooth (analytic)
BCS-BEC crossover (barring an “accidental” first-order
transition), guaranteed by the aforementioned absence
of a qualitative difference between BCS and BEC paired
superfluidity.
Thirdly, some of the p-wave (and higher angular momentum) paired states are isomorphic to the highly nontrivial fractional quantum Hall effect ground states (e.g.,
the Pfaffian Moore-Read state) that have been demonstrated to display a topological order and excitations
(vortices) that exhibit non-Abelian statistics [11]. Since
these features are necessary ingredients for topological quantum computing [47], a resonant p-wave paired
atomic superfluid is an exciting new candidate [42] for
this approach to fault-tolerant quantum computation.
Finally, a strong connection to unconventional finite
angular momentum superconductors in solid-state context, most notably the high-temperature superconductors provides an additional motivation for our studies.

E.

Outline

This paper, while quite didactic, presents considerable
elaboration and details on our results reported in two recent Letters [28, 42]. The rest of it is organized as follows.
We conclude this Introduction section with a summary
of our main experimentally relevant results. In Sec. II we
present general, model-independent features of a low and
intermediate energy s-wave and p-wave scattering, with
and without low energy resonances present. In Sec. III
we discuss general features of the microscopic models of
scattering, tying various forms of scattering amplitudes
discussed in Sec. II to concrete scattering potentials. We
introduce one- and two-channel models of s-wave and p-

wave Feshbach resonances [19, 32] in Sec. IV and Sec. V,
compute exactly the corresponding two-body scattering
amplitudes measured in experiments, and use them to fix
the parameters of the two corresponding model Hamiltonians. These models then by construction reproduce
exactly the experimentally-measured two-body physics.
In the Sec. VI we use the resulting s-wave Hamiltonian to study the T = 0 narrow resonance BCS-BEC
crossover in an s-wave resonantly-paired superfluid, and
compute as a function of detuning the molecular condensate fraction, the atomic (single-particle) spectrum,
the 0th-sound velocity, and the condensate depletion.
In the Sec. VI B 4 contained within the Sec. VI, we extend these results to a finite temperature. In Sec. VII
we use the p-wave two-channel model Hamiltonian to
analytically determine the p-wave paired ground state,
the spectrum and other properties of the corresponding
atomic gas interacting through an idealized isotropic pwave resonance. We extend this analysis to a physically
realistic anisotropic p-wave resonance, split into a doublet by dipolar interactions. We demonstrate that such
a system undergoes quantum phase transitions between
different types of p-wave superfluids, details of which depend on the magnitude of the FR dipolar splitting. We
work out the ground-state energy and the resulting phase
diagram as a function of detuning and dipolar splitting.
In Sec. VIII we discuss the topological phases and phase
transitions occurring in the p-wave condensate and review recent suggestions to use them as a tool to observe
non-Abelian statistics of the quasiparticles and build a
decoherence-free quantum computer. In Sec. IX we discuss the connection between experimentally measured
resonance width Hw and a dimenionless parameter γs
and compute the value of γs for a couple of prominent
experimentally realized Feshbach resonances. Finally, we
conclude in Sec. X with a summary of our results.
Our primarily interest is in a many-body physics of
degenerate atomic gases, rather than in (a possibly interesting) phenomena associated with the trap. Consequently, throughout the manuscript we will focus on a
homogeneous system, confined to a “box”, rather than an
inhomogeneous (e.g., harmonic) trapping potential common to realistic atomic physics experience. An extension
of our analysis to a trap are highly desirable for a more
direct, quantitative comparison with experiments, but is
left for a future research.
We recognize that this paper covers quite a lot of material. We spend considerable amount of time studying
various models, not all of which are subsequently used
to understand the actual behavior of resonantly paired
superfluids. This analysis is important, as it allows us to
choose and justify the correct model to properly describe
resonantly interacting Fermi gas under the conditions of
interest to us. Yet, these extended models development
and the scattering theory analysis can be safely omitted
at a first reading, with the main outcome of the analysis being that the “pure” two-channel model (without
any additional contact interactions) is sufficient for our
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purposes. Thus, we would like to suggest that for basic understanding of the s-wave BCS-BEC crossover one
should read Sections II A, V A, VI A, and VI B 1.

F.

represent standard notations in the scattering theory [49]
and are the scattering length and the effective range. We
note that r0 < 0 which reflects that the scattering represented by Eq. (1.7) is resonant. Our analysis gives a and
r0 in terms of the channel coupling gs and detuning ω0

Summary of results

Our results naturally fall into two classes of the s-wave
and p-wave Feshbach resonant pairing for two and one
species of fermionic atoms, respectively. For the first
case of an s-wave resonance many results (see [9] and
references therein) have appeared in the literature, particularly while this lengthy manuscript was under preparation. However, as described in the Introduction, most
of these have relied on a mean-field approximation that is
not justified by any small parameter and is therefore not
quantitatively trustworthy in the strong-coupling regime
outside of the weakly-coupled BCS regime. One of our
conceptual contribution is the demonstration that the
two-channel model of a narrow resonance is characterized by a small dimensionless parameter γ, that controls
the validity of a convergent expansion about an exactlysolvable mean-field γ = 0 limit. For a small γ, the perturbative expansion in γ gives results that are quantitatively trustworthy throughout the BCS-BEC crossover.
For s-wave and p-wave resonances these key dimensionless parameters are respectively given by:
γs =

m2 gs2
1
,
1/3
8
n
(3π )1/3

γp = m2 gp2 n1/3

21/3
,
(3π 2 )2/3

(1.5)
(1.6)

where n is the atomic density, gs and gp are the closedopen channels coupling in s-wave and p-wave resonances,
controlling the width of the resonance and m an atom’s
mass. The numerical factors in Eqs. (1.5), (1.6) are chosen for purely for later convenience.
The many-body study of the corresponding finite density systems is expressible in terms of physical parameters that are experimentally determined by the two-body
scattering measurements. Hence to define the model we
work out the exact two-body scattering amplitude for the
s-wave [19, 48] and p-wave two-channel models, demonstrating that they correctly capture the low-energy resonant phenomenology of the corresponding Feshbach resonances. We find that the scattering amplitude in the
s-wave case is
1
−a−1 + 21 r0 k 2 − ik
√
Γ0
1
√
,
= −√
m E − ω 0 + i Γ0 E

fs (k) = −

(1.7)

where ω0 ≈ 2µB (H − H0 ) is the magnetic fieldcontrolled detuning (in energy units), E = k 2 /m, and Γ0 ,
introduced in Eq. (1.3), is the width of the resonance. a
and r0 , which can be expressed in terms of Γ0 and ω0 ,

a=−

mgs2
8π
, r0 = − 2 2 .
4πω0
m gs

(1.8)

In the p-wave case, the scattering amplitude is found
to be
fp (k) = −

k2
−v −1

+

1
2
2 k0 k

− ik 3

,

(1.9)

where v is the magnetic field controlled scattering volume, and k0 is a parameter with dimensions of inverse
length which controls the width of the resonance appearing at negative scattering volume. v and k0 can in turn
be further expressed in terms of interchannel coupling gp
and detuning ω0
mgp2

 ,
m2 g 2 Λ
6π 1 + 3π2p ω0
!
m2 gp2 Λ
12π
= − 2 2 1+
.
m gp
3π 2

v = −
k0

(1.10)

(1.11)

In contrast to our many-body predictions (that are only
quantitatively accurate in a narrow resonance limit),
above two-body results are exact in the low-energy limit,
with corrections vanishing as O(p/Λ), where Λ ∼ 1/d
is the ultra-violet cutoff set by the inverse size d of
the closed-channel molecular bound state. We establish
that at the two-body level this model is identical to the
extensively studied Fano-Anderson [25] of a continuum
of states interacting through (scattering on) a localized
level (see Appendix B). For completeness and to put the
two-channel model in perspective, we also calculate the
two-body scattering amplitude for two other models that
are often studied in the literature, one corresponding to
a purely local, δ-function two-body interaction and another in which both a local and resonant interactions are
included. By computing the exact scattering amplitudes
of these two models we show that the low-energy scattering of the former corresponds to r0 → 0 limit of the
two-channel model. More importantly, we demonstrate
that including a local interaction in addition to a resonant one, as so often done in the literature [9, 32, 33]
is superfluous, as it can be cast into a purely resonant
model [19] with redefined parameters, that, after all are
experimentally determined.
For the s-wave resonance we predict the zerotemperature molecular condensate density, nb =
|B(ω0 )|2 . In the BCS regime of ω0 ≫ 2ǫF + γs ǫF we
find


ω0 − 2ǫF
48n
,
(1.12)
nb (ω0 ) ≈ 4 exp −2
e γs
γs ǫ F
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µ̂

1
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1

ω̂0

2

-0.25
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where C is the Euler constant, ln C ≈ 0.577. In the
BEC regime Tc (ω0 ) quickly approaches the standard
BEC transition temperature for a Bose gas of density
n/2 and of particle mass 2m

-0.75

FIG. 6: Normalized condensate order parameter B̂ =
p
2nb /n and normalized chemical potential µ̂ = µ/ǫF as a
function of normalized detuning ω̂0 = ω0 /ǫF .

Tc
TBEC

−2εF

computed in Ref. [6]. The crossover in the speed of sound
as function of detuning ω0 should in principle be observable through Bragg spectroscopy. Extending our analysis
to finite T , we predict the detuning-dependent transition
temperature Tc (ω0 ) to the s-wave resonant superfluid. In
the BCS regime


8eC−2
ω0 − 2ǫF
Tc =
, ω0 ≫ 2ǫF , (1.16)
ǫF exp −
π
γs ǫ F

2εF

ω0

FIG. 7: A sketch of the critical temperature Tc (ω0 ) as a function of detuning ω0 , displaying a maximum at intermediate
ω0 . TBEC denotes the asymptotics of Tc at large negative ω0 .

and in the BEC regime of ω0 ≪ −ǫF


r
n
ǫF
πγs
nb (ω0 ) =
1− √
,
2
4 2 |ω0 |

(1.13)

where n is the total density of the original fermions. The
full form of nb is plotted in Fig. 6.
Following Ref. [50] we also compute the zeroth sound
velocity and find that it interpolates between the deep
BCS value of
vF
(1.14)
vsBCS = √ ,
3
p
where vF = 2ǫF /m is the Fermi velocity, and the BEC
value of
5/4 √
π 1
γs ǫ F
√
.
(1.15)
vsBEC =
25/4 6m |ω0 |3/2
The BEC speed of sound quoted here should not be confused with the BEC speed of sound of the s-wave condensate undergoing wide resonance crossover, which was

π
Tc =
m

n
2ζ

3
2



!2/3

, ω0 ≪ −ǫF .

(1.17)

Taking into account bosonic fluctuations reviewed for
a Bose gas in Ref. [51], we also observe that Tc is
approached from above, as ω0 is decreased. The full
curve is plotted in Fig. 7. In the broad-resonance limit
of γs → ∞ this coincides with earlier predictions of
Refs. [4, 5, 9, 33, 48].
For a single-species p-wave resonance we determine the
nature of the p-wave superfluid ground state. Since the
p-wave resonance is observed in a system of effectively
spinless fermions (all atoms are in the same hyperfine
state), two distinct phases of a condensate are available:
px + ipy phase which is characterized by the molecular
angular momentum m = ±1 and a px whose molecular
angular momentum is equal to m = 0.
We show that in the idealized case of isotropic resonance, the ground state is always a px + ipy superfluid regardless of whether the condensate is in BCS or
BEC regime. In the BCS limit of large positive detuning this reproduces the seminal result of Anderson and
Morel [52] for pairing in a spin-polarized (by strong magnetic field) triplet pairing in 3 He, the so-called A1 phase.
Deep in the BCS regime we predict that the ratio of
the condensation energy Epx +ipy of this m = 1 state to
the Epx of the competitive m = 0 pz state is given by
R = Epx +ipy /Epx = e/2, exactly.
A much more interesting, new and experimentally relevant are our predictions for a Feshbach resonance split
into a doublet of m = ±1 and m = 0 resonances by
dipolar anisotropy δ [37]. Our predictions in this case
strongly depend on the strength of the dipolar splitting,
δ and the resonance detuning, ω0 . The three regimes of
small, intermediate and large value of splitting (to be defined more precisely below) are summarized respectively
by phase diagrams in Figs. 9, 10, and 11.
Consistent with above result of vanishing splitting, for
weak dipolar splitting, 0 < δ < δcBEC we find that the
p-wave m = 1 superfluid ground state is stable, but
slightly deformed to px + iαpy , with function α(δ, ω0 )
that we compute. For an intermediate dipolar splitting,
δcBEC < δ < δcBCS the ground is a px + ipy -superfluid
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T
Tc2(ω 0 )

px + i py

Tc2(ω 0 )

Normal

px

px + i py

gapped

Normal

gapless
2ε F

ω0(µ=0)

ω0

FIG. 8: Temperature vs detuning phase diagram of a p-wave
resonant Fermi gas, for the case of no resonance splitting, δ =
0, i.e., isotropic system. This phase diagram is also expected
to describe a resonance with a splitting much larger than the
Fermi energy for ω0 tuned to the m = ±1 resonance doublet.

2ε F

ω0

FIG. 11: Temperature vs detuning phase diagram of the pwave resonant Fermi gas for the case of a high resonance splitting, δ > δcBCS . This phase diagram is also expected to describe a resonance with a splitting much larger than the Fermi
energy for ω0 tuned to the m = 0 resonance.

T

px

Tc2(ω 0 )

Normal

Tc1(ω0 )
px + i py

px + i py

gapped

gapless
2ε F

ω0(µ=0)

ω0

FIG. 9: Temperature vs detuning phase diagram of a p-wave
resonant Fermi gas, for the case of a small resonance splitting,
0 < δ < δcBEC .

(m = 1) in the BCS regime and is a px -superfluid (m = 0)
in the BEC regime. We therefore predict a quantum
phase transition at ω0c between these two p-wave superfluids for intermediate range of dipolar splitting [42, 53].
For a large Feshbach-resonance splitting, δ > δcBSC the
ground state is a stable px -superfluid for all detuning.
We show that in all these anisotropic cases the px -axis of
the p-wave condensate order parameter is aligned along
the external magnetic field. Finally, we expect that for
an extremely large dipolar splitting, much bigger than
T
Tc2(ω 0 )

px

ω 0c

Tc1(ω0 )
px + i py

px + i py

gapped

gapless

ω0(µ=0)

Tc2
∼ eδ/a1 ,
Tc1

ω0

FIG. 10: Temperature vs detuning phase diagram of a pwave resonant Fermi gas, for the case of an intermediate resonance splitting, δcBEC < δ < δcBCS . The critical temperature
Tc1 (ω0 ) vanishes in a universal way at the quantum critical
point ω0c , according to Eq. (1.19).

(1.18)

where a1 , given in Eq. (7.22), is an energy scale that we
derive. As seen from the corresponding phase diagram,
Fig. 10, we predict that Tc1 (ω0 ) vanishes in a universal
way according to
Tc1 (ω0 ) ∼ |ω0 − ω0c |1/2 ,

Normal

2ε F

ǫF γp (which could quite well be the current experimental situation), the system can be independently tuned
into m = 0 and m = ±1 resonances, and may therefore
display the px + ipy and px states separately, depending
on to which of the m = 0 or m = ±1 resonances the
system is tuned. Thus even in the case of an extremely
large dipolar splitting, phase diagrams in Fig. 8 and in
Fig. 11 will be separately observed for tuning near the
m = 1 and m = 0 resonances, respectively.
As illustrated in the phase diagrams above, we have
also extended these results to a finite temperature, using a combination of detailed microscopic calculation of
the free energy with more general Landau-like symmetry
arguments. We show quite generally that for a dipolarsplit (anisotropic) resonant gas, the normal to a p-wave
superfluid transition at Tc2 (ω0 , δ) is always into a px superfluid, that, for an intermediate dipolar splitting is
followed by a px -superfluid to px + ipy superfluid transition at Tc1 (ω0 , δ). The ratio of these critical temperatures
is set by

(1.19)

at a quantum critical point ω0c , that denotes a T = 0
quantum phase transition between px and px + ipy superfluids.
In addition to these conventional quantum and classical phase transitions, we predict that a p-wave resonant superfluid can exhibit as a function of detuning,
ω0 quite unconventional (non-Landau type) phase transitions between a weakly-paired (BCS regime of µ > 0)
and a strongly-paired (BEC regime of µ < 0) versions of
the px and px + ipy superfluids [10, 12, 46, 54]. In three
dimensions these are clearly distinguished by a gapless
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(for µ > 0) and a gapped (for µ < 0) quasiparticle spectra, and also, in the case of a px + ipy superfluid via a
topological invariant that we explicitly calculate.
While the existence of such transitions at µ = 0 have
been previously noted in the literature [10, 12, 46, 54]
our analysis demonstrates that these (previously purely
theoretical models) can be straightforwardly realized by
a p-wave resonant Fermi gas by varying the Feshbach
resonance detuning, ω0 .
Moreover, if the condensate is confined to two dimensions, at a positive chemical potential this state is a Pfaffian, isomorphic to the Moore-Read ground state of a
fraction quantum Hall ground state believed to describe
the ground state of the plateau at the filling fraction
ν = 5/2. This state has been shown to exhibit topological order[11, 12], guaranteeing a 4-fold ground state
degeneracy on the torus and vortex excitations that exhibit non-Abelian statistics.
As was shown by Read and Green [11], despite the fact
that both weakly- and strongly-paired p-wave superfluid
states are gapped in the case of a px + ipy - (but not px ) superfluid the topological order classification and the
associated phase transition at µ = 0 remains. Consistent
with the existence of such order, we also show [55] (via
an explicit construction) that for µ > 0, an odd vorticity
vortex in a px + ipy -superfluid will generically exhibit a
single zero mode localized on it. In an even vorticity
vortex such zero-energy solutions are absent.
In the presence of far separated vortices, these zeromodes will persist (up to exponential accuracy), leading to a degenerate many-particle ground state, and are
responsible for the non-Abelian statistics of associated
vortices [11, 12, 54, 55]. This new concrete realization
of a topological ground state with non-Abelian excitations, may be important (beyond the basic physics interest) in light of a recent observation that non-Abelian
excitations can form the building blocks of a “topological quantum computer”, free of decoherence [47]. We
thus propose a Feshbach resonant Fermi gas, tuned to a
px + ipy -superfluid ground state as a potential system to
realize a topological quantum computer [42, 56].

II.

RESONANT SCATTERING THEORY:
PHENOMENOLOGY

A discussion of a two-body scattering physics, that defines our system in a dilute limit, is a prerequisite to a
formulation of a proper model and a study of its manybody phenomenology. We therefore first focus on a twoparticle quantum mechanics, that, for short-range interaction is fully characterized by a scattering amplitude
f (k, k′ ), where ±k and ±k′ are scattering momenta before and after the collision, respectively, measured in the
center of mass frame. In the case of a centrally symmetric interaction potential U (r), the scattering amplitude
f (k, θ) only depends on the magnitude of the relative

momentum, namely energy
E=

k2
2mr

(with mr = m1 m2 /(m1 + m2 ) the reduced mass) and the
scattering angle θ (through k · k′ = k 2 cos θ), and therefore can be expanded in Legendre polynomials, Pℓ (cos θ)
f (k, θ) =

∞
X
(2ℓ + 1)fℓ (k)Pℓ (cos θ).

(2.1)

ℓ=0

The scattering amplitude is related to the differential
scattering cross section, the probability density of scattering into a solid angle Ω, by a standard relation
dσ/dΩ = |f |2 . The ℓ-th partial-wave scattering amplitude fℓ (k) measures the scattering in the angular momentum channel ℓ, conserved by the spherically symmetric potential U (r). For later convenience, when we focus
on s- and p-wave channels, we denote ℓ = 0 and ℓ = 1
quantities with subscripts s and p, respectively, as in
fs ≡ fℓ=0
fp ≡ fℓ=1 .

(2.2)
(2.3)

In terms of the scattering matrix Sℓ = ei2δℓ in channel
ℓ, defined by a phase shift δℓ , the scattering amplitude is
given by fℓ = (ei2δℓ − 1)/(2ik).
Analyticity and unitarity of the scattering matrix,
|Sℓ | = 1, then restrict the scattering amplitude to a
generic form
fℓ (k) =

1
,
k −2ℓ Fℓ (k 2 ) − ik

(2.4)

where Fℓ (k 2 ) is a real function Taylor expandable in powers of its argument [49]. It is directly related to the scattering phase shifts δℓ (k) through the scattering matrix
Sℓ = ei2δℓ via k 2ℓ+1 cot δℓ (k) = Fℓ (k 2 ). Notice that at
small k,
fℓ (k) ∼ k 2ℓ .

(2.5)

Important information is contained in the poles Epole
of scattering amplitude (defined by fℓ−1 (Epole ) = 0),
when it is studied as a function of complex energy E.
Poles in fℓ (E) correspond to discrete eigenstates with different boundary conditions that can be obtained without
explicitly solving the corresponding
Schrodinger equa√
tion. However, because k = 2mr E, the scattering
amplitude, while a single-valued function of the momentum is a multi-valued function of the energy, and one
must be careful to specify the branch on which a pole is
located in identifying it with a particular eigenstate of
a Schrodinger equation. Starting with a branch where
E > 0 and k > 0, negative energy E < 0 can be approached from the positive real axis either via the upper
or lower half complex plane. A pole which lies on the
negative real axis, approached via the upper half plane is
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p
equivalent to k = +i 2mr |E|, i.e., Im(k) > 0, and therefore corresponds to a true bound state of the potential
U (r), with a wavefunction ψ(r) ∼ e−|k|r that properly
decays at long distances. On the other hand, a pole on
the negative real axis, approached via the lower half plane
is not associated
p with a bound state, since it corresponds
to k = −i 2mr |E|, i.e., Im(k) < 0 and therefore to
an unphysical wavefunction that grows at large distances
as ψ(r) ∼ e|k|r . Although it reflects a real low-energy
feature of a scattering amplitude fℓ (E), the so-called virtual bound state [49] does not correspond to any physical
bound state solution of a Schrodinger equation as it does
not satisfy decaying boundary conditions demanded of a
physical bound state.
On the other hand a pole

to a Fourier transform of the potential), with a > 0
(a < 0) generally (but not always) corresponding to a
repulsive (attractive) potential. We observe that at zero
momentum the scattering amplitude is simply equal to
the scattering length, f (0) = −a, leading to σ = 4πa2
scattering cross section.

Epole = Er − iΓ/2,

The key observation at this stage is that by virtue of
Eq. (2.8) and the fact that to be a physical bound state
ψ ∼ eikpole r must decay at large r, the pole Eq. (2.8)
corresponds to the true bound state with energy, Epole
only if a > 0. In contrast, for a < 0 the scattering amplitude pole corresponds to a wavefunction that grows
exponential with r and therefore, despite having a negative Epole , is not a physical bound state or a resonance
solution of a Schrodinger equation, but is what is called
a virtual bound state.[49] Hence, a physical bound state
characterized by a binding energy 1/(2mr a2 ), that vanishes with a−1 → 0, only exists for a positive scattering
length a and disappears for a negative a.

(2.6)

of fℓ (E), with Re Epole ≡ Er > 0, Im Epole ≡ −Γ/2 < 0
is a resonance, that corresponds to a long-lived state
with a positive energy Er = Re Epole and width Γ =
−2 Im Epole , latter characterizing the lifetime τ = 1/Γ
for this state to decay into a continuum. A complex conjugate pole that always appears along with this resonance
pole, corresponds to an eigenstate that is time reversal
of the resonance solution [29, 49].
Coming back to the scattering amplitude Eq. (2.4), a
low-energy scattering (small k) is characterized by a first
few low-order Taylor expansion coefficients of Fℓ (k 2 ), and
therefore only weakly depends on details of the interaction potential U (r). This observation is at the heart of
our ability to capture with a simple model Hamiltonian
(see Sec V, below) the experimentally determined twobody phenomenology, governed by a complicated atomic
interaction potential U (r) or even multi-channel model
as in the case of a Feshbach resonant systems. To do this
we next specialize our discussion to a particular angular
momentum channel.
A.

Low energy s-wave scattering

We first concentrate on s-wave (ℓ = 0) scattering that,
by virtue of Eq. (2.5), is the channel, that, for two fermion
species dominates at low energies.
1.

Scattering in the asymptotically low energy limit

Scattering at low energies can be analyzed by expanding the amplitude Fs (k 2 ) in powers of its argument, that
to lowest order leads to a simple form
fs (k) = −

1
,
a−1 + ik

(2.7)

with a = −1/Fs (0), where a is called the s-wave scattering length. The latter can be identified with particle
effective interaction (in Born approximation proportional

We can now give a physical interpretation to the only
pole of Eq. (2.7) located at
kpole = ia−1 ,
1
Epole = −
.
2mr a2

(2.8)
(2.9)

Thus, lacking any other poles at this lowest order of
approximation, the scattering amplitude (2.7), while capturing the asymptotic low-energy bound states of the potential U (r), does not exhibit any resonances [29], i.e.,
states with a positive energy and a finite lifetime. fs (k)
in Eq. (2.7) corresponds to a scattering from a relatively
featureless potential of the form illustrated in Fig. 12,
where for a sufficiently deep well, there is a bound state
and a > 0, but only a continuum of states with a < 0
and no resonance for well more shallow than a critical
depth. This is despite the existence of an (unphysical) virtual bound state for a < 0, with a negative energy E = −1/(2mr a2 ) identical to that of a true bound
state (only present for a > 0). This point is, unfortunately often missed in the discussions of Eq. (2.7) that
have appeared in the literature. As we discuss in detail below, this scattering phenomenology is captured
by a featureless short-ranged attractive 2-body interaction (pseudo-potential) such as the commonly used deltafunction four-Fermi many-body interaction.
We notice that in order to be able to trust Eqs. (2.8)
and (2.9), all higher order terms in the expansion of
Fs (k 2 ) calculated at this value of energy have to be negligible when compared with |k|pole = a−1 . In other
words, a has to be sufficiently large, and |E|pole sufficiently small, with precise criteria determined by the details of the scattering potential and the corresponding
coefficients of higher order terms in the Taylor expansion
of Fs (k 2 ).
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U(r)

U(r)

amplitude is given by
fs (k) = −

r

r

1
,
− 21 r0 k 2 + a−1 + ik

(2.11)

Equivalently, in terms of energy E = k 2 /2mr (in a slight
abuse of notation) fs takes the form
1/2

FIG. 12: A weakly attractive potential is progressively made
more and more attractive, until a bound state appears, indicated in the figure by a dashed line. Although such potential
leads to strong resonant scattering, when a bound state is
close to or has just appeared, in contrast to a potential in
Fig.5 it does not exhibit a resonance in a sense of a long-lived
state with a positive energy and finite width [29].

2.

(2.12)

in which
ω0 ≡

1
1 r0
= Γ0 ,
mr r0 a
2 a

(2.13)

and, as discussed in the Introduction, Sec. I B, a characteristic energy scale
2
(2.14)
mr r02
p
is made explicit, with r0 = − 2/mr Γ0 . It marks a
crossover energy scale between a low- and intermediateenergy behaviors of fs (E). Also, as we will see below,
Γ0 defines an energy scale for the low-energy pole above
(below) which, 1/mr a2 & Γ0 (1/mr a2 . Γ0 ) a resonant
state appears (disappears).
The poles of the scattering amplitude are given by
√
i
2ar0 − a2
±
kpole =
±
,
(2.15)
r0
ar0
r


r0
1
r0
Epole =
,
−1+ 1−2
2
mr r0 a
a

p
1 
= ω0 − Γ0 1 − 1 − 4ω0 /Γ0 , (2.16)
2
Γ0 ≡

Intermediate energy resonant scattering

In order to capture the resonant states (absent in the
approximation Eq. (2.7)), which could be present in the
potential U (r), Fs (k 2 ) in fs (k) must be expanded to the
next order in k 2 ,
1
Fs (k 2 ) = −a−1 + r0 k 2 ,
2

1
Γ0
,
fs (E) = − √
1/2
2mr E − ω0 + iΓ1/2
0 E

(2.10)

with parameter r0 usually called the effective range of
the interaction potential. For a generic, everywhere attractive potential, U (r) < 0, r0 can be shown to be positive [49], and moreover, to roughly coincide with the
spatial extent of U (r), hence the name “effective range”.
However, as is clear from physical considerations and an
analysis of pole structure of fs (k 2 ), a potential which is
attractive everywhere cannot support a resonance. In
order to be able to capture a positive energy quantum
particle for a significant amount of time, the potential
must be attractive at short scales and exhibit a positive
energy barrier at intermediate scales, of a generic form
illustrated in Fig. 5. It can be shown that for such a
potential, r0 is in fact negative, with its magnitude having nothing to do with the range of U (r). Instead for
such resonant U (r) as shown on Fig. 5, |r0 |−1 reflects the
barrier transmission coefficient, with the higher barrier
corresponding to a longer resonance lifetime and larger
|r0 |. Therefore, focusing on resonant potentials, we will
take r0 < 0, keeping in mind that |r0 | can be much longer
than the actual microscopic range of the scattering potential, d ≡ 2π/Λ. In short, to leave open the possibility
for the scattering to go in the presence of low-energy resonances, in addition to bound states and virtual bound
states, r0 must be negative and “anomalously” large, a
condition that will be assumed throughout the rest of
this paper.
At this higher level of approximation, the scattering

where in Epole , Eq.(2.16) we only kept the “minus” pole
−
(with the minus sign in front of the square-root of) kpole
,
+
as the other pole kpole (with a plus sign) corresponds to
an unphysical virtual bound state (regardless of the sign
of the scattering length a), and therefore will be ignored
in all further discussions.
The real part of the energy Epole , Eq. (2.16), as a function of −a−1 (with r0 < 0) is illustrated in Fig. 13. As
−a−1 is changed from −∞ to +∞, the pole first represents a bound state, then a virtual bound state (plotted
as dotted curve), and finally a resonance. This is further illustrated in Fig. 14, where the position of the pole
Epole is shown in a complex plane of energy E, with arrows on the figure indicating its motion with increasing
−a−1 . The bound state and virtual bound state correspond to Im Epole = 0± , respectively, with the former
(latter) approaching negative real axis from above (below) the branch cut. The resonance, on the other hand,
corresponds to Im Epole < 0 and a positive real part of
the energy, Re Epole > 0.
We note that for 1/|a| ≪ 1/|r0 |, the Eq. (2.16), lying
close to zero, approximately coincides with Eq. (2.9), as
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to a linear dependence on 1/a, as illustrated in Fig.13
and summarized by
(
− 2m1r a2 , for |r0 | ≪ a > 0
Ebound (a) =
(2.17)
1
− mr |r
, for |r0 | ≫ a > 0.
0 |a

resonance
1
2r0

bound state

1
a

1
r0

virtual
bound state

FIG. 13: The pole of the scattering amplitude fs (E),
Eq. (2.16) as a function of −1/a for r0 < 0. As discussed
in the text, only a bound state and a resonance correspond to
physical solutions of the Schrodinger’s equation with proper
boundary conditions. The thin dotted line indicates asymptotic linear behavior of the bound state for small positive a.

E
bound state
−1

a=0
virtual
bound state

a = 2 r0

a=r0
resonance
FIG. 14: The pole of the scattering amplitude fs (k),
Eq. (2.16), shown in a complex plane of E. The arrows indicate pole’s motion as −1/a is increased.

2
expected, since the higher order term 12 r0 kpole
in fs (k)
is subdominant to ikpole . In other words, at a sufficiently large scattering length, the scattering is wellapproximated by the asymptotic low-energy (scatteringlength) approximation of the previous section. For such
large positive a ≫ |r0 | it gives bound state energy,
Eq. (2.9), that grows quadratically with 1/a. Further
away from the resonance, on the positive a side, where
the scattering length drops significantly below the effective range, a ≪ |r0 |, the bound state energy crosses over

More importantly, however, on the other side of the
resonance, where the scattering length is negative, unlike
Eq. (2.9), Eq. (2.16) also describes a resonant state, that
appears for a < 0 and shorter than the effective range r0 ,
i.e., for − a1 > − r10 , when the real part of the energy Epole
becomes positive. The resonant state is characterized by
a peak at energy Er = Eresonance and a width Γs given
by

1  r0
−1 ,
(2.18)
Eresonance =
2
mr r0 a
1
= ω 0 − Γ0 ,
2r
2r0
2
−1
(2.19)
Γs =
2
mr r0
a
r
4ω0
= Γ0
− 1.
Γ0
Hence, we find that in the s-wave resonant case, generically, even potentials that exhibit a resonance for small
|a| (high energy), lose that resonance and therefore reduce to a nonresonant case for sufficiently large and negative a (low energy).
The transition from a bound state to a resonance as a
function of a is exhibited by scattering via a generic resonant potential illustrated in Fig.5. A sufficiently deep
well will exhibit a true bound state, whose energy will
vanish with decreasing depth and correspondingly increasing a, according to Ebound = −1/(2mr a2 ), Eq.(2.9).
We note, however, that as the potential is made even
more shallow, 1/a crosses 0 and the true bound state disappears (turning into an unphysical virtual bound state),
the resonant state (positive energy and finite lifetime)
does not appear until a later point at which scattering
length becomes shorter than the effective range, i.e., until |a| < |r0 |.
This somewhat counterintuitive observation can be understood by noting that the lifetime of an s-wave resonant state is finite, given by the inverse probability of
tunneling through a finite barrier, which only weakly depends on the energy of the state as long as the potential
in Fig. 5 is not too long-ranged. Thus, even when the
energy of the resonance goes to zero, its width remains
finite. Hence, since the bound state’s width is exactly
zero, small deepening of the potential cannot immediately change a resonance into a bound state, simply by
reasons of continuity. There has to be some further deepening of the potential U (r) (range of a), over which the
resonance has already disappeared, but the bound state
has not yet appeared. During this intermediate range
of potential depth corresponding to 0 < 1/|a| < 1/|r0 |,
when the potential is not deep enough to support a true
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bound state but not yet shallow enough to exhibit a resonance, the scattering is dominated by a virtual bound
state pole, as illustrated in Figs. 13, 14.

B.

P -wave scattering

bound state
As remarked earlier, in a low-energy scattering of a
particle off a potential U (r), the s-wave (ℓ = 0) channel
dominates over higher angular momentum ℓ 6= 0 contributions, that by virtue of the generic form of the scattering amplitude, Eq. (2.4) vanish as k 2ℓ , Eq. (2.5). This
suppression for ℓ 6= 0 arises due to a long-ranged centrifugal barrier, that at low energies prevents a particle from
approaching the origin where the short range scattering
potential U (r) resides.
Hence, in the case of a Feshbach resonance of two hyperfine species Fermi gas, where the scattered particles
are distinguishable (by their hyperfine state), at low energies, indeed, the interaction is dominated by the swave resonance, with higher angular momentum channels safely ignored. However, an exception to this is the
scattering of identical fermions, corresponding to atoms
in the same hyperfine state in the present context. Because Pauli exclusion principle forbids fermion scattering
in the s-wave channel, the next higher angular momentum channel, namely p-wave (ℓ = 1) scattering dominates, with s-wave and ℓ > 1 channels vanishing at low
energies [44]. Thus we see that p-wave Feshbach resonance is quite special, being the dominant interaction
channel for a single species Fermi gas. With this motivation for our focus on a p-wave Feshbach resonant superfluidity and in preparation for its study, we next analyze
a p-wave scattering amplitude.
Starting with Eq. (2.4) and expanding Fp (k 2 ) similarly
to Eq. (2.10) we find
1
Fp (k 2 ) = −v −1 + k0 k 2 .
2

(2.20)

Here v is the so-called scattering volume analogous to
the scattering length a of the s-wave case, diverging and
changing sign when the system is taken through a p-wave
Feshbach resonance. A characteristic wavevector k0 is everywhere negative and plays a role similar to that of the
effective range r0 in the s-wave channel, but has dimensions of an inverse length.
Hence at low energies the p-wave scattering amplitude
takes the form
fp (k) =

k2
−v −1

+

1
2
2 k0 k

− ik 3

.

(2.21)

Although the poles of the scattering amplitude Eq. (2.21)
can be found by solving a qubic equation, their exact positions are not very illuminating and will not be pursued
here. Instead, it will be sufficient for our purpose to only
consider an important low-energy limit |v −1 | ≪ |k0 |3 , in
which the relevant pole of Eq. (2.21) is close to zero and

Resonance
1
v

FIG. 15: The pole of a p-wave scattering amplitude Eq. (2.21)
as a function of −1/v for k0 < 0.

its position can be found by neglecting (actually treating
perturbatively in powers of |vk03 |) ik 3 term in the scattering amplitude. To lowest order the pole is then simply
given by
Epole ≈

1
.
mr vk0

(2.22)

This corresponds to a real bound state for Epole < 0
(when v > 0) and a resonance for Epole > 0 (when v < 0),
with a width easily estimated to be
q
3
2kpole
Γp ≈
(2.23)
= Epole 32/|vk03 |,
mr k0
≪ Epole ,
(2.24)

near a resonance, where |vk03 | → ∞. Thus, in contrast
to the s-wave case, where at sufficiently
low energies
√
(E < Γ0 = 2/mr r02 ) the width Γs ≈ Γ0 E ≫ E, here,
because Γp ∼ E 3/2 , a p-wave resonance becomes arbitrarily narrow at low energies. Consequently, as the inverse scattering volume v −1 is tuned through zero and
the relevant two-body energy Epole = 1/(2 mr vk0 ) vanishes, the real bound state immediately turns into a resonance without going through an intermediate virtual
bound state (as it did in the s-wave case). This is illustrated on Fig. 15. This resonant pole behavior extends
to all finite angular momentum (ℓ > 0) channels.
The physical reason behind such a drastic difference
between s-wave and p-wave (and higher ℓ > 0 channels)
resonances stems from the centrifugal barrier that adds
a long-ranged 1/r2 tail to the effective scattering poten2
ℓ(ℓ+1)
tial Ueff (r) = U (r) + ~2m
2 . The width of a low lying
rr
resonant state in such potential can be estimated by computing the decay rate through Ueff (r), dominated by the
long-ranged centrifugal barrier ∼ 1/r2 . Employing the
WKB approximation, at low energy E the decay rate is
well approximated by
2

Γ ∼ e− ~

R

rE
d

√
dr 2mr Ueff

,

(2.25)
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√
R rE
≈ e−2 ℓ(ℓ+1) d dr/r ,
 r −2√ℓ(ℓ+1)
E
,
≈
d

(2.26)

~2 ℓ(ℓ + 1)
.
2
2mr rE

Combining this with Eq. (2.27) gives
√
Γℓ ∼ E ℓ(ℓ+1) .

A.

(2.28)

(2.29)

Although WKB approximation does not recover the correct exponent of ℓ + 1/2, Eq. (2.4) (required by unitarity and analyticity) except for the expected large ℓ limit
(consistent with the fact that for small ℓ the semiclassical criterion on which it is based fails), it does correctly
predict a narrowing of the resonance at low energies and
with increasing angular momentum ℓ.
Of course, the expansion Eq. (2.20) is only a good
approximation for small k. But in this regime it captures both low energy real bound state (for 1/v > 0)
and narrow resonant state (for 1/v < 0). Experimentally
this regime is guaranteed to be accessible by tuning the
bound state and resonance energy Epole = 1/(mr vk0 )
sufficiently close to zero so that |vk03 | ≪ 1. In this range
the scattering amplitude Eq. (2.21) correctly captures the
physics of a resonant scattering potential and the related
Feshbach resonance without the need for higher order
terms in the expansion of Fp (k 2 ).

Ĥ =

RESONANT SCATTERING THEORY:
MICROSCOPICS

(2.27)

In above d and rE are the classical turning points of the
−Ueff (r), where d can be taken as the microscopic range
of the potential (closed-channel molecular size), and more
importantly rE is determined by
E=

III.

Potential scattering

The next step in our program is to develop a model
of a gas of fermions interacting via a resonant pairwise
potential U (r) of the type illustrated in Fig. 5, that exhibits a real bound state or a resonance, controlled by
tuning its shape (e.g., well depth). It is of course possible to simply use a many-body theory with a pairwise
interactions literally taken to be U (r) of Fig. 5, with a
(normal-ordered) Hamiltonian given by
Ĥ =
+

Z

3

d r

X

ψ̂σ†

σ

1X
2 ′
σ,σ

Z



∇2
−
ψ̂σ
2m

(3.1)

d3 rd3 r′ U (|r − r′ |) ψ̂σ† (r)ψ̂σ† ′ (r′ )ψ̂σ′ (r′ )ψ̂σ (r).

where ψ̂σ (r) (ψ̂σ† (r)) is an annihilation (creation) field
operator of a fermion of flavor σ at a point r. We
would like first to discuss how a problem defined by the
Hamiltonian, (3.1) leads directly to scattering amplitudes
Eq. (2.4).
Motivated by experiments where studies are confined
to gases of no more than two fermion flavors (corresponding to a mixture of two distinct hyperfine states) we will
refer to σ as simply spin, designating a projection (σ) of
the corresponding two-flavor pseudo-spin along a quantization axis as a spin up, ↑, and down, ↓. In an equivalently and sometimes more convenient momentum basis
above Hamiltonian becomes

X X k2 †
1 X X
âk,σ âk,σ +
Ũ (|k − k′ |)â†k′ + p ,σ â†−k′ + p ,σ′ â−k+ p2 ,σ′ âk+ p2 ,σ ,
2
2
2m
2V
′
′
σ
k

(3.2)

σ,σ k,k ,p

where âk,σ (â†k,σ ) is an annihilation (creation) operator of
a fermionic atom of flavor σ with momentum k, satisfying
canonical anticommutation relations
P and related to the
field operator by ψ̂σ (r) = V −1/2 k âk,σ eik·r . With our
choice of momentum variables above the relative center
of mass momenta before (after) the collision are ±k (±k′ )
and p is the conserved momentum of the center of mass
of the pair of scattering particles.
In the rest of this section, we would like to calculate
the scattering amplitudes fℓ given in Eq. (2.1) in terms
of the interaction potential Ũ (|k − k′ |). With this goal in
mind, it is convenient to make the symmetry properties
of the fermion interaction Ĥint explicit, by taking advantage of the rotational invariance of the two-body poten-

tial U (|r − r′ |) and the anticommutation of the fermion
operators. To this end we decompose the angular dependence (arising through k̂ · k̂′ , where k̂ is a unit vector
parallel to k) of the Fourier transform of the two-body
potential, Ũ (|k − k′ |) into spherical harmonics via
Ũ (|k − k′ |) ≡ Uk,k′ =

∞
X
ℓ=0

(ℓ)

(2ℓ + 1)uk,k′ Pℓ (k̂ · k̂′ ). (3.3)

The ℓ-th orbital angular momentum channel interaction
(ℓ)
amplitude uk,k′ can be straightforwardly shown to be
given by
Z ∞
(ℓ)
uk,k′ = 4π
dr r2 U (r)jℓ (kr)jℓ (k ′ r),
(3.4)
0
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where jℓ (x) is the ℓ-th spherical Bessel function.
Using anticommutativity of the fermion operators, it
is possible to decompose the interaction term in Eq. (3.2)

Ĥint =

1
2V

σ′ σ′

X

X

into the singlet and triplet channels by introducing the
σ′ σ′
two-body interaction vertex Ũσ11σ22 (k, k′ ) defined by

σ1 ,σ2 ,σ1′ ,σ2′ k,k′ ,p

Ũσ11σ22 (k, k′ )â†k′ + p ,σ′ â†−k′ + p ,σ′ â−k+ p2 ,σ2 âk+ p2 σ1 ,
2

1

(3.5)

2

2

with
σ′ σ′

Ũσ11σ22 (k, k′ ) =

1
1
Ũ (|k − k′ |)δσ1′ σ1 δσ2′ σ2 − Ũ (|k + k′ |)δσ1′ σ2 δσ2′ σ1 ),
2
2

that automatically reflects the antisymmetric (under exchange) property of fermions, namely
σ′ σ′

σ′ σ′

Ũσ11σ22 (k, k′ ) = −Ũσ21σ12 (−k, k′ ),
=

(3.7)

σ′ σ′
−Ũσ12σ21 (k, −k′ ).

(3.8)

The vertex can be furthermore decomposed into spin singlet (s) and triplet (t) channel eigenstates of the twoparticle spin angular momentum,
σ′ σ′

(s)

(t)

Ũσ11σ22 (k, k′ ) = Ũσ1 σ2 ,σ′ σ′ (k, k′ ) + Ũσ1 σ2 ,σ′ σ′ (k, k′ ).
1 2
1 2
(3.9)
The singlet and triplet vertices
(s)

(s)

Ũσ1 σ2 ,σ′ σ′ (k, k′ ) = U (e) (k, k′ )χσ1 σ2 ,σ′ σ′
1

2

1

(t)

2

(t)

2

1

FIG. 16: The renormalized 4-point vertex for potential scattering, determining the T -matrix Tk,k′ .

where mr = m/2 is the reduced mass of two fermions.
The T -matrix can be computed via standard methods.
As illustrated on Fig. 16, it equals to a renormalized 4point vertex (1PI) Γ(4) (k+p/2, −k+p/2, k′ +p/2, −k′ +
p/2; ε) for particles scattering with initial (final) momenta ±k + p/2 (±k′ + p/2), and at a total energy in
the center of mass frame given by
(−k + p/2)2
p2
(k + p/2)2
+
−
,
2m
2m
4m
k2
k ′2
k2
=
,
=
=
m
m
2mr

ε =

2

are expressed in terms of an orthonormal set of singlet
and triplet projection operators
(s)

1
(δσ′ σ δσ′ σ − δσ1′ σ2 δσ2′ σ1 ), (3.11)
2 1 1 2 2
1
= (δσ1′ σ1 δσ2′ σ2 + δσ1′ σ2 δσ2′ σ1 ),
2

χσ1 σ2 ,σ′ σ′ =
1

2

(t)

χσ1 σ2 ,σ′ σ′
1

2


1
Ũ (|k − k′ |) + Ũ (|k + k′ |) ,
U (k, k ) =
2

1
(o)
′
U (k, k ) =
Ũ (|k − k′ |) − Ũ (|k + k′ |) ,
2
′

G(k, ω) =
(3.12)

that, by virtue of decomposition, Eq. (3.3) and symmetry
of Legendre polynomials, Pℓ (−k̂ · k̂′ ) = (−1)ℓ Pℓ (k̂ · k̂′ )
are vertices for even and odd orbital angular momentum
ℓ channels, respectively, as required by the Pauli exclusion principle. Physically, these irreducible even and odd
verticies make explicit the constructive and distructive
interference between scattering by angle θ and π − θ of
two fermions.
The two-body scattering amplitude f (k, k′ ) is proportional to the T -matrix,
m
mr
f (k, k′ ) = − Tk,k′ = −
(3.13)
Tk,k′ ,
4π
2π

(3.14)

with the last relation valid due to energy conservation by
a time independent interaction.
Given the retarded Green’s functions of fermions,

with coefficients
(e)

+...

+

+

(3.10)

Ũσ1 σ2 ,σ′ σ′ (k, k′ ) = U (o) (k, k′ )χσ1 σ2 ,σ′ σ′ ,
1

=

(3.6)

1
ω−

k2
2m

+ i0

,

(3.15)

the main ingredient of the sequence of diagrams from
Fig. 16 is the polarization operator, denoted by a bubble
in the figure, and physically corresponding the Green’s
function of the reduced fermion with momentum q and
mass mr ,
Π(q, ε) =
=

Z

dω
G
2πi
1

ε−

q2
m



 

p2
p
p
+ q, ε +
+ω G
− q, −ω
2
4m
2

+ i0

.

(3.16)

Although perhaps not immediately obvious, Π(q, ε) as
defined above is independent of p, the center of mass
momentum of a pair of fermions.
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The sequence of diagrams in Fig. 16 then generates a
series for a T -matrix given by
X
Tk,k′ = Uk,k′ +
(3.17)
Uk,q Π(q, ε)Uq,k′ + . . . ,
q

that can formally be resummed into an integral equation
Tk,k′ = [(1 − U Π)−1 U ]k,k′ ,

(3.18)

where a martix product over wavevectors inside the
square brackets is implied.
Utilizing the channel decomposition, Eq. (3.12) of the
vertex Uk,k′ together with the closure-orthogonality relation
Z 1
4π
Pℓ (k̂ · q̂)Pℓ′ (q̂ · k̂′ )dΩq =
δℓℓ′ Pℓ (k̂ · k̂′ ), (3.19)
2ℓ
+1
−1
the T -matrix series separates into a partial waves sum
Tk,k′ =

∞
X
ℓ=0

(ℓ)

(2ℓ + 1)Tk,k′ Pℓ (k̂ · k̂′ ),

(3.20)

with
(ℓ)

(ℓ)

Tk,k′ = uk,k′ +

1 X (ℓ)
(ℓ)
u Π(q, ε)uq,k′ + . . . ,
V q k,q

(3.21)

a T -matrix for scattering in an angular momentum channel ℓ, conserved by the spherical symmetry of the twobody interaction potential. This demonstrates explicitly
that the interaction vertices in different ℓ channels do not
mix, each contributing only to the corresponding scattering amplitude channel fℓ (k) in Eq. (2.4).
Without specifying the interaction potential U (r), a
more explicit expression for the T -matrix can only be
obtained for the so-called separable potential, discussed
in detail in Ref. [5]. Such separable interaction is a model
that captures well a low-energy behavior of a scattering
amplitude of a more generic short-range potential. To
see this, we observe that a generic short-range potential,
with a range d, leads to a vertex in the ℓ-th channel,
which at long scales, kd ≪ 1, separates into
(ℓ)

(ℓ)

(ℓ)

uk,k′ ≈ λk ℓ gk k ′ℓ gk′ ≈ λk ℓ k ′ℓ ,

(3.22)

with
4πU0 d2ℓ+3
,
[(2ℓ + 1)!!]2
Z ∞
≡
dr r2ℓ+2 U (r).

λ =
U0 d2ℓ+3
0

(3.23)
(3.24)

0

Assuming that this separation holds at all k (a definition
of a separable potential), we use this asymptotics inside
Eq. (3.21). This reduces the T -matrix to a geometric
series that resums to
(ℓ)

(ℓ)
Tk,k′

=

uk,k′
1 − λΠ(ℓ) (ε)

,

(3.25)

where Π(ℓ) (ε) is the trace over momentum of the atom polarization “bubble” corresponding to the molecular selfenergy at energy ε,
1 X ℓ (ℓ)
Π(ℓ) (ε) =
q gq Π(q, ε)q ℓ gq(ℓ) ,
(3.26)
V q
Z
d3 q q 2ℓ g (ℓ) (q)2
,
(3.27)
=
(2π)3 ε − q2 + i0
m
 2
k
i ℓ+3/2 ℓ+1/2
2ℓ+1
= −mΛ
R
−
m
ε
. (3.28)
Λ2
4π
In above R(x) is a Taylor-expandable function of its dimensionless argument, the momentum cutoff Λ ≈ 2π/d
is set by the potential range d, and, as before, k 2 /m = ε.
Putting this together inside the T -matrix, we find the
low-energy ℓ-channel scattering amplitude
f (ℓ) (k) = −

1
4π
mk2ℓ

1
λ

+

mΛ2ℓ+1 R

k2
Λ2



+ ik

, k ≪ Λ.

(3.29)
This coincides with the general form, Eq. (2.4) arising
from the requirement of analyticity and unitarity of the
scattering matrix. However, we observe that in the swave case, for the full range of accessible wavevectors
up to ultraviolet cutoff, k < Λ the scattering amplitude Eq. (3.29) is well approximated by the non-resonant,
scattering-length dominated form (2.7), with the scattering length given by a−1 = 4π/(mλ) + 4πΛR(0). The “effective range” r0 extracted from Eq. (3.29) is r0 ∼ 1/Λ,
namely microscopic, positive, and is of the order of the
spatial range of the potential d. Yet, as we saw in
Sec. II A, in order to capture possible resonances, r0 must
be negative and much longer than the actual spatial range
of the potential. The fact that our calculation does not
capture possible resonances is an artifact of our choice of
a separable potential.
Although a more physical (nonseparable) potential
U (r), of a resonant form depicted in Fig. 5, indeed exhibits scattering via a resonant state (not just a bound
and virtual bound states), calculating the scattering amplitude fℓ (k) (beyond Eq. (3.22) approximation) is not
really practical within the second-quantized many-body
approach formulated in Eq. (3.1). In fact, the only way
to derive the scattering amplitude in that case is to go
back to the Schrödinger equation of a pair of fermions,
reducing the problem to an effective single-particle quantum mechanics. However, because we are ultimately interested in condensed states of a finite density interacting atomic gas, this two-particle simplification is of little
value to our goals.
However, as we will show in Secs. IV and V, a significant progress can be made by formulating a much simpler
pseudo-potential model, that, on one hand reproduces
the low-energy two-atom scattering of the microscopic
model (3.1) in a vacuum (thereby determining its parameters by dilute gas experiments), and on the other
hand is amenable to a standard many-body treatment
even at finite density.
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Furthermore, as will see below, in cases of finite angular momentum scattering, Eq. (3.29) can in principle describe scattering via resonances as well as in the presence
of bound states. Thus the assumption of separability is
no longer as restrictive as it is in the s-wave case.
B.

Feshbach-resonant scattering

As discussed in the Introduction, in fact, the physically most relevant resonant scattering arising in the
context of cold atoms is microscopically due to a Feshbach resonance [17]. Generically it can be described as
a scattering, where the two-body potential, Uα,α′ (|r−r′ |)
depends on internal quantum numbers characterizing the
two-atom state. These states, referred to as channels, are
not eigenstates of the interacting Hamiltonian and there-

Ĥ =

Z

3

d r

X
σ,s

†
ψ̂σ,s



∇2
−
2m



1
ψ̂σ,s +
2

X

σ,σ′
s1 ,s2 ,s′ ,s′
1 2

Z

s′ s′

=

Z

3

d r

hX
σ

ψ̂σ†

s′ s′

†
†
′
′
d3 rd3 r′ Us11s22 (|r − r′ |) ψ̂σ,s
′ (r)ψ̂σ ′ ,s′ (r )ψ̂σ ′ ,s2 (r )ψ̂σ,s1 (r), (3.30)

where s labels the channel. The interaction Us11s22 (|r −
r′ |) can be more conveniently reexpressed in terms of the
two-atom electron spin-singlet and spin-triplet channels
basis, Uα,α′ (|r− r′ |), where Uo,o (|r− r′ |), Uc,c (|r− r′ |) are
the interaction for two atoms in the open (triplet) and
closed (singlet) channels, respectively, and Uo,c (|r − r′ |),
characterizes the interchannel transition amplitudes, i.e.,
the strength of o-c hybridization due to the hyperfine
interactions.
The corresponding scattering problem would clearly
be even more involved than a single-channel model studied the previous subsection. Yet, as the analysis of Section V will show, at low energies, the scattering amplitude of two atoms, governed by Eq. (3.30), is still of the
same form, (2.4), as that of a far simpler pseudo-potential
two-channel model. Indeed, the form of a scattering amplitude is controlled by unitarity and analyticity, not by
precise details of realistic Hamiltonians. Thus, to capture
either a microscopically potential- or a Feshbach resonant

Ĥs1−ch

fore two atoms coming in one channel α in the process
of scattering will generically undergo a transition into a
different channel α′ .
The simplest and experimentally most relevant case
is well approximated by two channels α = o, c (often referred to as “open” and “closed”), that approximately correspond to electron spin-triplet and electron
spin-singlet states of two scattering atoms; this is not to
be confused with the hyperfine singlet and triplet states
discussed in the previous subsection. Such system admits an accessible Feshbach resonance when one of the
channels (usually the electron spin-singlet) admits a twobody bound state. Furthermore, because pair of atoms in
the two channels have very different magnetic moments,
their Zeeman splitting can be effectively controlled with
an external magnetic field. The corresponding microscopic Hamiltonian is given by

1

2

scattering we will replace a realistic Hamiltonian, such
as Eq. (3.30) with a simpler model, which, nevertheless
exhibits a low-energy scattering amplitude of the same
form. To this end, in the next two sections we examine
two such effective models and work out their scattering
amplitudes. We will thereby determine and justify our
subsequent choice of a many-body model with the correct
low-energy two-body physics.
IV.

ONE-CHANNEL MODEL
A.

S-wave scattering

The most drastic simplification of a resonant Fermi
gas is to model the two-body interaction by a featureless
and short-ranged single-channel pseudo-potential, that at
long scales and low energies is most commonly taken to
simply be U (r) = λδ (3) (r), with the corresponding manybody Hamiltonian



i
∇2
ψ̂σ + λ ψ̂↓† (r)ψ̂↑† (r)ψ̂↑ (r)ψ̂↓ (r) .
−
2m

In analyzing the Hamiltonian like this one, one has to
exercise a certain amount of caution, as the repulsive δ-

(4.1)

function potential is known to have a vanishing scattering
amplitude in three dimensions, and therefore does not
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make sense if understood literally [57].
Hence δ-function potential must be supplemented with
a short-scale cutoff 1/Λ (i.e., given a finite spatial extent),
that we will take to be much smaller than the wavelength
of a scattering particle, i.e., k/Λ ≪ 1. Furthermore,
for calculational convenience, but without modifying the
properties on scales longer than the cutoff, we will impose the cutoff Λ on each of the momenta k and k ′ independently, modeling the interaction in Eq. (4.1) by a
featureless separable potential
(0)

Uk,k′ = uk,k′ = λ θ(Λ2 − k2 ) θ(Λ2 − k′2 ),

Z

d3 q θ(Λ − q)
(2π)3 ε − q2 + i0
m

m
m3/2 √
ε,
= − 2Λ − i
2π
4π

(4.3)

where we used ε ≪ Λ2 /(2m). This then directly leads to
the s-wave scattering amplitude (vanishing in all other
angular momentum channels)
fs (k, k′ ) = −

1
4π
mλ

+

2Λ
π

+ ik

,

(4.4)

which coincides with Eq. (2.7), where the scattering
length is given by
−1
m
2Λ
4π
≡
+
λR ,
a(λ) =
mλ
π
4π
m
λ
=
,
4π 1 − λ/λc


(4.5)
(4.6)

where λR can be called the renormalized coupling and
λc = −

2π 2
Λm

λ

(4.2)

with θ(x) the usual step function, and interactions in
all finite angular momentum channels vanishing by contruction. We note that this separability of the potential
is consistent with the general long wavelength form of
a generic short-scale potential found in Eq. (3.22), although it does lead to some minor unphysical features
such as only a single bound state, independent of how
strongly attractive the potential (how negative λ) is [5].
As discussed in Sec.III A, the Dyson equation (3.21)
can be easily resummed into Eq. (3.25), with the s-wave
polarization bubble Πs (ε) ≡ Π(ℓ=0) (ε) (cf Eq. (3.26)) easily computed to give
Πs (ε) =

a

(4.7)

is a critical value of coupling λ at which the scattering
length diverges.
Hence we find that scattering off of a featureless potential of a microscopic range 1/Λ (modeled by the cutoff δ-function separable potential), is indeed given by
Eq. (2.7), with this form exact for k/Λ ≪ 1, i.e., for the

FIG. 17: The scattering length a as a function of strength λ
of the separable δ-function potential.

particle wavelength 1/k longer than the range of the potential. We also note that in the limit Λ → ∞, the scattering amplitude vanishes, in agreement with the aforementioned fact that the ideal δ-function potential does
not scatter quantum particles [57].
For finite cutoff, the scattering length a as a function
of λ is shown on Fig. 17. We note that in the “hard
2
ball” limit of a strongly repulsive potential, λ ≫ mΛ
,
the scattering length is given simply by its spatial extent, a = π/(2Λ) ∼ d. For an attractive potential the
behavior is more interesting. For weak attraction, the
scattering length a is negative. However, for sufficiently
strong attractive potential, i.e., sufficiently negative λ,
the scattering length a(λ) changes sign, diverging hyperbolically at the critical value of λc , and becoming positive
for λ < λc . The critical value of λ at which this takes
place corresponds to the threshold when the potential
becomes sufficiently attractive to admit a bound state.
There is no more than one bound state in a separable δfunction potential, regardless of how strongly attractive
it is [5].
Finally, as above discussion (particularly, Eq. (4.4))
indicates, although a one-channel s-wave model can successfully reproduce the very low energy limit of the
generic s-wave scattering amplitude, such ultra-short
range pseudo-potential models cannot capture scattering
via a resonance. The actual Feshbach resonance experiments may or may not involve energies high enough (large
enough atom density) for the scattering to proceed via a
resonance (most do not, with the criteria for this derived
in Subsection C, below). However, our above findings
show that the ones that do probe the regime of scattering via a resonance must be described by a model that
goes beyond the one-channel δ-function pseudo-potential
model. We will explore the simplest such two-channel
model in Sec. V A 1.
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B.

Finite angular momentum scattering

Unlike their s-wave counterpart, one-channel models
for higher angular momentum scattering can describe
scattering via resonances. This is already clear from the
analysis after Eq. (3.29). Let us analyze this in more
detail.
Above s-wave model (4.1) can be straightforwardly
generalized to a pseudo-potential model at a finite angular momentum. This is most easily formulated directly
in momentum space by replacing the two-body ℓ-wave
interaction in the microscopic model (3.2) by a separable
model potential
(ℓ)

(ℓ)

(ℓ)

uk,k′ = λk ℓ gk k ′ℓ gk′
ℓ ′ℓ

2

(4.8)
2

2

′2

= λk k θ(Λ − k ) θ(Λ − k ).

(4.9)

that simply extends the long wavelength asymptotics of a
microscopic interaction Eq. (3.22) down to a microscopic
length scale 2π/Λ.
Using results of the previous section, this model then
immediately leads to the scattering amplitude Eq. (2.4)
with
Fℓ (k 2 ) = −

2Λ2ℓ+1
2Λ2ℓ−1 2
4π
−
−
k + . . . . (4.10)
mλ π(2ℓ + 1) π (2ℓ − 1)

The corresponding scattering amplitude is given by
fℓ (k) =

k 2ℓ
−vℓ−1

+

1 2ℓ−1 2
k
2 k0

− ik 2ℓ+1

,

(4.11)

with the analogs of the scattering volume (of dimensions
2ℓ + 1) and effective range parameters given respectively
by

−1
4π
m R
2Λ2ℓ+1
vℓ =
≡
+
λ , (4.12)
mλ π(2ℓ + 1)
4π ℓ
k02ℓ−1 = −

4Λ2ℓ−1
.
π (2ℓ − 1)

(4.13)

We note that vℓ diverges (hyperbollically) for a sufficiently attractive interaction coupling, reaching a critical
value
λ(ℓ)
c = −

2π 2 (2ℓ + 1)
,
mΛ2ℓ+1

2
− iΓℓ /2,
mk02ℓ−1 vℓ

(4.14)

where we defined
4 −2ℓ+1 2ℓ+1
k
kpole ,
m 0
≈ −2k0−2ℓ+1 vℓ−1 .

Γℓ ≈
2
kpole

C.

Model at finite density: small parameter

Having established a model for two-particle scattering
in a vacuum, a generalization to a model at finite density
n, that is of interest to us, is straightforward. As usual
this is easiest done by working within a grand-canonical
ensemble by introducing a chemical potential µ that couples to a total number of particles operator N̂ via
Ĥ → Ĥ − µN̂ .

(4.15)
(4.16)

(4.17)

One thereby controls the average atom number and density by adjusting µ.
The single-channel models of the type Eq. (4.1) and
its corresponding finite angular momentum channel extensions have been widely studied in many problems of
condensed matter physics. Although (as most interacting
many-body models) it cannot be solved exactly, for sufficiently small renormalized coupling λR (λ), (4.5),(4.13),
(whether positive or negative), we expect that one can
analyze the system in a controlled perturbative expansion about a mean-field solution in a dimensional measure of λR , namely in the ratio of the interaction energy
to a typical kinetic energy ǫF .

1.

Small parameter in an s-wave model

In the s-wave case this dimensionless ratio is just the
gas parameter
|λR | n
∼ |a|n1/3 ∝ kF |a|.
ǫF

From the structure of fℓ (k) it is clear that at low energies (length scales longer than k0−1 ), the imaginary term
ik 2ℓ+1 is subdominant to the second k 2 term in the denominator. Consequently, the pole is well-approximated
by
Epole ≈ −

For a positive detuning, vℓ < 0, leading to the first term
of Epole real and positive, while the second one −iΓ/2
negative, imaginary and at low energies (k < k0 ) much
smaller than Re[Ep ]. Thus, (in contrast to the s-wave
case) for finite angular momentum scattering, even a
single-channel model with a separable potential exhibits
a resonance that is narrow for large, negative vℓ . For
vℓ > 0, the term −iΓ/2 becomes real and this resonance
directly turns into a true bound state, characterized by
a pole Epole , that is real and negative for vℓ > 0.

(4.18)

For weak repulsive s-wave interaction, λ > 0, an1/3 ≪ 1,
and the perturbation theory generically leads to a Fermi
liquid [58]. For weak attractive interaction λ < 0 and
|a|n1/3 ≪ 1, it predicts a weak-coupling BCS superconductor.
However, as λ is made more negative (increasing the
strength of the attractive interaction) |a| increases according to Eq. (4.5), as illustrated in Fig.17 and eventually goes to infinity when λ reaches the critical value of
λc . Near this (so-called) unitary point, the gas parameter is clearly large, precluding a perturbative expansion
within a one-channel model.
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On the other (BEC) side of the unitary point, a molecular bound state appears and the phenomenology is that
of interacting bosonic molecules with a molecular scattering length proportional to that of fermionic atoms,
am ≈ 0.6a [6, 35, 59]. Since on the BEC side a also diverges (this time from a positive side), the bosonic gas
of these molecular dimers is strongly interacting near the
unitary point and the situation is as hopeless for quantitative analysis as it was on the BCS side of the unitary
point.
Yet, at large negative λ, the bound state drops to a
large negative energy and a becomes small again (this
time positive). In this deep-BEC regime, the resulting
dilute repulsive gas of tightly bound molecules then also
exhibits the same small gas parameter as that deep in the
BCS regime. Hence its ground state is a weakly interacting superfluid Bose-condensate [4, 5], with properties
that can be computed perturbatively in a small parameter an1/3 , although careful analysis of this sort was only
done recently [6].
We note in passing, that, at a finite atom density the
effective measure of the strength of interaction is actually a dispersive coupling λkF , given by the T -matrix
TkF ,kF = (4π/m)|fs (kF )|
|TksF | n
,
ǫF
∼ kF |fs (kF )|,
kF
∼
,
|a−1 + ikF |

kF |a|, for kF |a| ≪ 1,
∼
.
1,
for kF |a| ≫ 1,

λ̂skF ∼

(4.19)
(4.20)
(4.21)
(4.22)

Thus, in contrast to a two-body case, at finite density the
growth of this effective dimensionless coupling, ∼ kF |a|,
actually saturates at 1 (i.e., at a large, nonperturbative,
but noninfinite value), due to a cutoff of the growing
scattering length a by atom separation kF−1 .
Hence, despite its many successes to predict qualitative
behavior, the Hamiltonian Eq. (4.1) has a limited ability to describe a resonant interacting Fermi gas. First
of all, as we just saw, its two-body scattering amplitude,
as given by Eq. (2.7), does not describe scattering via a
resonant state, capturing only a true bound state (for a
sufficiently attractive λ and positive a), but not a resonance [29] (possible for negative a). Thus, if resonances
(states at positive energy and finite lifetime) are present,
the model given by Eq. (4.1) is insufficient. Even in the
absence of such resonant states, the perturbation theory about the mean-field state commonly used to analyze Eq. (4.1) breaks down in the course of the BCS to
BEC crossover, where the scattering length surpasses the
inter-particle spacing and |a|n1/3 & 1 is no longer small.
However, it is quite common in literature to ignore
these issues and simply extend the mean-field analysis of Eq. (4.1) into the nonperturbative unitary regime
near λc . Given the absence of a phase transition in
the s-wave case, the prediction of such mean-field the-

ory is undoubtedly qualitatively correct even in the
strong coupling regime that smoothly interpolates between Pauli-principle stabilized large Cooper pairs and
a BEC of tightly bound molecules. However, as we
just discussed, such approach (all the perturbative embellishments notwithstanding) cannot make any quantitatively trustworthy predictions for λ ≈ λc , a regime
where a bound state is about to, or just appeared and
|a|n1/3 ≫ 1. Since the question of the s-wave BCSBEC crossover is intrinsically a quantitative one, quantitatively uncontrolled studies performed within above
nonresonant model provide little information about the
details of such crossover, particularly near the so-called
unitary regime.

2.

Small parameter in a finite angular momentum model

As can be seen from the form of the scattering amplitude (4.11) and its parameters vℓ and k0 , the case of
a gas resonant at a finite angular momentum is qualitatively quite different from that of the s-wave model just
considered. The reason is that, as discussed in Sec.IV B,
on length scale longer than the spatial range of the potential Λ−1 (i.e., on effectively all accessible scales) the
ik 2ℓ+1 in fℓ (k) is subdominant and a one-channel finite
angular momentum model exibits a resonant state that
continuously transforms into a bound state. As discussed
in Sec.II B, physically this stems from the existence of a
finite ℓ centrifugal barrier that strongly suppresses the
molecular decay rate at low positive energies.
Analogously (but distinctly) to the s-wave case, a
dimensionless parameter that measures the relative
strength of interaction and kinetic energy in the ℓ-wave
case is given by
(ℓ)

|TkF | kF2ℓ n
λ̂kF (ℓ) ∼
,
(4.23)
ǫF
kF2ℓ+1
∼
,
(4.24)
||vℓ−1 | + k02ℓ−1 kF2 |

 kF2ℓ+1 |vℓ |,
for k02ℓ−1 kF2 |vℓ | ≪ 1,


2ℓ−1
∼
.
 kkF
, for k02ℓ−1 kF2 |vℓ | ≫ 1,
0
(4.25)

Since, (as found above) k0 ∼ Λ, we find that for a finite angular momentum resonance, although the effective
(ℓ)
coupling λ̂kF grows with vℓ as a resonance is approached,
it saturates at a value ≪ 1, cutoff by a finite density.
Thus, this heuristic argument suggests that in principle a controlled perturbative treatment of full BCS-BEC
crossover is possible for finite angular-momentum Feshbach resonances, even within a one-channel model. Such
analysis has not yet been done, and it is an interesting
research problem for future work.
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V.

TWO-CHANNEL MODEL

As we have seen, there are considerable shortcomings
of a local one-channel model, particularly for the s-wave
case, as it does not exhibit a resonant state, nor does
it have a dimensionless parameter that can be taken to
be small throughout the BCS-BEC crossover. Thus, we
now consider a more involved fermion-boson two-channel
model that is free of these deficiencies. Furthermore, the

Ĥ 2−ch =

appeal of this two-channel model is that it is inspired by
and more accurately reflects the microscopics of the Feshbach resonance physics discussed in the Introduction and
above, but applies more universally to any system where
a resonant interaction (e.g., a shape resonance of the type
illustrated in Fig. 5) is at work. A general two-channel
model Hamiltonian, that in cold-atom context for the
special s-wave case was first introduced by Timmermans
[19], is given by




X k2 †
X g (ℓ)
X  (ℓ,m)
p2
†
√k k ℓ b̂ p,ℓ (k̂)â†k+ p ,σ â†−k+ p ,σ′ + h.c. .
ǫ0
+
b̂µp,ℓ,m
b̂µp,ℓ,m +
âk,σ âk,σ +
2
2
σ,σ′
2m
4m
V
k,p,ℓ
p,ℓ,m
k,σ
µ

σ,σ′

(5.1)

In above model Hamiltonian âk,σ (â†k,σ ) is a fermionic annihilation (creation) operator of an atom of flavor σ with
momentum k, representing atoms in the open-channel
(typically corresponding to the electron [physical, as opposed to flavor] spin-triplet state of two atoms) continuum. The annihilation operator b̂ p,ℓ′ (k̂) destroys a
σ,σ

bosonic diatomic molecule of mass 2m, with a center of
mass momentum p, internal (atoms’) momenta ±k. It
is a cartesian spin-tensor that transforms as a tensorproduct of two spin-1/2 representations and an orbital
angular momentum ℓ representation. It is convenient to
decompose it into 2ℓ + 1 components b p,ℓ,m
correspond′
σ,σ

ing to its projections along an orbital quantization axis,
according to:
b̂

p,ℓ
σ,σ′

(k̂) =

ℓ
X

m=−ℓ

≡ b

p,ℓ
σ,σ′

∗
Yℓ,m
(k̂)
b̂ p,ℓ,m
′
σ,σ

· Yℓ∗ (k̂),

(5.2)

where Yℓ,m (k̂) are the spherical harmonics, k̂ is a unit
vector along k, and in the last line the scalar product is
over 2ℓ + 1 components labeled by −ℓ ≤ m ≤ ℓ. These
bosonic orbital components can be further decomposed
into a singlet (µ = s) and a triplet (with three spin projection components sz = 0, ±1 linear combinations of
µ = (x, y, z) cartesian components) spinor representations according to:
b̂

p,ℓ
σ,σ′

X
1
= √
b̂µ · i(σy , σy ~σ )µσ,σ′
2 µ=s,x,y,z p,ℓ

(5.3)

with ~σ a vector of Pauli spin matrices; notice that iσy
is a fully antisymmetric (and thus a singlet) spin tensor
and the components of σy ~σ are linear combinations of the
spin-triplet projections sz = 0, ±1, represented by 2 × 2

symmetric matrices, with the relations
(0)

b̂p,ℓ = −b̂zp,ℓ ,

1 
(±1)
b̂p,ℓ = ± √ b̂xp,ℓ ± ib̂yp,ℓ .
2

(5.4)
(5.5)

Within a Feshbach resonant system context the molecule
b̂µp,ℓ represents a (quasi-) bound state of two atoms in
a closed channel (usually electronic spin-singlet state of
two atoms), a true bound state in the limit of a vanishing
(ℓ)
coupling gk (proportional to o-c channels hybridization
energy Uoc ) for the decay of a closed-channel molecule
into an open-channel pair of atoms. As discussed in the
Introduction, in this case the ’bare’ molecular rest en(ℓ,m)
(the detuning relative to the bottom of the
ergy ǫ0
open-channel continuum) corresponds to the Zeeman energies that can be readily tuned with an external magnetic field. For generality we allowed this detuning to
have a nontrivial m dependence, encoding an explicit
breaking of orbital rotational invariance seen in the experimental systems [37]. This ingredient will be central
to our analysis in Sec.VII, for a determination of the correct ground state of a p-wave paired superfluid. Focusing
on the closed-channel bound state, the model clearly ignores the continuum (with respect to relative coordinate)
of closed-channel states. Because for the experimentally
interesting regime of a resonance tuned to low energies,
these states are at a finite energy, they can be adiabatically eliminated (thereby only slightly modifying model
parameters) and can therefore be safely omitted. In the
context of a shape resonance the molecule b̂µp,ℓ represents
a resonance that is long-lived in the limit of large potential barrier.
We would like to emphasize that for a nonzero Fes(ℓ)
hbach resonance coupling gk it would be incorrect to
consider b-particles to be the true bound states (diatomic
molecules) of a-particles (atoms). Indeed, freely propa-
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and p-wave cases.

gating b-particles are not even eigenstates of the Hamiltonian Eq. (5.1). The true, physical molecule is a linear
combination of b-particles and a surrounding cloud of aparticles. They can be found by studying the scattering problem posed by Eq. (5.1). In particular, the true
bound states of Eq. (5.1) can be spatially quite large
with their spatial extent set by a scattering length a and
at finite atom density can easily overlap. In contrast,
the b-particles (related to the true bound states only in
(ℓ)
the limit of vanishing Feshbach resonance couplings gk )
are point-like, with their size set by a microscopic length
scale corresponding to the range d = 2π/Λ of the inters′ s′
atomic atomic potential, Us11s22 (|r − r′ |).
With this in mind, we now turn to the analysis of
the two-channel model, considering separately the s-wave

Ĥs2−ch =

S-wave

A.
1.

Two-atom scattering

As discussed in the Introduction, in the case of a twoflavor atomic gas, at low energies it is appropriate to
focus on the dominant s-wave channel, which by virtue of
Pauli principle automatically also selects the singlet twoatom states. Ignoring all other scattering channels in the
model (5.1), the s-wave two-channel model Hamiltonian
reduces to



X gs 
X
X k2 †
p2
√
ǫ0 +
b̂†p b̂p +
âk,σ âk,σ +
b̂p â†k+ p ,↑ â†−k+ p ,↓ + b̂†p â−k+ p2 ,↓ âk+ p2 ,↑ , (5.6)
2
2
2m
4m
V
p
k,p
k,σ

where to simplify notation we defined
(0)

b̂p ≡ b̂p,0,0 ,
1 (0)
gs θ(Λ − k) ≡ √ gk ,
2π

given exactly by the low-to-intermediate energy form in
Eq. (1.7), with the s-wave scattering length and effective
range given by

(5.7)
(5.8)

a = −

incorporating the short-scale (shorter than the atomic
interaction range d = 2π/Λ) falloff of the Feshbach reso(0)
nant coupling gk as an implicit sharp cutoff at Λ on the
momentum sums.
Within this model, the fermions of the same spin do
not interact at all, and the scattering amplitude of two
fermions of opposite spin can be calculated exactly. In
addition to the free fermion Green’s function Eq. (3.15),
the Green’s function for a free boson is given by
D0 (p, ω) =

1
ω−

p2
4m

− ǫ0 + i0

.

r0 = −

(5.9)

The T -matrix is then given by a geometric series depicted
in Fig. 18, and written algebraically as
T (k, k′ ) = gs D0 gs +gs D0 gs Πs gs D0 gs +. . . =

1
−1
1
gs2 D0

− Πs
(5.10)

Above,


p2
= D0 (0, k 2 /m),
D0 = D0 p, ε +
4m
Πs = Πs (k 2 /m),

(5.11)
(5.12)

latter defined in Eq. (4.3) and ε = k 2 /m is the two-atom
center of mass energy. The scattering amplitude is then

.

mgs2


4π ǫ0 −
8π
.
m2 gs2

gs2 mΛ
2π 2

 =

2
,
mr0 ω0

(5.13)
(5.14)

We note that as expected from general considerations
of Sec. II A 2, the effective range parameter r0 is indeed
negative. Proportional to 1/gs2, it controls the lifetime of
the b-bosons to decay into two atoms, corresponding to
the inverse width of the Feshbach resonance. r0 therefore
becomes arbitrarily long (compared to the microscopic
range 1/Λ) of the potential with decreasing gs . We recall
from Sec.II A 2 that these two conditions are precisely
those required for the resonance to exhibit a positive energy, finite lifetime resonant state.
From Eqs.(5.13,5.14) we also identify the characteristic
crossover energy scale Γ0 = 4/(mr02 ) and the parameter
ω0 = 2/(mr0 a) appearing in the s-wave scattering amplitude (2.12), given by
m3 gs4
,
(5.15)
16π 2
g 2 mΛ
(5.16)
ω0 = ǫ0 − s 2 ,
2π
In terms of these derived quantities, all the scattering
phenomenology discussed in Sec.II A 2 follows immediately.
We observe that the scattering length diverges at a crit2
ical value of the bare detuning ǫc0 = g2πm
2 Λ, correspondΓ0 =
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FIG. 18: The diagrams contributing to the T -matrix of the
two-channel model Eq. (5.6). The straight and wavy lines represent fermionic and bosonic Green’s functions, respectively.

ing to the point at which the bound state appears. This
should be contrasted with the naive expectation that the
bound state, being a b-particle, appears when ǫ0 goes
through zero. We refer to this shift as a renormalization of detuning (“mass renormalization” of the closedchannel boson b in the field theory parlance). The origin
of the shift from ǫ0 to ω0 lies in the fact that the b-particle
is, of course, not the bound state (physical molecule) of
the two a-particles (atoms). Rather, an actual bound
state is a superposition of a b-particle and a cloud of aparticles. The b-particle only corresponds to the part of
the physical bound state (molecule) which lies within the
closed-channel. We emphasize that while the b-particle
can be safely treated as a point particle, whose size is
related to the detuning-independent cutoff 1/Λ, the size
of the actual bound state (physical molecule) can get arbitrarily large, with its size diverging with a → ∞, as is
further discussed in Appendix A.
Since a diverges where the parameter ω0 vanishes, we
identify this additively-renormalized detuning parameter
ω0 with the physical detuning corresponding to Zeeman
energy splitting between closed- and open channels, controlled by the magnetic field H and vanishing at field H0 .
Comparing the prediction (5.13) for a with its empirical
form, Eq. (1.1), [24], allows us to identify parameters of
the two-channel model with the experimental parameters
according to
ω0 ≈ 2µB (H − H0 ),
Γ0 ≈ 4mµ2B a2bg Hw2 /~2 ,

(5.17)
(5.18)

where we estimated the magnetic moment responsible
for the Zeeman splitting between the open- and closedchannels (corresponding respectively to electron spin
triplet and singlet, respectively) to be 2µB .
Hence, the conclusion is that indeed the two-channel
model faithfully describes a scattering in the presence of
a resonant state, as well as a bound and virtual bound
states, depending on the value of the detuning parameter. It is thus a sufficient model to capture all the generic
features of a Feshbach-resonant atomic gas, without resorting to a fully microscopic (and therefore typically intractable) description. This should be contrasted with
the one-channel model Eq. (4.1), which is only able to
capture scattering in the absence of a resonant state, i.e.,
only in presence of either bound or virtual-bound states
and as such insufficient to capture an intermediate energy
behavior of a Feshbach-resonant atomic gas.
We close this section with a comment. In the literature it is common to study models that in addition to

the two-channel Feshbach resonant interaction considered above, a featureless nonresonant four-Fermi atomic
interaction is also included. It is simple to show that in
three-dimensions, doing so does not add any new physics
to the pure two-channel model considered here. Instead
it just amounts to redefining the relation between model’s
parameters (ǫ0 , gs , λ) and the experimentally determined
parameters ω0 and r0 . Please see Appendix B 2 for details.

2.

Model at finite density: small parameter

As already discussed in the Introduction, a finite density s-wave resonant Fermi gas, described by a twochannel model, Eq. (5.6) is characterized by an average
atom spacing n−1/3 ∼ 1/kF in addition to the scattering
length a and the effective range r0 , derived above and
discussed phenomenologically in Sec. II. Hence, in addition to the dimensionless gas parameter kF a discussed in
Sec. IV C 1, a two-channel model admits another key dimensionless parameter γs ∝ 1/(kF |r0 |) that is the ratio
of the average atom spacing kF−1 to the effective range
length |r0 |. Equivalently, γs is related to the square-root
of the ratio of the Feshbach resonance width Γ0 (controlled by the Feshbach resonance coupling gs and defined
by Eq. (2.12)) to the Fermi energy, and equivalently to
the
√ ratio of the resonance width (at the Fermi energy)
Γ0 ǫF to the Fermi energy:
√ r
g 2 N (ǫF )
8 Γ0
g2c
8 1
γs ≡
=
=√ =
. (5.19)
ǫF
π
ǫF
ǫF
π kF |r0 |
The two-channel model, Eq. (5.6) is described by an interacting Hamiltonian, whose interaction strength is controlled by a coupling gs . The corresponding dimensionless parameter γs ∝ gs2 controls a perturbative expansion
in the Feshbach resonant interaction (about an exactly
solvable non-interacting gs = 0 limit) of any physical
quantity. The key observation is that γs is independent
of the scattering length a and detuning ω0 , and as such,
if indeed small, remains small throughout the crossover,
even for a Feshbach resonance tuned through zero energy, where the scattering length a and the gas parameter
|a|n1/3 diverge.
Hence, we arrive an important conclusion: the twochannel model predictions for a narrow Feshbach resonance, (defined by γs ≪ 1, i.e., width of the resonance
Γ0 much smaller than the Fermi energy, or equivalently
effective range r0 much longer than atom spacing n−1/3 )
are quantitatively accurate throughout the BCS-BEC
crossover, no matter how large the value of the gas parameter |a|n1/3 gets.
As discussed in Sec.IV C 1, this availability of small parameter in the two-channel model contrasts strongly with
the one-channel model, characterized by a dimensionless
gas parameter |a|n1/3 that diverges for a Feshbach resonance tuned to zero (i.e., “on resonance”), that therefore
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does not admit a small perturbative expansion parameter throughout the entire crossover (with the exception
of deep BCS and deep BEC regimes).
In contrast, for the broad-resonance γs ≫ 1 system,
the two-channel model is no more solvable than the onechannel model; in fact, as we will show in the next subsection, in this limit the two models become identical.
The perturbatively accessible and nonperturbative regions of the two-channel model in the kF and a−1 parameter space are illustrated in Fig.4. In terms of the Fig.13,
the broad and narrow resonance limits respectively correspond to kF falling inside and outside the virtual bound
state regime, defined by 1/|a| < 1/(2|r0 |).
The dimensionless parameter γs naturally emerges in a
perturbative expansion in atom-molecule coupling. More
physically, it can also be deduced by estimating the
ratio of the energy associated with the atom-molecule
Feshbach-resonance interaction to the kinetic energy, i.e,
the non-interacting part of the Hamiltonian Eq. (5.6).
To see this, note that the atom-molecule coupling energy
EFs R per atom scales like
EFs R ∼ gs n1/2 ,

(5.20)
√
where we estimated the value of b̂(r) by b̂(r) ∼ n.
This interaction energy is to be compared to the noninteracting part of the Hamiltonian, i.e., the kinetic energy per atom
E0 ∼ ǫF ,

(5.21)

with the square of the ratio
γs ∼ (EFs R /E0 )2 ,
m2 gs2
,
∼ gs2 n/ǫ2F ∼
kF

(5.22)
(5.23)

giving the scale of the dimensionless parameter γs in
Eq. (5.19).
In the spirit of the discussion in Sec. IV C 1, another
instructive way to estimate the interaction strength and
to derive the dimensionless coupling that controls the
two-channel model’s perturbation theory is to integrate
out (in a coherent-state path-integral sense) the closedchannel molecular field b(r) from the action. As b(r)
couples to atoms only linearly this can be done exactly
by a simple Gaussian integration. The resulting action
only involves fermionic atoms that interact via an effective four-Fermi dispersive vertex. After incorporating
fermion-bubble self-energy corrections of the T -matrix
the latter is given by TkF ≈ (4π/m)fs (kF ), with a key
factor that is the finite-density analog of the scattering
amplitude, fs (k), Eq. (2.11). To gauge the strength of the
molecule-mediated interaction energy we compare the interaction per atom (4π/m)fs (kF )n to the kinetic energy
per atom ǫF . Hence, dropping numerical prefactors, the
dimensionless coupling that is a measure of the atomic
interaction, is given by
λ̂skF ≡

4πn
|fs (kF )|,
mǫF

(5.24)

∼ kF |fs (kF )|.

(5.25)

At large detuning (i.e., deep in the BCS regime) λ̂skF ∼
kF |a| ≪ 1 and the theory is perturbative in λ̂skF . However, as detuning is reduced |a(ω0 )| and λ̂skF (ω0 ) grow,
and close to the resonance a−1 may be neglected in the
denominator of Eq. (2.11). In this regime, the coupling
saturates at λ̂∞
kF :
λ̂∞
kF ∼

kF
,
|r0 kF2 /2 − ikF |

(5.26)

whose magnitude crucially depends on the dimensionless
ratio γs ∝ 1/(kF |r0 |), with
 1
∞
r0 kF , for |r0 |kF ≫ 1,
λ̂kF ∼
(5.27)
1,
for |r0 |kF ≪ 1.
Hence, in contrast to a two-particle vacuum scattering, in
which the cross section diverges when the Feshbach resonance is tuned to zero energy, at finite density, for sufficiently large a, the effective coupling λ̂skF ceases to grow
and saturates at λ̂∞
kF , with the saturation value depending on whether this growth is cut off by the atom spacing
1/kF or the effective range r0 . The former case corresponds to a narrow resonance [γs ∝ (|r0 |kF )−1 ≪ 1], with
the interaction remaining weak (and therefore perturbative) throughout the BCS-BEC crossover, right through
the strong-scattering 1/(kF |a|) = 0 point. In contrast, in
the latter wide-resonance case [γs ∝ (|r0 |kF )−1 ≫ 1], discussed in Sec.IV C 1, sufficiently close to the unitary point
1/a = 0 the effective coupling λ̂∞
kF , Eq. (5.27), grows to
O(1) precluding a perturbative expansion in atom interaction near the unitary point.
3.

Relation to one-channel model

In this section we would like to demonstrate that
in the broad-resonance limit, of relevance to most
experimentally-realized Feshbach resonances to date, the
r0 k 2 contribution to the dispersion (arising from the
molecular kinetic energy) of the effective coupling λ̂sk can
be neglected and one obtains an effective single (open-)
channel description. Thus the one and two channel models are equivalent in the limit γs → ∞.
The reduction to a single-channel model in the broad
resonance limit can be executed in an operator formalism,
with the derivation becoming exact in the infinite Feshbach resonance width (γs → ∞) limit. (For this same
reduction in the functional integral formalism, see Appendix A of Ref. [6].) The expression for the scattering
length, Eq. (5.13)
1
4π
gs2 mΛ 
=−
ǫ
−
,
0
a
mgs2
2π 2

(5.28)

dictates that a proper transition to the broad resonance
limit corresponds to gs → ∞ while adjusting the bare
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detuning according to
ǫ0 = −

gs2
,
λ

(5.29)

such that the physical scattering length a remains fixed.
This allows us to trade the bare detuning ǫ0 and coupling
gs for a new coupling λ that physically corresponds to
a non-resonant attractive interaction depth, that can be
used to tune the scattering length. The Heisenberg equation of motion governing the molecular field b̂p dynamics
under Hamiltonian (5.6), with condition Eq. (5.29), is
given by:


˙
(5.30)
b̂p = −i b̂p , Ĥs2−ch ,

h p2
i
2
X
gs
g
= −i
.
− s b̂p + 1/2
â−k+ p ↓ âk+ p ↑ (5.31)
2
2
4m
λ
V

Now, in the large gs → ∞ limit (keeping λ fixed) the
molecular kinetic energy term ∝ p2 /4m on the right and
˙
the b̂p term on the left are clearly subdominant, reducing
the Heisenberg equation to a simple constraint relation

b̂p =

λ X
â
p .
p â
gs V 1/2 k −k+ 2 ↓ k+ 2 ↑

(5.32)

Hence, we see that in the extreme broad-resonance limit
the molecular field’s dynamics is “slaved” to that of the
pair of atoms, according to Eq. (5.32). Substituting
this constraint into the Hamiltonian, (5.6) allows us to
eliminate the closed-channel molecular field in favor of a
purely open-channel atomic model with the Hamiltonian

k

Ĥs1−ch =

X k2 †
λ X †
âk,σ âk,σ +
âk′ + p ↑ â†−k′ + p ↓ â−k+ p2 ↓ âk+ p ↑
2
2
2
2m
V
′
k,σ

a momentum space version of the one-channel model,
Eq. (4.1) discussed in Sec.(IV).
A clear advantage of the one-channel model is that, as
shown above, it naturally emerges as the correct Hamiltonian in the experimentally-relevant case of a wide resonance, γs ≫ 1. However, as discussed in Sec. IV C 1,
a notable disadvantage is that, in the most interesting
regime of a Feshbach resonance tuned to zero energy, its
dimensionless gas parameter kF |a| → ∞ precluding a
controlled perturbative calculation throughout the BCSBEC crossover.
B.
1.

P -wave

Two-atom scattering

(5.33)

k,k ,p

s-wave channel, and, consequently the dominant interaction is in the p-wave channel. In addition to this motivation, a study of a p-wave resonance is attractive because,
as we will see below, (and is already clear from scattering phenomenology discussion in Sec. III A) they can in
principle be made arbitrarily narrow by simply decreasing the particle density (as opposed to increasing n in
the s-wave case) and therefore are amanable to a quantitatively accurate description possibly in experimentally
accessible regimes. Finally, as we will see, p-wave superfluids exhibit richer set of possibilities and thereby allow
genuine phase transitions (some quite exotic), not just
crossover as a function of detuning.
With this motivation in mind, in this section we focus
on the dominant p-wave, sz = +1 triplet channel (a gas
of atoms in a single hyperfine state ↑) in the model (5.1),
described by the following p-wave Hamiltonian

As discussed in the Introduction, for a single component Fermi gas Pauli principle forbids interaction in the

Ĥp2−ch =




X gp
X
X k2 †
p2
√ kα b̂p,α â†k+ p â†−k+ p + b̂†p,α â−k+ p2 âk+ p2 .
ǫα +
b̂†p,α b̂p,α +
âk,σ âk,σ +
2
2
2m
4m
V
p,α
k,p
k

(5.34)

Here, as before, we defined the p-wave coupling to be gp ,
where the subscript p refers to the “p-wave”, not to be

confused with momentum. To simplify notation, we defined three (cartesian tensor components) p-wave bosonic
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operators (α = x, y, z) in terms of the three bosonic
(sz =+1)
(closed-channel) operators b̂p,1,m
with definite projections of orbital angular momentum, m = (±1, 0) (and
sz = +1), defined in Sec.V


1
(+1)
(+1)
(5.35)
b̂p,x ≡ √ b̂p,1,1 + b̂p,1,−1 ,
2


i
(+1)
(+1)
(5.36)
b̂p,y ≡ − √ b̂p,1,1 − b̂p,1,−1 ,
2
(+1)

b̂p,z ≡ b̂p,1,0 ,

(5.37)

and we have dropped the hyperfine subscript ↑ on these
molecular operators. We also defined the corresponding
Feshbach resonance coupling and bare detunings
r
3 (1)
gp θ(Λ − k) ≡
g ,
(5.38)
4π k
(1,0)

ǫx,y

ǫz = ǫ0 ,
1 (1,1)
(1,−1) 
,
+ ǫ0
ǫ0
= ǫ⊥ =
2

(5.39)
(5.40)

incorporating the short-scale (shorter than the atomic
interaction range d = 2π/Λ) falloff of the Feshbach reso(1)
nant coupling gk as an implicit sharp cutoff at Λ on the
momentum sums. The coupling gp is the amplitude for

Tk,k′ = 2gp2

X

kα Dα kα′ + 2gp4 V −1

α

X



2
where Dα stands for Dα 0, km , Π stands for the po

2
larization bubble Π q, km , defined in Eq. (3.16), α =
x, y, z, and overall factor of 2 comes from the definition of
the T -matrix in this many-body language (see factor of
1/2 in the definition of the interaction term in Eq. (3.2)).
A related symmetry factor of 2 appearing in front of Π
in Eq. (5.43) is also a consequence of identical fermions
appearing the diagrams in Fig. 18, that allows two possible contractions of atomic lines inside Π, which contrasts
to one such contraction for s-wave scattering of atoms
distinguished by (hyperfine-) spin.
Calculating the momentum q sum in the p-wave polarization bubble in the denominator of Eq. (5.43), we
find
1 X 2
q Π(q, ε),
V q
Z
q2
d3 q
=
(2π)3 ε − q2 + i0
m

Ĥt−break =

X
i (1,+1)
(1,−1) 
ǫ0
− ǫ0
(b̂†p,y b̂p,x − b̂†p,x b̂p,y ),
2
p
(1,+1)
ǫ0

(5.41)
of interest to

(1,−1)
ǫ0

that vanishes in the case
=
us here.
By construction, the fermionic atoms (a-particles)
scatter only in the p-wave channel. The scattering amplitude can be easily calculated in the same T -matrix
formalism, as in the s-wave case, Eq. (5.10).
The propagator of the bα -particles is given by
Dαβ (p, ω) =

δαβ
p2
4m

ω−

− ǫα + i0

≡ Dα (p, ω)δα,β , (5.42)

Graphically, the T -matrix is represented by the geometric
series in Fig. 18, with vertices proportional to kα . It is
given by

kα Dα qα 2Π qβ Dβ kβ′ + . . . =

q,α,β

Πp (ε) ≡

the transition between a pair of identical fermionic atoms
with one unit of orbital (relative) angular momentum into
a closed-channel molecule with an internal angular momentum ℓ = 1.
In Hp , Eq. (5.34), we have specialized to the experimentally relevant time-reversal invariant Hamiltonian [37] for degenerate m = ±1 resonances and thereby
omitted a contribution

X
α

Dα−1

= −

−

2gp2 kα kα′
2 2 −1 P
q
3 gp V

q2 Π

,

(5.43)

mΛ3 m2 Λ
m5/2 3/2
−
ε
−
i
ε . (5.44)
6π 2
2π 2
4π

where as before ε = k 2 /m is the molecule’s internal energy in the center of mass frame. Just as in Eq. (4.3) in
Πp (ε) we have cut off the (otherwise ultra-violently divergent) integral at high momentum Λ corresponding to
the inverse (closed-channel) molecular size, with the calculation (and the whole approach of treating b as a point
particle) valid only as long as ε ≪ Λ2 /m. However, in
contrast to the s-wave, Eq. (4.3), here the integral for the
p-wave case scales as p3 at large momenta. As a result,
in addition to the constant contribution (first Λ3 term
that is analogous to linear Λ term, Eqs.(4.3), (5.16)) that
leads to the detuning shift, the polarization bubble shows
a second Λ-dependent contribution that multiplicatively
renormalizes the molecular dispersion. For a future reference, we introduce two cutoff-dependent parameters related to these two terms
m 3 2
c1 =
Λ gp ,
(5.45)
9π 2
m2 2
c2 =
g Λ,
3π 2 p
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≡

Λ
,
kg

(5.46)

where c1 is a constant with dimensions of energy, c2 is an
important dimensionless constant and we defined a new
momentum scale
2

3π
kg = 2 2 .
m gp

3kα kα′
.
2
3
(ǫα − c1 ) − m6π
2 g 2 (1 + c2 )k − ik
α
p
(5.48)
For an isotropic interaction, m = 0, ±1, Feshbach resonances are degenerate, εα = ε0 , and the scattering amplitude is (not surprisingly) entirely in the p-wave channel
X

6π
mgp2

f (k, k′ ) = 3fp (k) cos(θ),

(5.49)
′

where θ is the angle between momenta k and k before
and after the scattering event. The partial wave scattering amplitude fp (k) in the p-wave channel, as follows
from Eq. (2.1) and (3.20), is given by
fp (k) =

k2
6π
mgp2

(ǫ0 − c1 ) −

6π
m2 gp2

(1 + c2 ) k 2 − ik 3

. (5.50)

Therefore, as argued on general grounds, the scattering
of identical fermionic atoms is indeed exactly of the form
Eq. (2.21), with
6π
(ǫ0 − c1 ) ,
mgp2
12π
= − 2 2 (1 + c2 ) ,
m gp


4
Λ
= − kg 1 +
,
π
kg

v −1 = −
k0

(5.51)

(5.52)

and this result essentially exact, valid on all momentum
scales up to the cutoff Λ. As required for a resonant state,
indeed k0 < 0 is negative definite.
We note that k0 is the characteristic momentum scale
beyond which the width of the resonance k 3 becomes
larger than its energy k0 k 2 /2, i.e., a crossover scale beyond which the resonant state disappears. It is clear from
its form, Eq. (5.52) that k0 is given by the following limits

4
kg , for kg ≫ Λ,
k0 = − ×
(5.53)
Λ, for kg ≪ Λ,
π
depending on the ratio Λ/kg , but with k0 ≥ Λ for all kg ,
set by Feshbach resonance coupling gp .
It is useful to introduce the physical detuning ω0
ω0 =

ǫ 0 − c1
,
1 + c2

fp (k) =

(5.47)

The two-body scattering amplitude is obtained
m
through its relation f (k, k′ ) = − 4π
Tk,k′ , Eq. (3.13) to
the T -matrix. Combining this with Eq. (5.43), Eq. (5.44)
and Eqs. (5.45), (5.46), we thereby obtain
f (k, k′ ) =

that corresponds to the energy of the pole in fp (k),
Eq. (5.50) when this pole is tuned to low energy. In
terms of the detuning ω0 , the p-wave scattering amplitude is given by

(5.54)

6π
mgp2

k2
(1 + c2 ) ω0 −

k2
m



− ik 3

.

(5.55)

Adjusting ω0 from negative to positive, turns the scattering in the presence of a low-lying bound state at −|ω0 |
into the scattering in the presence of a resonance at ω0 .
Thus, the p-wave two-channel model Eq. (5.34) captures the most general low-energy scattering in almost
exactly the same way as its s-wave counterpart does.
The most obvious difference from the s-wave model lies
in how the cutoff Λ enters the scattering amplitude. In
the s-wave case Λ could be eliminated via a redefinition
of the detuning energy from ǫ0 to ω0 , as in Eq. (5.16), and
thereby disappears from all other computations. In the
p-wave case, however, Λ enters the scattering amplitude
not only additively but also multiplicatively, and therefore explicitly appears in the scattering amplitude fp (k),
Eq. (5.55) through the dimensionless parameter c2 , even
after the shift to physical detuning ω0 .
Interestingly, appearance of c2 persists when we calculate the phases of the p-wave condensate later in this paper. While the parameter c1 drops out of all predictions
when written in terms of physical parameters, the dimensionless parameter c2 , controlled by the closed-channel
cutoff Λ and coupling gp continues to appear explicitly.
Unfortunately, it is not easy to extract c2 from experimental measurements of the scattering amplitude, as it
enters the amplitude in the combination (1 + c2 )/(m2 gp2 ).
We note that if c2 ≪ 1 then it and the uv-cutoff Λ indeed drop out from all physical quantities with k0 ∼ −kg .
However, if c2 ≫ 1, then k0 ∼ −(1 + c2 )/(m2 gp2 ) ∼ −Λ
reduces to a quantity that is completely independent of
g. Indeed in this limit, the bare dispersion of the closedchannel b-field can be ignored (in comparison to the polarization bubble Λ-dependent corrections) and the field
b can be integrated out, just like in the strong coupling
s-wave two-channel model, and leads to a p-wave singlechannel model analog of (4.1).
2.

Model at finite density: small parameter

A finite density p-wave resonant Fermi gas is characterized by the following three length scales: the average
atom spacing (Fermi wavelength) 1/kF , the analog of
effective range (characterizing resonance intrinsic width
Γ0 ) 1/k0 , and the scattering length |v|1/3 . Consequently,
we can form two dimensionless constants. One is the
1/3
p-wave gas parameter kF |v| , that, although small for
large positive and negative detuning, diverges near the
resonance (tuned to low energy), and thereby precludes
1/3
a controlled perturbative expansion in kF |v|
(or equivalently in nv) throughout the phase diagram. However,
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in the two-channel p-wave model the second dimensionless parameter, defined in Eq. (1.6) and approximately
given by
γp ∼

kF
,
k0

(5.56)

( that is approximately independent of ω0 and v), offers
such a controlled expansion even in the region where v
diverges.
As in the s-wave case, we can get a better physical
sense of the dimensionless parameter that controls perturbation theory by looking at the ratio of the p-wave
Feshbach resonance interaction energy
EFp R ∼ gp n1/2 kF ,

(5.57)

We first note that, in principle, at high densities (energies) kF > k0 , the k0 kF2 is subdominant and the dimensionless coupling is given by the gas parameter vkF3 ∼ vn
that saturates at 1 as v 1/3 grows beyond atom spacing
1/kF . However, given the k0 asymptotics, Eq. (5.53), we
have kF ≪ k0 ≥ Λ and in contrast to the s-wave case this
nonperturbative regime is never accessible in the p-wave
case. Namely, at all physically accessible densities the
width term kF3 is subdominant and the effective coupling
is given by
(p)

kF3
,
||vℓ−1 | + 21 k0 kF2 |
(
kF3 |v| = kkF0 (k0 kF2 |v|),
∼
kF
k0 ,

to the typical kinetic energy per atom
E0 ∼ ǫF ,

(5.58)

√
where we estimated the value of b̂(r) by b̂(r) ∼ n. and
took the value of a typical internal momentum k (appearing in the p-wave vertex) to be kF . We find
(EFp R /E0 )2 ∼ gp2 nkF2 /ǫ2F ,

∼ m2 gp2 kF ∼ m2 gp2 n1/3 ,
kF
,
∼
kg

4πn
≡
|fp (kF )|,
mǫF
∼ kF |fp (kF )|,
kF3
,
∼
1
−1
|v + 2 k0 kF2 /2 − ikF3 |

for k0 kF2 |v| ≪ 1,
for k0 kF2 |v| ≫ 1.

Since, as emphasized above kF ≪ k0 for all densities
of physical interest (see Eq. (5.53)), we conclude that a
p-wave resonant gas is always in a perturbative regime
with the perturbation theory controlled via a small dimensionless coupling γp given in Eq. (5.56). It thereby
allows quantitatively accurate predictions given in powers of γp (However, if c2 ≫ 1, this description might go
beyond mean field theory [45]. We are grateful to Y.
Castin [60] for pointing this out to us.)

(5.59)

that, as expected is indeed controlled by γp in the limit
of large kg , i.e., small gp .
As in the s-wave case above we can more carefully
gauge the interaction strength and the corresponding dimensionless coupling of the p-wave two-channel model
by formally integrating out the closed-channel molecular
field b(r). This leads to an effective one-channel model,
with atoms that interact via an effective four-Fermi dispersive vertex. After incorporating the fermion-bubble
self-energy corrections of the T -matrix the latter is given
by TkF ≈ (4π/m)fp (kF ), with a key factor that is the
finite-density analog of the scattering amplitude, fp (k),
Eq. (2.21). Following the finite angular momentum onechannel model analysis of Sec. IV C 2 we can gauge the
strength of the molecule-mediated interaction energy by
comparing the interaction per atom (4π/m)fp (kF )n to
the kinetic energy per atom ǫF . Hence, dropping numerical prefactors, the dimensionless p-wave coupling that is
a measure of the atomic interaction, is given by
(p)
λ̂kF

(5.62)

λ̂kF ∼

(5.60)

(5.61)

VI.

S-WAVE BCS-BEC CROSSOVER

In Sec. V A we developed and justified the proper twochannel model of an s-wave resonantly interacting atomic
gas and related its parameters to a two-body scattering
experiment. We now turn to the main goal of our work,
namely a study of this model at a fixed chemical potential, with the aim to establish the thermodynamics of an
s-wave resonant Fermi gas as a function of temperature
T , density n, and detuning ω0 .
The thermodynamics is encoded in the partition function Z = Tr e−β Ĥ and the corresponding free energy F =
−T ln Z. The partition function can be conveniently formulated in terms the imaginary-time path-integral over
coherent states labeled by commuting closed-channel
fields φ(r), φ̄(r) (bosonic molecules) and anticommuting open-channel fields ψ(r), ψ̄(r) (fermionic atoms), and
their complex conjugates
Zs =

Z

DψDψ̄DφDφ̄ e−Ss [φ,ψ] ,

(6.1)

with the action Ss [φ, ψ] corresponding to the Hamiltonian Hs2−ch , Eq. (5.6), given by
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Ss [φ, ψ] =

Z

0

β

dτ

Z



d3 r 

X

σ=↑,↓







∇2
∇2
φ + gs φ ψ̄↑ ψ̄↓ + φ̄ ψ↓ ψ↑  ,
− µ ψσ + φ̄ ∂τ + ǫ0 − 2µ −
ψ̄σ ∂τ −
2m
4m

(6.2)

where β = 1/T is the inverse temperature. In above,
because fermionic atoms and bosonic molecules are in
equilibrium, able interconvert into each other via the Feshbach resonant coupling gs , the chemical potential µ couples to the total conserved particle number, that is the
sum of the number of free atoms (fermions) and twice
the total number of bosons.
Given that fermions ψ appear quadratically in

Ss [φ] =

Z

β

dτ
0

Z

Zs =

Infinitely-narrow resonance limit

It is enlightening to first consider the limit of a vanish−1/2
→ 0. As can
ingly narrow resonance, γs ∼ gs2 m3/2 ǫF
be seen most clearly from the original action, Eq. (6.2) or
the corresponding Hamiltonian, Eq. (5.6), in this gs → 0
limit the system breaks into two non-interacting parts:
fermionic atoms of mass m and bosonic molecules of mass
2m. Despite of a vanishing interaction, we emphasize an
implicit order of limits here. Namely, the vanishing interaction is still sufficiently finite so that on experimental
times scales the resulting fermion-boson mixture is nevertheless in equilibrium, with only total number of particles
(but not the separate fermion and boson number)
nf + 2nb = n,

(6.5)

that is conserved, with nf , nb the atom and molecule
densities, respectively. This key feature is captured by a
common chemical potential µ even in the gs → 0 limit.
In this limit the boson lifetime, even for ǫ0 > 0 when
the boson is actually a resonance [29], becomes infinitely
long (but still short enough to establish equilibrium with
fermions), and therefore the bosons can be considered as
stable particles on equal footing with fermions. Also in
this limit the distinction between parameter ǫ0 and the

Z

DφDφ̄ e−Ss [φ] ,

(6.3)

where the effective action Ss [φ] is given by



∇2
d r φ̄ ∂τ + ǫ0 − 2µ −
φ − Tr ln
4m
3

The bosonic action Ss [φ] completely characterizes our
system. However, it is nonlinear in φ, describing effective
bosonic interactions controlled by gs and therefore cannot be solved exactly. Nevertheless it can be studied via
standard many-body methods as we will describe below.

A.

Eq. (6.1), they can be formally integrated out, giving
an effective purely bosonic action

2

∇
iω − 2m
−µ
gs φ
∇2
iω + 2m
gs φ̄
+µ

!

.

(6.4)

renormalized physical detuning ω0 , Eq. (5.16), disappears
ǫ0 = ω0 .

(6.6)

At T = 0, the condition 2µ ≤ ω0 holds, since the lowest
energy level of bosons cannot be negative. We therefore
arrive at the following picture illustrated in Fig. 19. For
a large positive detuning ω0 > 2ǫF , molecules are too
energetically costly to be produced in equilibrium, and
all particles are fermionic atoms forming a Fermi sea,
with the chemical potential locked to the Fermi energy
µ = ǫF , with
2/3
3π 2 n
ǫF =
.
(6.7)
2m
set completely by the total particle density n. However,
as illustrated in Fig. 19, for an intermediate range of detuning ω0 < 2ǫF , it becomes energetically advantageous
to convert a fraction of fermions in the Fermi sea between
ω0 and 2ǫF into Bose-condensed molecules, thereby keeping the effective bosonic chemical potential 2µ − ω0 at its
lowest value of zero. This atom-to-molecule conversion
regime continues as detuning is reduced, with µ locked
to ω0 /2. It terminates when ω0 reaches 0, at which point
atom-to-molecule conversion is complete and the system
enters into the BEC regime of a pure molecular condensate for ω0 < 0. The full range of behavior can be summarized by the evolution of the molecular boson density,
nb (ω0 ) with detuning ω0 , that can be easily found to be

0,
for ω0 > 2ǫF

3/2 

 
ω0
n
, for 0 ≤ ω0 ≤ 2ǫF (6.8)
1 − 2ǫ
nb =
2
F

n
for ω0 < 0.
2,
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FIG. 19: An illustration of the BCS-BEC crossover in the
limit of a vanishing resonance width γs → 0. The evolution
with detuning ω0 is illustrated, with (a) the BCS regime of
ω0 > 2ǫF , where particles are all free atoms forming a Fermi
sea, (b) the crossover regime of 0 < ω0 < 2ǫF , where a fraction of atoms between ω0 and ǫF have converted into BEC of
bosonic molecules, and (c) the BEC regime of ω0 < 0, where
only Bose-condensed molecules are present.

and is displayed in Fig. 20.
For finite temperature the chemical potential is no
longer locked to the detuning and is determined by the
particle number equation Eq. (6.5), together with the
noninteracting expressions for the fermionic density
d3 k
1
,
µ
k2
−T
(2π)3 e 2mT
+1

(6.9)

1
d3 k
+ n0 ,
2µ−ω
k2
− T 0 −1
(2π)3 e 4mT

(6.10)

nf = 2

Z

and the bosonic density
nb =

Z

1

2

3

`
Ε0

FIG. 20: The normalized density of bosonic molecules n̂b =
2nb /n vs the normalized detuning ω̂0 = ω0 /ǫF in the limit of
a vanishing resonance width, γs → 0 .

k

ε

(c)

-1

-2

where n0 = |B|2 is, as usual, the density of the bosonic
condensate. This total number constraint must be supplemented by the free-energy minimization rule that
n0 > 0 only if 2µ = ω0 and vanishes otherwise.
These equations can then be used to determine the
normal-superfluid transition temperature Tc (ω0 ), defined
as a temperature at a given detuning ω0 at which n0 first
vanishes. Setting 2µ = ω0 and n0 = 0, we find an implicit

equation
Z
Z
d3 k
d3 k
1
1
n
+
= ,
ω0
k2
k2
3
(2π) e 2mTc − 2Tc + 1
(2π)3 e 4mT
2
c − 1
(6.11)
that uniquely gives Tc (ω0 ). The numerical solution of
Eq. (6.11) is presented in Fig. 21.
The limiting behavior of Tc (ω0 ) is easy to deduce.
Deep in the BEC regime, for ω0 ≪ −ǫF , the first integral is exponentially small, reflecting the fact that in
this regime the fermion chemical potential µ is large and
negative and a number of thermally created fermionic
atoms is strongly suppressed. The second integral then
gives the critical temperature, that in this regime coincides with the BEC transition temperature
Tc (ω0 ≪ −ǫF ) ≈ TBEC =

π
m



n
2ζ (3/2)

2/3

,

(6.12)

that is indeed on the order of ǫF . As ω0 is increased
through the BEC and crossover regimes, Tc (ω0 ) decreases, as the contribution of thermally created free
atoms from the first integral increases. When detuning
reaches ω0 = 2ǫF , the solution of Eq. (6.11) drops down
to Tc (2ǫF ) = 0. Beyond this point, for ω0 > 2ǫF in the
BCS regime, the bosons are completely converted into
free fermions forming a Fermi sea and Tc (ω0 ) sticks at 0.
B.

Narrow-resonance limit

We extend our study of the s-wave resonant Fermi gas,
described by the Bose-Fermi mixture action to the limit
where γs is small but nonzero. The overall qualitative
picture is quite similar to the gs → 0 limit discussed in
the previous subsection and summarized in Fig.19, with
only a few new features.
Because of the φ nonlinearities in Ss [φ], Eq. (6.4), the
functional integral Eq. (6.3) in general cannot be evaluated exactly. However, as discussed in the Introduction
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`
Tc

closed form, leading to the so-called BCS-BEC gap equation for the mean field B(T, µ, ǫ0 ) (and the corresponding
condensate density |B|2 )

1.2
1

ǫ0 − 2µ =

0.8
0.6

where Ek is given by
s

0.4
0.2
-3

-1

-2

1

2

3

Ek =

`
Ε0

and in Sec. V A, for small gs (γs ≪ 1) the theory can
be analyzed by a controlled perturbative expansion in
powers of γs around the saddle-point (mean-field) approximation of Zs . To this end, we look for the spatially
uniform field configuration φ(r) = B that minimizes the
action Ss [φ]. We find the following saddle-point equation

ǫ0 − 2µ − gs2 T

XZ

=
φ=B

d3 k
(2π)3 ω 2 +
n

S0 [B] = Ss |φ=B

k
d3 k tanh E
2T
,
3
(2π)
Ek

k2
−µ
2m

2

+ gs2 B̄B

φ(r) = B + ϕ(r),
1

k2

2m

−µ

(6.14)

(6.15)

(6.17)

in terms of a fluctuation field ϕ(r) about the saddle point
B. Expanding the action, we find

= 0.

2

+ gs2 B̄B
(6.13)
where ωn = πT (2n + 1) are the fermion Matsubara frequencies. The sum over the frequencies can be done in a
ωn

Z

The integral on the right hand side of the BCS-BEC gap
equation is formally divergent, scaling linearly with the
uv momentum cutoff Λ. However, expressing the bare
detuning parameter ǫ0 in terms of the physical, renormalized detuning ω0 using Eq. (5.16), we can completely
eliminate the appearance of the microscopic uv scale
Λ in all physical quantities, and thereby obtain a uvconvergent form of the BCS-BEC gap equation
"
#
Z
k
gs2
d3 k tanh E
2m
2T
ω0 − 2µ =
(6.16)
− 2 .
2
(2π)3
Ek
k
To calculate Zs in the saddle-point approximation, we
write the bosonic field

FIG. 21: The normalized critical temperature T̂c = Tc /TBEC
as a function of the normalized detuning ω̂0 = ω0 /ǫF in the
limit of a vanishing resonance width γs → 0.

1 δSs [φ]
B
δ φ̄

gs2
2

Ss [B, ϕ] ≈ S0 [B] + Sfluct [B, ϕ],

(6.18)

where

"
#
 2
2
X Z d3 k
k
V
2
2
ln ωn +
− µ + gs B̄B,
= (ǫ0 − 2µ) B̄B − V
T
(2π)3
2m
ω

(6.19)

n

and
Sfluct [B, ϕ] =

X

p,Ωn

( ϕ̄p,Ωn

ϕ−p,−Ωn )

2

1

2 sB (p, Ωn )

+ Σ11 (p, Ωn )
Σ20 (p, Ωn )

p
represents the free
Here sB (p, Ωn ) = iΩn + ǫ0 − 2µ + 4m
part of the bosonic action, Σ11 (p, ω) and Σ02 (p, ω) are the
normal and anomalous fermion polarization operators,
and Ωn = 2πT n are the bosonic Matsubara frequencies.
We used here a fact that Σ20 is symmetric under the
sign change of its arguments. The explicit expressions
for the polarization operators are not very illuminating
at this stage and will be discussed later (see Eqs. (6.71)
and (6.72)). Within this saddle-point approximation, the

Σ20 (p, Ωn )
1
2 sB (p, −Ωn ) + Σ11 (p, −Ωn )



ϕp,Ωn
ϕ̄−p,−Ωn

partition function Zs is given by
Z
Zs ≈ exp (−S0 ) DϕDϕ̄ exp (−Sfluct ) .



.

(6.20)

(6.21)

In the applications of Eq. (6.14) to atomic gases, it is
the total particle number N , rather than the chemical
potential that is controlled experimentally. Of course, as
usual, in the thermodynamic limit there is no distinction
between the two ensembles and it is sufficient to work in
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the grand-canonical ensemble (as we have done above),
and then eliminate µ in favor of N through the particle
number equation
∂
ln Zs .
N =T
∂µ

(6.22)

Solving (6.22) simultaneously with the BCS-BEC gap
equation (6.16) determines the condensate density B and
chemical potential µ as a function of experimentally controlled parameters, the detuning ω0 , temperature T , and
particle number N .

1.

Zero temperature BCS-BEC crossover

At zero temperature the BCS-BEC gap equation reduces to


Z
gs2
d3 k
1
2m
ω0 − 2µ =
(6.23)
− 2 .
2
(2π)3 Ek
k
The particle number equation can also be evaluated noting that at T = 0 and small γs , most of the weaklyinteracting bosons remain in the condensate B (with only
a small interaction-driven depletion set by γs ) and therefore the fluctuations ϕ(r) are small and can be safely
neglected. Omitting Sfluct from Zs above and using
Eq. (6.19), the particle number-density (n = N/V ) equation is then given by
T ∂S0
,
n = −
V ∂µ


Z
ξk
d3 k
1−
+ 2B̄B,
=
(2π)3
Ek

(6.24)

where Ek is still given by Eq. (6.15), and
ξk =

k2
− µ.
2m

(6.25)

Before solving this equation together with the BCSBEC gap equation, (6.23) for the condensate B and the
chemical potential µ as a function of ω0 , let us comment
on the nature of the ground state. The bosons, within
the narrow resonance approximation, where the condensate depletion has been neglected, are all located in the
condensate. The fermions, on the other hand, form a
paired superfluid described by the BCS-like Hamiltonian
X
H − µ Nf =
ξk â†kσ âkσ +
k,σ

X
k



gs B â†k↑ â†−k↓ + B̄ â−k↓ âk↑ ,

(6.26)

with the condensate B appearing as pairing parameter
to be self-consistently determined. In practice, B can
always be chosen to be real due to the symmetry B →

eiϕ B, so that B = B̄. The role of the BCS gap is played
by the bosonic density, via
∆ = gs B.

(6.27)

The ground state of this Hamiltonian is the BCS wavefunction [1]

Y
|BCSi =
uk + vk a†k↑ a†−k↓ |0i ,
(6.28)
k

with uk , vk given by the standard expressions
s 
s 


ξk
ξk
1
1
1−
1+
, uk =
.
vk =
2
Ek
2
Ek

(6.29)

When ω0 is large and positive, ω0 & 2ǫF , the closedchannel molecules (bosons b̂p ) are energetically suppressed and Eq. (6.26) predicts phenomenology of a BCS
superconductor [1]. Namely, most of the particles will
be fermionic atoms with a weak attraction due to exchange of virtual bosons (resonances) with energy detuned much higher than the chemical potential. Such
degenerate fermions will therefore form a BCS ground
state (6.28). Due to fermionic pairing, the bosons will
still be present, albeit in the exponentially small numbers since the BCS gap Eq. (6.27) and the associated
Cooper-pair density are exponentially small.
In a qualitative picture similar to the gs → 0 limit
(see Fig. 19), as ω0 is decreased the number of boson condensate will grow, while the number of fermions
will decrease, with the substantial change approximately
(within a window γs ǫF ) taking place when ω0 drops below 2ǫF . As ω0 crosses 0, the chemical potential that
tracks it for ω0 < 2ǫF will also change sign and become
negative. At this point the remaining fermions will form
a “strongly-coupled superconductor” (in the notation of
Ref. [11]) that exhibits pairing in the absence of a Fermi
surface, driven by the existence of a true two-body bound
state. Such situation is not typically encountered nor
experimentally accessible in ordinary, solid-state superconductors. As discussed in Ref. [11], a strongly coupled
s-wave superconductor is not qualitatively different from
the more standard one with µ > 0. This contrasts with
the p-wave case, where µ > 0 and µ < 0 regimes are separated by a (possibly topological) quantum phase transition, that we will discussed in Sec. VII devoted to p-wave
resonances. Because throughout the entire range of detuning ω0 (particularly for 0 < ω0 < 2ǫF ) the system
will be a superposition of Bose-condensed bosons and
Cooper-paired fermions, we refer to it as a BCS-BEC
condensate.
It is useful to contrast this small γs picture of BCSBEC condensate with the earlier studies of wide resonances (corresponding to the large γs limit in our setting). When the resonance is wide, most of the particles
are fermions regardless of the value of ω0 (open-channel
fermions in the atomic physics parlance) and only a small
fraction of the condensate will be bosons (closed-channel

35
fermions). As a result, for a wide resonance no sharp
features exist in the BCS-BEC crossover.
Now we are in the position to solve the BCS-BEC gap
and the particle number equations. The former can be
written as
3 p
gs2 (2m) 2 |µ|
I (u) ,
(6.30)
ω0 − 2µ =
4π 2
where u = gs B/µ (with B = B̄), and the integral I(u) is
given by


Z ∞
2
x
I(u) =
dx  q
− 1 , (6.31)
2
0
(x2 − sign u) + u2
with sign u = sign µ. Similarly, the particle number
equation reduces to
3

3

(2m) 2 |µ| 2
K(u) + 2B 2 = N,
3π 2

(6.32)

where K(u) is defined as
"
#
Z
3 ∞
x2 − sign u
2
K(u) =
dx x 1 − p
.
2 0
(x2 − sign u)2 + u2
(6.33)
K(u) essentially measures the deviation of the particle
number from the usual Fermi distribution in the absence
of pairing, with K(u → 0+ ) → 1.
In the BCS regime we expect a small condensate with
u ≪ 1, for which


8
.
(6.34)
I(u) ≈ ln 2
e u
The logarithmic divergence of I(u) as u goes to zero is the
standard Fermi surface contribution to the gap equation.
In the same regime we can replace K(u) by K(0+ ) = 1.
We thus find


4π 2 (ω0 − 2µ)
B ≈ gs−1 8e−2 µ exp −
,
(6.35)
√
(2m)3/2 gs2 µ
and
(2mµ)3/2
+ 2B 2 = n.
3π 2

(6.36)

Since B is exponentially small, Eq. (6.36) gives µ ≈ ǫF .
Combined, these two equations give us B(ω0 ) as a function of detuning. The quantitative validity of this regime,
u ≪ 1 is given by
ω0 ≫ 2ǫF + ǫF γs ,

(6.37)

where γs is the small parameter given by Eq. (5.19) characterizing an s-wave resonant gas at density n.
As ω0 is decreased below 2ǫF , a crossover regime is
entered as fermions begin to be converted into bosons,

and the chemical potential µ tracks ω0 /2 to accuracy
O(γs ). As is clear from the infinitely narrow resonance
analysis, Eq. (6.8) and Fig.19, most of the atoms will
pair up into bosons that become true bound states inside
the BEC regime of ω0 < 0. In this BEC regime, for a
sufficiently negative ω0 , so that u < 0 and |u| ≪ 1, we
can use the following simple asymptotics I(−0) = − π2 ,
2
and K(u) ≈ 3π
16 u , to reduce the gap and particle number
equations deep in the BEC regime to be
p
gs2 (2m)3/2 |µ|
,
ω0 − 2µ ≈ −
8π
(2m)3/2 gs2 B 2
p
n ≈
+ 2B 2 .
16π |µ|

(6.38)
(6.39)

These give a BCS-BEC condensate, in which most particles are molecular (true bound states) bosons, and only a
small fraction of the total number are the Cooper-paired
fermions.
The full solution of Eqs. (6.30) and (6.32) can only be
found numerically and is displayed in Fig. 6 for γ = 0.1.
We can see that in contrast of the infinitely narrow resonance case presented earlier on Fig. 20, the molecular
condensate density nb = B 2 extends to ǫ0 ≥ 2ǫF , although only as an exponentially small tail. This represents the BCS condensate absent in the limit of an infinitely narrow resonance, γs → 0.
2.

Ground state energy across BCS-BEC crossover

It is instructive to also calculate the zero temperature grand canonical ground-state energy density
εGS (µ, ω0 , B), that is given by the T → 0 limit of T S0 /V ,
where S0 is given by Eq. (6.19). Calculating it at arbitrary B and then minimizing it with respect to B will
be of course be equivalent to solving the gap equation
Eq. (6.23). As in the previous subsection, to lowest order in γs , ignoring quantum fluctuations of φ, we find
εGS = (ω0 − 2µ)B 2 +

X
k

(ξk − Ek + gs2

B2
).
2ǫk

(6.40)

Here we again chose B to be real, traded ǫ0 for ω0 , and
used the notations Eqs. (6.25), (6.15) with the additional
notation
ǫk =

k2
.
2m

(6.41)

Setting B = 0 the normal state energy is easily computed as
εGS (B = 0) =

X

(ξk − |ξk |),

(6.42)

8 5/2
cµ Θ(µ),
15

(6.43)

k

= −
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where we converted the sum to an integral and
√ used the
three-dimensional density of states N (E) = c E with
m3/2
.
c≡ √
2π 2

(6.44)

Combining this with Eq. (6.40) then gives:
εGS = (ω0 − 2µ)B 2 −

8 5/2
cµ Θ(µ) + J(µ, B), (6.45)
15

where
J(µ, B) ≡

Z

2
d3 k
2B
|ξ
|
−
E
+
g
,
k
k
s
(2π)3
2ǫk

(6.46)

and we have converted the momentum sum to an integral.
The gap equation discussed previously, Eq. (6.23), and
the particle number equation Eq. (6.24) obviously follow
from
0=

∂εGS
,
∂B

(6.47)

and
n=−

∂εGS
.
∂µ

(6.48)

For a narrow Feshbach resonance (γs ≪ 1), we can find
an accurate analytic approximations to εGS in Eq. (6.45)
in all relevant regimes. The first step is to find an appropriate approximation to Eq. (6.46), which has drastically different properties depending on whether µ > 0 (so
that the low-energy states are near the Fermi surface) or
µ < 0 (so that there is no Fermi surface and excitations
are gapped with energy bounded from below by |µ|). We
∂J
and then
proceed by first evaluating the derivative ∂B
integrating the expression with a constant of integration
J(µ, 0) = 0.
Z
∂J
d3 k 1
1
2
−
= −gs B
,
(6.49)
∂B
(2π)3 Ek
ǫk
Z ∞
√
1
1
− , (6.50)
= −gs2 B
ǫdǫ p
2
2
ǫ
(ǫ − µ) + ∆
0
8e−2 µ
, µ > 0; µ ≫ gs B, (6.51)
gs B
h
π gs B 2 i
≃ gs2 N (µ)B π +
, µ ≪ −gs B, (6.52)
16 µ
≃ −2gs2 N (µ)B ln

This calculation proceeds through the evaluation of the
integral for I(u), Eq. (6.31). Integrating back up with
respect to B, we thus have


2 2
 −N (µ) gs B + g 2 B 2 ln 8e−2 µ , µ > 0; µ ≫ gs B,
s
2
g
sB
h
i
J≃
2 2

 N (µ) gs B π + π gs B 2 ,
µ < 0; |µ| ≫ gs B,
2
32
µ

a. BCS regime: The BCS regime is defined by ω0 ≫
2ǫF , where gs B ≪ µ and µ ≃ ǫF > 0, with pairing taking place in a thin shell around the well-formed Fermi
surface. In this regime, εGS is given by
√
µ 2 ∆2
∆
√
∆ + 2 (δ − 2µ) + c µ∆2 ln −2
εGS ≃ −c
2
gs
8e µ
8
− cµ5/2
(6.54)
15
with ∆ ≡ gs B, see Eq. (6.27).
It is convenient to work with the dimensionless variables defined by
µ̂ =

µ ˆ
∆
ω0
, ∆=
, ω̂0 =
.
ǫF
ǫF
ǫF

(6.55)

The normalized ground-state energy eGS in the BCS
regime is then given by
√
εGS
µ̂ ˆ 2 ˆ 2
eGS ≡ 5/2 ≃ −
∆ + ∆ (ω̂0 − 2µ̂)γs−1
2
cǫF
ˆ
p 2
ˆ ln ∆ − 8 µ̂5/2 ,
(6.56)
+ µ̂∆
−2
8e µ̂ 15

where, γs , defined in Eq. (5.19), is a dimensionless measure of the Feshbach resonance width Γ0 to the Fermi
energy. With this, Eqs. (6.47) and (6.48) become
0=

∂eGS
,
ˆ
∂∆

(6.57)

ˆ 0 − 2µ̂)γs−1 + 2
≃ 2∆(ω̂

p
ˆ ln
µ̂∆

∂eGS
4
=−
,
3
∂ µ̂
ˆ2
4
5∆
ˆ 2 γ −1 −
≃ √ + µ̂3/2 + 2∆
s
4 µ̂ 3

ˆ
∆
,
8e−2 µ̂

(6.58)
(6.59)

ˆ
ˆ2
∆
∆
√ ln −2 , (6.60)
2 µ̂ 8e µ̂

ˆ = 0, µ̂ = 1) and the
that admits the normal state (∆
BCS SF state
√

ˆ ≃ ∆
ˆ BCS (µ̂) ≡ 8e−2 µ̂e−γs−1 (ω̂0 −2µ̂)/ µ̂ , (6.61)
∆
4
4
ˆ 2 γ −1 .
≃ µ̂3/2 + 2∆
(6.62)
s
3
3
where in the second line we approximately neglected the
first term on the right side of Eq. (6.60), valid since
ˆ BCS ≪ 1 (and γs ≪ 1). It is easy to show that the
∆
BCS solution is always a minimum of εGS (B).
The meaning of the two terms on the right side of
Eq. (6.62) is clear once we recall its form in terms of
dimensionful quantities:

4 3/2
cµ + 2|B|2 ,
(6.63)
3
(6.53) i.e., the first term simply represents the total unpaired
atom density, reduced below n since µ < ǫF , while the
second term represents the density of atoms bound into
Having computed εGS (µ, B) in the regimes of interest,
molecules, i.e., twice the molecular condensate density
the phase diagram is easily deduced by finding B that
ˆ ≪ 1,
|B|2 . Qualitatively, we see that at large ω̂0 , ∆
minimizes εGS (µ, B), subject to the total atom number
implying from the number equation that µ̂ ≈ 1.
constraint Eq. (6.48).
n≃
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ˆ = ∆/ǫF and the relation ∆2 = g 2 nb between ∆
Using ∆
s
and the molecular density, we have

b. BEC regime: We next consider the BEC regime
defined by ω0 < 0. As we shall see, in this regime µ < 0
and |µ| ≫ ∆, so that Eq. (6.53), I(µ, ∆), applies. This
yields, for the normalized ground-state energy,
ˆ 2 γs−1 +
eG ≃ (ω̂0 − 2µ̂)∆

3 −1 ˆ 2
γ ∆ n,
4 hs
i
γs π
n
1− p
≃
,
2
(γs π)2 + 32|ω̂0 |

nb =

ˆ 2 i
ˆ2h
p ∆
π ∆
π+
, (6.64)
|µ̂|
2
32 µ̂

and, for the gap and number equations (dividing by an
ˆ in the former)
overall factor of ∆
0 ≃ 2γs−1 (ω̂0 − 2µ̂) +
4
ˆ2 +
≃ 2γs−1 ∆
3

(6.66)

These results of course match those derived purely on
the basis of the gap and particle number equations in
Sec. VI B 1.

In the BEC regime the roles of the two equations are
reversed, with µ̂ approximately determined by the gap
ˆ approximately determined by the numequation and ∆
ber equation. Thus, µ̂ is well-approximated by neglecting
ˆ 2 in Eq. (6.65), giving
the term proportional to ∆
s
γ 2 π2
ω̂0 h
γs π i2
1+ s
µ̂ ≈
−p
.
(6.67)
2
32|ω̂0 |
32|ω̂0 |

3.

At large negative detuning, |ω̂0 | ≫ 1, in other words in
the BEC regime, Eq. (6.67) reduces to µ̂ ≈ ω̂0 /2, with
the chemical potential tracking the detuning.
Inserting Eq. (6.67) into Eq. (6.66) yields
h
i
γs π
ˆ 2 = 2γs 1 − p
.
∆
3
(γs π)2 + 32|ω̂0 |
g2
Σ11 (q, Ω) = s
2

Z

and
g4B2
Σ20 (q, Ω, ) = s
2

dω d3 k
h
2π (2π)3
Z

Ω
2

dω d3 k
h
2π (2π)3

+ω

Ω
2

i
2

+ω

where
ξ+ =

1 
q 2
q 2
1 
−µ, ξ− =
−µ. (6.73)
k+
k−
2m
2
2m
2

The self-energy Σ11 involves an IR divergent integral over
k. This divergence can be regularized if one notices that
Σ11 enters the effective action Sfluct in the combination
ǫ0 − 2µ + 2Σ11 . It is straightforward to check, however,
that
ǫ0 − 2µ + 2Σ11 (0, 0) = 2Σ20 (0, 0),

(6.74)

Zero temperature collective excitations and condensate
depletion

We would now like to calculate the spectrum of collective excitations of the BEC-BCS condensate, which is
contained in the Sfluct part of the effective action. In order to do that, we need expressions for the self-energies
Σ11 and Σ20 appearing in Eq. (6.20). At zero temperature these are given by

(6.68)



(6.70)

which, as expected (given the fermions are nearly absent
for µ < 0) simply yields nb ≈ n/2 in the asymptotic
(large |ω̂0 |) BEC regime.

ˆ 2 i
p h
π ∆
, (6.65)
|µ̂| π +
16 µ̂

ˆ 2π
∆
p .
4 |µ̂|

(6.69)
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i,

(6.71)

(6.72)

by virtue of the saddle-point equation Eq. (6.23). This
situation is typical in the interacting Bose gas, and
Eq. (6.74) is nothing but the Goldstone theorem ensuring that the collective excitations remain massless (also
referred to as Hugenholtz-Pines relation [61] in the interacting Bose gas literature). Therefore, we are really
interested not in Σ11 (q, Ω), but rather in the linear combination Σ11 (q, Ω) − Σ11 (0, 0), which remains finite.

The spectrum of collective excitations is given by the
condition that the propagator computed with the help
of Eq. (6.20) has a pole. To simply the calculations, we
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Σ20 (q, Ω) ≈ Σ0 + Σ2 Ω2 + Π2 q 2

will only compute the spectrum at low momentum and
energy. Following [50], in anticipation that the collective
excitations are sound waves and so, Ωq ∼ q, we expand
the self-energies in powers of energy and momentum according to

where we have used Eq. (6.74). Therefore, the spectrum
is given by the condition that the determinant of the
matrix in Eq. (6.20) vanishes. That matrix in our case
takes the form

ǫ0 − 2µ + 2Σ11 (q, Ω) ≈ 2Σ0 + ΣiΩ + Σ1 Ω2 + Π1 q 2

 

det 

1
2

iΩ (1 + Σ) +

q2
4m

+ 2Σ0 + Σ1 Ω2 + Π1 q 2

Σ0 + Σ2 Ω2 + Π2 Ω2

This gives for the spectrum Ωq of excitations


1
+ Π̃
4Σ0 4m
,
Ω2q = q 2
2
(1 + Σ) + 4Σ0 Σ̃



Σ0 + Σ2 Ω2 + Π2 Ω2
1
2

(6.77)

where we introduced the notation
Π̃ = Π1 − 2Π2 , Σ̃ = Σ1 − 2Σ2 .

(6.78)

In other words, the excitations are indeed sound modes,
with the speed of sound
v


u
u 4Σ0 1 + Π̃
4m
t
.
(6.79)
c=
2
(1 + Σ) + 4Σ0 Σ̃

We now evaluate Σ0 , Σ, Π̃, and Σ̃. Doing the frequency
integral in Σ2,0 (0, 0) gives
Z
gs4 B 2 ∞ k 2 dk
1
Σ0 =
i3/2 , (6.80)
2 h

2
8
2π
2
0
k
2B2
−
µ
+
g
s
2m

Differentiating Σ11 (0, Ω) with respect to Ω at Ω = 0 gives
g2
Σ= s
4

Z

∞
0

k 2 dk
2π 2 h

k2
2m

k2
2m −
2

−µ

µ

+ gs2 B 2

i3/2 .

Finally, we also find after some algebra
Z
1
g 2 ∞ k 2 dk
Σ̃ = s
h
i3/2 ,
2

2
8 0 2π
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+
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2m
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+ s
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2

+ gs2 B 2

(6.81)

(6.82)

5/2 .

(6.83)
In general, evaluation of the integrals in Eqs. (6.80),
(6.81), (6.82), and (6.83) is straightforward but cumbersome. We will present results only in the deep BEC and
BCS regimes (that is, ω0 . −ǫF and ω0 & ǫF ).

(6.75)



−iΩ (1 + Σ) +

q2
4m

+ 2Σ0 + Σ1 Ω2 + Π1 q 2



  = 0.

(6.76)

First, consider the BEC side of the crossover. There
ω0 and µ are negative, and it is clear that at small gs ,
Σ ≪ 1, Σ0 Σ̃ ≪ 1, and mΠ̃ ≪ 1, and thus they can be
neglected. The speed of sound is then simply given by
r
Σ0
cBEC =
.
(6.84)
m
Since |µ| ≫ gs2 B 2 in this BEC regime, we can neglect
gs2 B 2 in the denominator of Eq. (6.80) to find
g2B2
Σ0 ≈ s
8

Z

k 2 dk
2π 2

gs4 B 2 m3/2
3 = 32π|ω |3/2 ,
0
−µ

1
k2
2m

(6.85)

where we have used 2µ = ω0 in this BEC regime. Therefore, the square of the speed of sound is simply
c2BEC =

gs4 B 2 m1/2
.
32π|ω0 |3/2

(6.86)

where B 2 ≈ n/2. We compare this expression for c2BEC
with a standard expression for a BEC condensates of
point bosons (see, for example, Ref. [36])
c2 =

4πab B 2
,
(2m)2

(6.87)

where ab is the boson scattering length (not to be confused with the scattering length of fermions, given by a in
Eq. (5.13)). By inspection, we therefore conclude that on
the BEC side of the crossover, the BCS-BEC paired condensates behaves as an effective gas of weakly repulsive
bosons with a scattering length
ab =

gs4 m5/2
.
32π 2 |ω0 |3/2

(6.88)

We note that the scattering length ab , together with the
speed of sound c, decreases as the detuning ω0 is made
more negative, deeper into the BEC regime. This is of
course to be expected, as paired-bosons interaction arises
due to their polarization into their constituent fermions,
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followed by a fermions exchange – the process of the order
of gs4 . Since this virtual fermion creation process costs a
molecular binding energy, Eq. (2.16), deep in the BEC
regime approximately given by |ω0 |, it is suppressed with
increasing |ω0 |, as is the effective bosonic interaction and
ab .
Here an important remark is in order. Our narrow resonance result for ab , Eq. (6.88), contrasts sharply with
the well-known (gs and m independent) result for the
molecular scattering length deep in the BEC regime,
namely ab ≈ 0.6 a, where a is the fermion scattering
length [35]. The short answer explaining this difference
is that the ab ≈ 0.6 a prediction is for the wide resonance BEC regime, corresponding to γs → ∞ instead of
the limit of narrow resonance considered here. In more
detail, the results of Ref. [35] apply only in the regime
where a ≫ |r0 |. In our narrow resonance problem, this
regime is realized only in a very narrow range of ω0 , satisfying −Γ0 . ω0 < 0 (Γ0 is the resonance width given
in Eq. (5.15)). This is not what one should call the BEC
regime of the narrow resonance crossover, which should
be defined as ω0 . −ǫF , with ǫF , in turn, being much
bigger than Γ0 .
Moreover, if one does tune ω0 to this narrow window,
the Fermi energy of the gas under study here will be much
bigger than the binding energy of the bosonic molecules,
and the condensate cannot be treated at all as weakly interacting bosons. So even though the scattering length of
bosons within this window of ω0 is indeed 0.6 a, this will
not get reflected in the speed of sound in the condensate.
Contrast this with the BEC regime of the broad resonance BCS-BEC superfluid, where a ≫ r0 for a wide
range of the detuning ω0 < 0, and where Fermi energy is
small compared to Γ0 . For further details, including the
calculation of the speed of sound in the broad resonance
BEC regime of Eq. (5.6), see Ref. [6].
Thus we conclude that Eq. (6.88) is the correct scattering length of molecules in the narrow resonance problem.
In fact, Eq. (6.88) can also be derived independently by
studying the scattering of bosons in vacuum perturbatively. We will not do it here.
Let us now turn to the BCS regime ω0 > 2ǫF , where
µ ≈ ǫF . We evaluate Σ0 , Σ, Σ̃, and Π̃, from Eqs. (6.80),
(6.81), and (6.82), (6.83). These integrals are easiest to
compute if we change variables k 2 /(2m) − µ = ξ, and
notice that only small ξ essentially contribute to the integrals. We find
gs2 (2m)3/2 1/2
ω0 − 2µ
µ , Σ≈
,
16π 2
4µ
p
p
(2m)3 µ
µ (2m)3 µ
,
Σ̃
≈
.
Π̃ ≈
24mB 2 π 2
16B 2 π 2

Σ0 ≈

(6.89)
(6.90)

The speed of sound, Eq. (6.79), is now dominated by Σ̃,
Π̃, and give
s
r
2µ
Π̃
vF
cBCS =
= √ .
=
(6.91)
3m
3
Σ̃

that reassuringly recovers the well-known result for the
speed of sound in a neutral BCS superconductor [62, 63].
In the intermediate crossover regime between BEC and
BCS, where 0 . ω0 . 2ǫF , the integrals in Σ0 , Σ, Σ̃,
and Π̃ should be evaluated numerically to give the speed
of sound which interpolates between its BEC and BCS
values.
Using our understanding of the collective excitations,
we can now compute the interaction-driven depletion of
the condensate, namely the number of bosons that are
not Bose-condensed into a single-particle k = 0 state,
even at zero temperature. As we will show, the depletion
number turns out to be much smaller than the number of
particles in the condensate (with the ratio controlled by
−1/2
the smallness of γs ∼ gs2 m3/2 ǫF ), which justifies our
neglecting it in the analysis of the crossover, above. We
also note that smallness of depletion justifies the expansion in powers of fluctuations (controlled by γs ) across
the whole range of the BCS-BEC crossover in a narrow
resonance atomic system.
The number of excited bosons can be simply computed
from the Green’s function of the fluctuations,
nexc = lim h ϕ̄(0)ϕ(τ ) i.

(6.92)

τ →0+

Evaluating the Green’s function gives
sB (q, −Ω) + 2Σ11 (q, −Ω)
,
det M
(6.93)
where M is the matrix in Eq. (6.20). Evaluating this
expression analytically in general is difficult, so we concentrate on limiting BEC regime.
In the BEC regime, where we can approximate Σ20 ≈
Σ0 , ǫ0 − 2µ + Σ11 ≈ 2Σ0 and sum over frequency, we find
Z
q2
d3 q 4m + 2Σ0 − Ωq
,
(6.94)
nexc =
(2π)3
2Ωq
r

h ϕ̄(Ω, q) ϕ(−Ω, −q) i =

where Ωq is the spectrum, Ωq = 2

q2
8m

+ Σ0

2

− Σ20

(Eq. (6.77) is the small momentum version of it). Doing
the integral gives
r
na3b
8
8
3/2
nexc =
(mΣ
)
=
n
,
(6.95)
0
3π 2
3
π
which coincides with the standard expressions of the condensate depletion in a weakly interacting Bose gas. As
advertised above, the depletion is small and vanishes in
the limit of a vanishingly narrow resonance, γs ≪ 1.
As ω0 is increased from negative towards positive values, Eq. (6.95) is no longer applicable and analysis is best
performed numerically.
4.

Critical temperature

We expect the condensate to be reduced with increasing temperature, vanishing at a critical temperature
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Tc (ω0 ), that we compute below. In contrast to superfluids of point bosons, in paired superfluids there are two
physically distinct effects that contribute to the condensate reduction with temperature[5]. One is the dissociation of Cooper pairs (and closed-channel molecules
hybridized with them), and, simultaneously, thermal
bosonic excitations. One of them is captured by the finite temperature gap equation Eq. (6.16) and is responsible for Tc in the BCS regime, while the other must be
included in the finite-temperature particle number equation and is at work in the BEC regime.
For simplicity we focus on the Bose-Fermi mixture at
the critical temperature, where the condensate density
vanishes. This allows us to take advantage of technique
of Ref. [5] to find the number of particles. This method
ignores the interactions between the bosons and concentrates solely on the bosonic propagator modified by the
presence of fermions. This amounts to approximation of
Ss [φ], Eq. (6.4) by a quadratic expansion in φ(r) = ϕ(r),
reducing it to Sfluct [φ], Eq. (6.20). In the case of a broad
resonance, considered in Ref. [5], this is not quantitatively justified for ω0 sufficiently close to zero so that
a ≫ n−1/3 . In contrast, in the case of a narrow resonance
system studied here, this expansion is justified, since the
strength of interactions, governed by γs , is weak.
At T = Tc the condensate vanishes, B = 0, and the
gap equation reduces to
"
#
Z
ξk
gs2
d3 k tanh 2Tc
2m
ω0 − 2µ =
(6.96)
− 2 ,
2
(2π)3
ξk
k
with ξk given by Eq. (6.25). To find the particle number
equation, we need to evaluate the contribution to the
partition function due to fluctuations of φ in Eq. (6.4).
This can be expressed in terms of polarization operators
Σ11 and Σ20 . In fact, for B = 0, Σ20 = 0, and only Σ11
survives. This gives for Eq. (6.19)
"
 2
2 #
X Z d3 k
k
2
S0 [B] = −V
ln ωn +
−µ
,
(2π)3
2m
n
(6.97)
where ωn = πT (2n+1) are fermionic Matsubara frequencies, with fluctuation corrections to S0 [B] given by
X Z d3 q
ln sn ,
(6.98)
S0fluct [B] = V
(2π)3
n
where
sn (q, Ωn ) = iΩn +

q2
− 2µ + ǫ0 + 2Σ11 (q, Ωn ), (6.99)
4m

and Ωn = 2πT n are bosonic Matsubara frequencies. To
simplify this expression further, we can use the technique
discussed in Ref. [5]. To that end, we introduce the manybody finite temperature phase-shift


q2
+ 2µ − ǫ0 − 2Σ11 (q, iΩ) ,
δ(q, Ω) = Im ln Ω −
4m
(6.100)

Ω

FIG. 22: The contour of integration in Eq. (6.101). The
crosses depict the positions of the poles of the Bose-Einstein
distribution 1/(eΩ/T − 1).

that is a generalization of the vacuum phase-shift, which
can be deduced
from Eq. (1.7) and the relation f (p) =

e2iδ − 1 /(2ip). We can now transform the sum over
frequencies in Eq. (6.98) into the integral
S0fluct[B] =

V
T

Z

d3 q
2π 3

I

dΩ δ(q, Ω)
,
2πi eΩ/T − 1

(6.101)

with the integration over Ω done along the contour depicted in Fig. 22.
Combining this all together, the particle number equation (6.22)
N = −T

∂S fluct
∂S0
−T 0 ,
∂µ
∂µ

(6.102)

takes the form
∂δ(q,Ω) #
dΩ
∂µ
n=
,
−
q2
µ
Ω/T − 1
−
2πi
e
e 2mT T + 1
(6.103)
with the first and second terms giving the number of
fermion and bosons, respectively.
To make further progress, we need to know Σ11 , which,
when evaluated at T = Tc is given by
Z
g2T X
1
d3 k
Σ11 (q, Ω) = − s
,
2 n
(2π)3 [ξ+ − i (ωn − Ω)] [ξ− + iωn ]
(6.104)
where ξ+ , ξ− are given by Eq. (6.73), above. The sum
over the frequencies is elementary, with the result
h i
h i
ξ+
ξ−
Z
d3 k tanh 2Tc + tanh 2Tc
gs2
.
Σ11 (q, Ω) = −
4
(2π)3
ξ+ + ξ− + iΩ
(6.105)
Unfortunately the remaining integral can only be done
numerically, and we will not evaluate it in this paper,
except deep in the BEC regime. Fortunately, however,
we do not need to know it in the narrow resonance limit

Z

d3 q
(2π)3

"

1

I

41
of gs → 0. In this limit, Σ11 becomes small and the
phase-shift reduces to


q2
δ(q, Ω) = Im ln Ω −
(6.106)
+ 2µ − ω0 .
4m
In this limit, we can use ω0 and ǫ0 interchangeably since
they now coincide.
Substituting into Eq. (6.103), we can transform the
contour integral over Ω to the form
I
1
dΩ
1
.
(6.107)
−2
2
Ω/T
q
2πi Ω −
e
−1
4m − ω0 + 2µ
The contour in this integral can now be transformed to
q2
enclose the pole at Ω = 4m
going in the clockwise direction, finally giving for the total particle density
"
#
Z
n
d3 q
1
1
+ q2
, (6.108)
=
q2
µ
−T
2
(2π)3 e 2mT
c
+ 1 e 4mTc − 1
where we used ω0 = 2µ valid the small gs limit.
This equation coincides with Eq. (6.11) which we derived in the gs = 0 limit, as could have been guessed
from the outset. However, here we are in principle in the
position to compute corrections to this equation if Σ11 is
evaluated and included in Eq. (6.103).
Let us now use the gap equation Eq. (6.96) and the particle number equation Eq. (6.108) to compute the critical
temperature as a function of detuning ω0 .
In the BCS regime, ω0 & 2ǫF , we expect the transition
temperature to be exponentially small. As a result, the
particle number equation forces µ to be very close to
ǫF (slightly below it). Indeed, the number of excited
bosons at a low temperature is expected to be small,
and the particle number is saturated by fermions, whose
chemical potential must therefore be in the vicinity of ǫF .
We recall that for Tc = 0, Eq. (6.108) would be solved
simply by setting µ = ǫF .
We then need to use Eq. (6.96), with ǫF substituted for
µ with sufficient accuracy to determine Tc . The actual
calculations are identical to the ones employed by the
BCS theory. One technique for solving Eq. (6.96) in this
regime is described in Ref. [36]. Evaluating the integral
in Eq. (6.96) we find
#
"
8eC−2
ω0 − 2ǫF
2
, (6.109)
Tc =
ǫF exp −4π
3/2 √
π
gs2 (2m)
ǫF
where C is the Euler constant, ln C ≈ 0.577. We see that
indeed, the critical temperature is exponentially small in
the ratio (ω0 − 2ǫF )/gs2 . This could have been guessed
without any calculation as this simply coincides with the
standard BCS result in the same way as Eq. (6.35) coincides with the appropriate BCS result, with Tc /∆ =
eC /π.
In the deep BEC regime, where ω0 is negative, we expect the chemical potential µ to roughly follow ω0 , in the

way quite similar to the infinitely narrow resonance limit
described in section VI A. The critical temperature will
then be given by solving Eq. (6.108) and noting that the
fermion part of the particle number is going to be very
small. Therefore, it will reach its asymptotics coinciding
with the critical temperature of a non-interacting Bose
gas, given by Eq. (6.12).
Between the BEC and BCS regime through the
crossover the temperature will interpolate between the
BEC Eq. (6.12) and the BCS Eq. (6.109) values, in the
precise way that can be obtained through a numerical
solution.
An interesting question is whether the critical temperature decreases monotonously as the detuning is increased
or perhaps has a maximum at some intermediate value of
the detuning. Recall that Nozières and Schmitt-Rink observed a maximum in the Tc vs ω0 diagram, see Ref. [5],
and so did subsequent papers which followed their techniques. However, as these authors themselves observed,
their calculations were done in the case of a broad resonance, where their approach was an uncontrolled approximation that could not guarantee that the maximum was
not an unphysical artifact of their approximation. In contrast, in our case of narrow resonance, we can actually
calculate the entire curve T0 (ω0 ) perturbatively in powers of gs , and predict the behavior of Tc in a trustworthy
way, at least for a γs < 1 system.
For our purpose it is sufficient to concentrate on the
deep BEC regime where ω0 ≪ −2ǫF . In this regime we
expect Tc (ω0 ) to approach the limiting value (6.12) of order ǫF from either above or below. Given that the high
ω0 BCS asymptotics, Eq. (6.109), is exponentially small
compared to ǫF , the approach of the asymptotic BEC
value (at large negative ω0 ) from above implies unambiguously that the curve Tc (ω0 ) must have a maximum
somewhere.
In the infinitely narrow resonance case we observe that
the transition temperature decreases with increasing ω0 ,
since the fermion number, suppressed in the BEC regime
as eω0 /2T , would start increasing in accordance with
Eq. (6.11). However, for a narrow but finite width resonance, fluctuations must also be taken into account.
Let us first evaluate the contribution of the fluctuations to the particle number equation Eq. (6.108). First,
we compute Eq. (6.105), which in the BEC regime can be
evaluated and leads to a correction to the particle number equation which we now discuss. At ω0 . −2ǫF (and
consequently, µ . −ǫF ), we can safely neglect the hyperbolic tangents in the numerators of Eq. (6.105) to arrive
at
Z
g2
1
d3 k
Σ11 (q, iΩ) = −
. (6.110)
2
(2π)3 k2 + q2 − 2µ − Ω
m
4m
This expression basically coincides with the corresponding expression for the polarization operator in a vacuum,
Eq. (3.26). Physically this is expected since deep in the
BEC regime there are only exponentially small number
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Ω

However, all this ignores interactions between the
bosons (in other words, higher terms in the expansion
in powers of φ in Eq. (6.4)). It turns out that the interactions change the critical temperature in a way which
is not exponentially suppressed in the deep BEC regime.
A weakly interacting Bose gas with a given scattering
length (for our case given by Eq. (6.88)) has been extensively studied in the literature. Although the correction
to the critical temperature due to interactions is still a
controversial subject, there is a reasonable agreement in
the literature that this correction is positive and is given
by a bosonic gas parameter (see Ref. [51])

FIG. 23: In the BEC regime we can deform the contour from
Fig. 22 to this one, which encloses the pole corresponding to
the bound state and goes around the cut corresponding to the
scattering states.

of fermions, so from the point of view of bosons, the situation is indistinguishable from a vacuum.
We now observe that the phase-shift δ(q, Ω) has a singularity at
q2
+ 2µ − ǫ0 − 2Σ11 (q, iΩ) = 0.
(6.111)
4m
The value of Ω that solves this equation is given by
Ω−

q2
.
(6.112)
4m
To see this we observe that Σ only depends on Ω and q
q2
, and therefore the q dethrough the combination Ω − 4m
Ωq =

2

q
. At
pendence of the solution to Eq. (6.111) is simply 4m
the same time, at q = 0, the solution to Eq. (6.111) must
be Ω = 0, owing to the Goldstone theorem Eq. (6.74),
giving the result (6.112).
In addition to this pole, the phase-shift δ(q, Ω) will
also have a cut along the real axis of Ω, corresponding
to the scattering fermionic states. This cut goes from
q2
Ω = 4m
− 2µ to infinity (notice that µ < 0). Using this
information, we can transform the contour in the integral
over Ω in Eq. (6.103) to the one depicted in Fig. 23.
The integral around the pole gives back the atom number
confined inside thermally-excited bosons,
Z
d3 q
1
2
,
(6.113)
q2
(2π)3 e 4mT
c − 1

while the remaining integral along the cut gives terms
ω0
suppressed exponentially as e 2Tc . These terms represent
corrections to the particle number equation Eq. (6.108).
They must be combined with properly evaluated fermion
number in Eq. (6.108) and with the additional terms
given by the expansion of the hyperbolic tangent in
Eq. (6.105) to give corrections to the critical temperature in the deep BEC regime ω0 ≪ −2ǫF . The key observation is that all these contributions are exponentially
ω0
small as e 2Tc .

 n 1/3 g 4 m5/2
Tc − Tc0  n 1/3
s
ab =
∼
Tc0
2
2
16π 2 |ω0 |3/2

(6.114)

Here Tc0 represents the critical temperature in the noninteracting limit Eq. (6.12) and n/2 is the density of
bosons. This expression is clearly much bigger than the
exponentially small corrections due to fermion number
and Σ11 and hence those other corrections can be neglected.
Therefore, we conclude that as ω0 is increased from
large negative values, Tc (ω0 ) actually increases, according to
!2/3 


gs4 m5/2
+
.
.
.
,
2
16π 2 |ω0 |3/2
2ζ 2
(6.115)
where α is an unknown constant of the order of 1. At
the same time, in the BCS regime, at large positive ω0 , it
drops off exponentially, according to Eq. (6.109). Thus,
Tc (ω0 ) must exhibit a maximum somewhere for the intermediate values of ω0 .
π
Tc =
m

n


3

1+α

 n 1/3

Although this conclusion about the existence of a maximum in Tc (ω0 ) agrees with those appearing in a number
of papers devoted to broad resonances, beginning from
Ref. [5], here, in contrast to those studies our arguments
for a maximum are robust and quite general, being based
on a quantitatively trustworthy (in a narrow resonance
case) calculation, rather than on an uncontrolled approximations.
A schematic diagram depicting Tc (ω0 ) is illustrated in
Fig. 7. To set the proper scale on the vertical axis, we
notice that the ratio of ǫF given by Eq. (6.7) to TBEC ,
Eq. (6.12), is approximately 5. Compare this with the
critical temperature of an infinitely narrow resonance,
γs → 0, shown on Fig. 21. For a finite resonance width,
the first qualitative difference is that the critical temperature is nonzero even for ω0 ≥ 2ǫF , representing the
BCS regime, absent in the limit of infinitely narrow resonances. Secondly, a Tc (ω0 ) for a finite-width resonance
exhibits a maximum at intermediate values of ω0 , reflecting the boson-boson interaction correction to the critical
temperature in the BEC phase.
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VII.

A.

P -WAVE BCS-BEC CROSSOVER AND
PHASE TRANSITIONS

Coherent-state formulation and saddle-point
approximation

In Sec. V B we established the proper two-channel
model for a p-wave resonantly interacting atomic gas and
determined its parameters in terms of results of a twobody scattering experiment. We now turn to the study
of this model at a fixed chemical potential, with the aim
to establish the phases and phase transitions of such a
Fermi gas at finite density.
As usual, the thermodynamics is encoded in the par-

Sp [φ, ψ] =

Z

β

dτ

0

Z

tition function Z = Tr e−βH and the corresponding
free energy F = −T ln Z. The partition function can
be conveniently formulated in terms the imaginary-time
path-integral over coherent states labelled by commuting
closed-channel fields φ(r), φ̄(r) (bosonic molecules) and
anticommuting open-channel fields ψ(r), ψ̄(r) (fermionic
atoms), and their complex conjugates

Zp =

Z

DψDψ̄DφDφ̄ e−Sp ,

(7.1)

with the action Sp corresponding to the Hamiltonian
Hp2−ch , Eq. (5.34), given by
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(7.2)

As with the s-wave case in Eq. (6.3) the fermionic atoms can be formally integrated out exactly, to give the effective
bosonic action
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where the trace is over the 2 × 2 matrix structure, space
r and the fermionic Matsubara frequencies ωn = π(2n +
1)/β.
The field theory Sp [φ] is nonlinear in φ and therefore cannot be solved exactly. However, as discussed
in Sec. V B 2 for a narrow resonance it is characterized
by a dimensionless detuning-independent parameter γp ,
Eq. (1.6), and can therefore be systematically analyzed
as a perturbative expansion in γp ≪ 1.
A lowest order in this expansion in γp corresponds to a
computation of the function integral over φ via a saddlepoint method. The dominant saddle-point configuration
is a constant φα (r) = Bα , that is proportional to the
condensate of the zero-momentum bosonic operator according to
1
Bδp,0 = √ bp=0 .
V

(7.4)

The resulting saddle-point action then becomes quadratic
in the fermionic fields and can therefore be easily computed. Within this approximation it gives the free-energy
density fp = Sp [B]/(βV )
fp [B] =

X
α

(ǫα − 2µ)B̄α Bα −

T X
ln(ωn2 + Ek2 ), (7.5)
2V
k,ωn

where
Ek =

s

k2
−µ
2m

2

+ 4gp2 |B · k|2

(7.6)

and is also the spectrum of the Bogoliubov quasiparticles discussed below. In above, B is determined by the
minimum of fp [B], given by the saddle-point equation
δfp [B]/δ B̄α = 0:
X (T )
(ǫα − 2µ) Bα =
Iαβ [B] Bβ ,
(7.7)
β

where
(T )
Iαβ

[B] =

gp2

Z

d3 k kα kβ tanh
(2π)3
Ek

Ek
2T



,

(7.8)

obtained by simple contour integration over z ≡ iωn
Above expressions can also be equally easily obtained
by working within the operator (rather than functional
integral) formalism, approximating the Hamiltonian by
a fermionic quadratic form with a variational parameter B, performing a standard Bogoliubov transformation,
followed by a trace over decoupled Bogoliubov quasiparticles and minimizing the resulting free energy over B.
The complex vector “order parameter” B can be
uniquely and conveniently decomposed according to
B = u + iv,

(7.9)
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where u and v are two real vectors.
For latter use it is important to establish a relation
between vectors u and v (6 real components) and states
with a definite angular momentum, characterized by 3
complex wavefunctions B (m=0,±1) . This connection is
contained in Eqs. (5.35), (5.36), (5.37). Firstly, we note
that under a global gauge transformation B → eiϕ B,
B · B = (u2 − v 2 ) + i2u · v,

(7.10)

transforms as a two-dimensional rank-2 tensor, with real
and imaginary components rotated into each other by an
angle 2ϕ, while
B̄ · B = u2 + v 2 ,

(7.11)

is a gauge-invariant scalar. Using these transformations,
it can be shown that as long as u and v are not parallel,
a phase ϕ can always be chosen to make them perpendicular. If u and v are parallel, then they remain parallel,
and B can be made real by a choice of ϕ; hence, a u||v
state is equivalent to a state with v = 0. We also note
that a state characterized by u = v and u · v = 0 retains
these properties.
Using Eqs. (5.35), (5.36), (5.37), and (7.9) we find
B (0) = uz + ivz ,

(7.12)

(±1)

(7.13)

B

= (ux ∓ vy ) + i(vx ± uy ),

which shows that the m = 0 p-wave superfluid corresponds to u||v (equivalently v = 0) pointing along the
m = 0 quantization axis, and m = ±1 superfluids are
characterized by states with u ⊥ v, u = v with the projection of the angular momentum onto u × v equal to
±1, respectively. All other u, v states are related to a
linear combination of above three eigenstates by a gauge
transformation.
It is also important to summarize symmetries of the
free energy fp [B], Eq. (7.5),(7.6). Firstly, quite clearly
fp [B] is invariant under gauge transformations. Secondly,
in a symmetric case of degenerate m = 0, ±1 Feshbach
resonances with ǫα = ǫ0 , the free energy is also rotationally invariant. Thus, at a quadratic level fp [B] must
be a function of the only rotationally, gauge-invariant
quadratic form, (7.11). At a higher order in B, all terms
can be expressed as powers of this quadratic invariant
and an independent quartic term |B · B|2 , a magnitudesquared of the quadratic form in (7.10). In the physically interesting case where the rotationally symmetry is
explicitly broken by distinct ǫα ’s, generically fp [B] will
not exhibit rotational symmetry. However, within the
saddle-point approximation, it is easy to see that the
first, quadratic term in fp [B] is the only one that breaks
rotational symmetry, with higher order terms a function
of the two independent gauge- and rotationally-invariant
combinations B̄ · B and |B · B|2 .

Zero-temperature: ground state of a p-wave
resonant Fermi gas

B.

1.

Saddle-point equation and ground-state energy

We focus on the case of zero temperature, for which the
free-energy density reduces to the ground-state energy
density fpT =0 [B] = εGS [B]
dωd3 k
ln(ω 2 + Ek2 ),
4
(2π)
α
(7.14)
with the saddle-point (gap) equation given by (7.7) and
Z
d3 k kα kβ
Iαβ [B] = gp2
.
(7.15)
(2π)3 Ek
εGS [B] =

X

(ǫα − 2µ)B̄α Bα −

1
2

Z

It is advantageous at this stage to trade the parameter
ǫβ for a physical detuning ωβ , according to
ωβ =

ǫ β − c1
,
1 + c2

introduced in Eq. (5.54).
saddle-point equation
(ωα (1 + c2 ) − 2µ) Bα =

(7.16)

This gives a renormalized
X
β

(Iαβ − c1 δαβ ) Bβ .

(7.17)

To proceed further, we need to calculate Iαβ , that we
do in detail in Appendix C. Since the integral is formally divergent as k 3 , the leading contribution to Iαβ
comes from short scales (high energies), cut off by Λ
corresponding to the inverse size of the closed-channel
molecule. This leading Λ3 contribution is given by
(Λ3 )
Iαβ = c1 δαβ ,

(7.18)

with c1 defined in Eq. (5.45) by the two-atom p-wave
scattering calculation, Eq. (5.44), that led to the definition of ωα . Hence, as in the s-wave case, this leading
uv-cutoff dependent contribution identically cancels the
c1 term in Eq. (7.17), and therefore does not contribute
to any physical quantity expressed in terms of a physical
detuning ωα .
However, Iαβ also has a subleading cutoff-dependent
contributions that scale linearly with Λ, and are given
by

8
(Λ1 )
Iαβ = 2µc2 δαβ − mgp2 c2 δαβ |B|2 + B̄α Bβ + B̄β Bα ,
5
(7.19)
with the dimensionless constant c2 identical to that defined by the two-atom scattering theory, Eq. (5.46).
A tensor Iαβ also contains uv-cutoff independent
low-energy contributions coming from momenta around
Fermi surface. Because these are infrared divergent at
B = 0, they are nonanalytic in B = |B|, and therefore
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(as usual) are in fact dominant at small B, relevant to
the positive detuning BCS regime. As detailed in Appendix C these contributions are easiest to evaluate in

the gauge where u and v are perpendicular, and together
with Eqs.(7.18), (7.19) in the u · v = 0 gauge finally give
the explicit gap equation



8ǫF X 
δαβ u2 + v 2 + 2uα uβ + 2vα vβ Bβ
5n
β
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(7.20)

β

Integrating these saddle-point equations over B̄α we

obtain the ground state energy density


u3 + v 3
εGS (u, v) X 2
uα + vα2 [ωα − 2µ + a1 ln {a0 (u + v)}] + a1
=
+ a2
1 + c2
u+v
α

where
2γp
µ
µ
θ(µ),
1 + c2
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8 c 2 γp ǫ F
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=
5 1 + c2 n
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(7.22)
(7.23)
(7.24)

and
γp

√
2 2 1/2 5/2
=
g ǫ m ,
3π 2 p F
m2 gp2
=
kF = kF /kg
3π 2

(7.25)
(7.26)
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, (7.21)
+
u −v
2

is the dimensionless p-wave Feshbach resonance coupling
discussed previously. It is straightforward to check that
δεGS /δ B̄α = 0 gives back Eq. (7.20).
We emphasize that Eqs.(7.20), (7.21) are written in the
u · v = 0 gauge. However, once obtained we can utilize
the gauge-invariance of εGS to reexpress it in an arbitrary
gauge. To this end we note that u2 +v 2 = B̄·B is already
invariant. However, while u2 − v 2 is not gauge invariant
(being a real part of B · B, Eq. (7.10)), its square is a
gauge-invariant operator written in u · v = 0 gauge, i.e.,
in the u · v = 0 gauge (u2 − v 2 )2 = |B · B|2 .
Thus, a gauge invariant form of εGS [B] is given by


u3 + v 3
εGS (u, v) X 2
uα + vα2 [ωα − 2µ + a1 ln {a0 (u + v)}] + a1
=
+ a2
1 + c2
u+v
α



B̄ · B

2


1
2
+ |B · B| ,
2

(7.27)

chemical potential as the nature of the minimum changes.

where
q
1
√
u →
B̄ · B + |B · B|,
2
q
1
v → √
B̄ · B − |B · B|,
2

(7.28)
2.

Particle number equation

(7.29)

A global minimum of the energy density function εGS [B],
Eq. (7.27) then determines the ground state of a p-wave
paired superfluid at fixed chemical potential, and possible
quantum phase transitions as a function of detuning and

As discussed earlier in the context of an s-wave superfluid, for atomic gas experiments of interest to us, it is
more relevant to determine the ground state at a fixed
total atom number N , rather than a chemical potential.
As usual, however, this problem is related to the fixed
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µ result by supplementing a minimization of εGS (the
gap equation, Eq. (7.20)) with the total atom number
equation. The latter is given
1
hB|N̂ |Bi,
n =
V
∂εGS
,
= −
∂µ

(7.30)
(7.31)

where the right-hand side is the expectation value of the
total atom number computed in the grand-canonical ensemble, i.e., at fixed µ, in the ground state |Bi (a BCStype variational one, labelled by B in the case of the
saddle-point approximation). This gives a relation between N and µ, thereby allowing one to eliminate the
latter in favor of the former. We thus turn to the computation of the atom number equation.
Within the above saddle-point approximation (that ignores molecular field fluctuations) valid at a small γp , the
atom number density equation is given by
n = 2|B|2 + nf ,
where the fermion density is given by


Z
1
k 2 /2m − µ
d3 k
nf =
1
−
.
2
(2π)3
Ek

(7.32)

(7.33)

The coefficient 1/2 in front of the integral, absent in the
s-wave case, Eq. (6.24) is due to the fact that here there
is only a single species of fermions (“polarized” isospin).
Clearly, according to Eq. (7.31), result (7.32),(7.33) can
be equivalently obtained by differentiating εGS with respect to µ.
It is essential to note a crucial qualitative difference between Eq. (7.33) and its s-wave counterpart Eq. (6.24).
For gs2 B 2 < µ, the s-wave fermion density Eq. (6.24)
at nonzero B can be estimated by the density p3µ /(3π 2 )
√
(pµ = 2mµ) of a degenerate noninteractive fermion gas
at the same chemical potential. However, because in the
p-wave case, for B 6= 0 the occupation number nf (k) (integrand in Eq. (7.33)) exhibits a long tail, the integral
in Eq. (7.33) is formally linearly divergent at large momenta, cutoff only by the inverse closed-channel molecular size Λ [42, 43]. To compute the fermion number, we
separate out this large B-dependent short-scale contribution, finding
nf = n0f + 2c2 |B|2 ,

(7.34)

where c2 = m2 gp2 Λ/3π 2 is the dimensionless parameter
that already appeared in the two-body study of the pwave two-channel model, Sec. V B, see [45], and
"
#
Z
k 2 /2m − µ 8m2 gp2
d3 k
1
2
1−
−
|B|
n0f =
2
(2π)3
Ek
3k 2
(7.35)
is a remaining contribution to nf that is uv-convergent,
i.e., is not dominated by large momenta, and as a result

for gp2 |B|2 ≪ µ, can be estimated by its gp = 0 value
3/2

n0f ≈

(2mµ)
6π 2

θ(µ), for g 2 |B|2 ≪ µ,

(7.36)

where θ(µ) is the usual theta-function, equal to 1 for
positive argument and to 0 for negative argument.
In the range of detuning where µ . gp2 |B|2 , the full
integral in Eq. (7.35) must be computed more precisely,
but this is a very narrow range of the chemical potential
and can (and will) be ignored.
Thus we find that the atom number-density equation
is given by
n = 2(1 + c2 )|B|2 + n0f ,

(7.37)

to be contrasted with its s-wave analog, Eq. (6.24). As
noted above the number equation can be directly obtained from εGS , Eq. (7.21), via Eq. (7.31) and in particular the key enhancement factor (1+c2 ) above arises from
the same factor in εGS . Its implication depends on c2 . If
c2 ≪ 1, then the number equation is no different than its
s-wave counterpart and for example in the BEC regime,
where µ < 0 the total atom number is “carried” by the
bosons. If, however, c2 ≫ 1,[45] then it shows that even
deep in the BEC regime, where µ is large and negative
and correspondingly n0f is vanishingly small, the density
of bosons is given by n/(2c2 ) and is a small fraction of
the total atom density, n. In this case the total atom
number is in a form of free atoms with density given by
2c2 |B|2 , the last term in Eq. (7.34). This is a reflection
of the fact that the p-wave interactions (proportional to
k 2 , due to a centrifugal barrier diverging at short scales)
are strong at large momenta and therefore for large c2
lead to a large depletion of the molecular condensate,
even in the BEC regime where fermions are at a negative
chemical potential. This is a phenomenon not previously
discussed in the literature.
3.

Phases and phase transitions of the p-wave BCS-BEC
superfluid

Zero-temperature phases, crossover and transitions as
a function of detuning in a p-wave resonant Fermi gas
are completely encoded inside the ground state energy
function εGS [B, µ], (7.21) or, equivalently the associated
gap and number equations, Eqs.(7.20),(7.37). From our
earlier analysis of the s-wave BCS-BEC crossover for
a narrow resonance in Sec.VI A, we can already anticipate some of the qualitative phenomenology associated
with changing of the detuning. At zero temperature the
gas will condense into a p-wave superfluid that at large
positive ω0 will be of a BCS type with weakly-paired,
strongly-overlapping Cooper pairs and correspondingly
an exponentially small boson number. As ω0 is lowered
past 2ǫF , the number of bosons in the condensate will
grow as a power of 2ǫF −ω0 , while the number of fermions
will diminish, reflected in the tracking of the chemical
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potential with detuning, µ ≈ ω0 /2. This intermediate
crossover regime will thereby consist of a superposition of
small (of size Λ−1 ) closed-channel molecular bosons and
much larger Cooper pairs. Finally, for ω0 lowered below
zero, the tracking chemical potential will change sign to
µ < 0 and (for small c2 ) the condensate will transform
into a purely molecular Bose-Einstein condensate.
Although very generally this picture remains correct,
there are a number of qualitatively important differences
in evolution with the detuning between s-wave and pwave superfluids. Firstly, p-wave superfluid is characterized by a richer complex vector order parameter B, associated with ℓ = 1 angular momentum of the condensing
boson, and therefore admits a possibility of a variety of
distinct p-wave superfluid ground states and associated
quantum phase transitions between them. Possible superfluid ground states are distinguished by a projection
of condensate’s angular momentum along a quantization
axis. This allows for a possibilities of a time-reversal
breaking m = 1 states (and its rotated and time-reversed
versions) referred to as a px +ipy -superfluid with a projection of the angular momentum of the condensed bosons
onto the z-axis equal to +1, or a pz -superfluid (and its
rotated analog), with a projection of the condensate’s angular momentum onto the z-axis equal to 0. As discussed
in Sec.VII A these two phases are characterized by u and
v, defined in Eq. (7.9), with the u = v, u ⊥ v state corresponding to px + ipy phase, and v = 0 state the pz phase
(which we will often refer to as px phase as well, [64]),
respectively. It is also possible to have a “superposition”
phase, where u ⊥ v, but with unequal lengths, u 6= v,
corresponding to a time-reversal breaking state in which
all bosons condense into a linear combination of pz and
px + ipy orbitals.
Secondly, and related to above, a p-wave gas is characterized by (potentially) three distinct detunings, ωα ,
one for each component of the ℓ = 1-field bα . As discussed by Ticknor, et al. [37], in systems of interest to
us, this resonance splitting, δ arises due to the interatomic dipolar interaction predominately due to electron
spin. Although it is rotationally invariant in the spinsinglet closed-channel, the source of anisotropy is a small
admixture of the spin-triplet channel, with a result that,
with the quantization axis along the external magnetic
field H (that we take to be along x̂), the m = 0 resonance is lower by energy δ > 0 than the degenerate
m = ±1 doublet. Thus we will take
ωx = ω0 ,
ωy,z = ω0 + δ,

(7.38)

This feature will be key to a nontrivial phase diagram
possibilities illustrated in Figs. 8, 9, 10, 11.
Finally, another important difference that has already
been noted in the previous subsection is the large c2 limit
of the p-wave number equation, (7.37), in which even
for µ < 0 (in what one would normally call the BEC
regime) the fermion density is large and correspondingly

the boson density |B|2 ≈ n/(2c2 ) is vanishingly small for
c2 ≫ 1 [45].
To determine which of the p-wave superfluid phases is
realized by the BCS-BEC condensate, we minimize the
ground-state energy εGS , Eq. (7.21) with respect to u
and v for ωα of interest, while enforcing the total atom
number-density constraint Eq. (7.37).
a. Isotropic p-wave Feshbach resonance We first
consider a simpler isotropic case, where ωα = ω0 for all α.
Utilizing the rotational invariance of εGS , it sufficient to
minimize it over magnitudes u and v. Analogous to other
isotropic problems with a vector order parameter (e.g.,
a Heisenberg magnet), the actual global (as opposed to
their relative) direction of vectors u, v in the ordered
phase will be chosen spontaneously.
Although ultimately we need to minimize εGS [u, v] at
fixed total atom number, i.e., subject to the atom number
equation contraint
2(1 + c2 )(u2 + v 2 ) + n0f = n.

(7.39)

it is important to first study εGS [u, v] at fixed µ. Standard analysis of εGS , Eq. (7.21) shows that there are four
extrema: (i) u = v = 0 (normal state), (ii) u 6= 0, v = 0
(px -superfluid state), (iii) u = 0, v 6= 0 (px -superfluid
state), and (iv) u = v 6= 0 (px + ipy -superfluid state),
where clearly (ii) and (iii) correspond to the same superfluid state.[64] After some standard algebra, one can
show that the normal (u = v = 0) state is always a maximum with energy εGS [0, 0] ≡ εN
GS = 0.
The nature and relative stability of the other extrema
is decided by the parts of εGS [u, v] that do not depend
on the u2 + v 2 combination, namely by terms


2
u3 + v 3
a2 2
2
2
a1 (u + v ) ln(u + v) +
+
u − v2 .
u+v
2

As illustrated in Fig. 24 and standard analysis shows that
u 6= 0, v = 0 and u = 0, v 6= 0 extrema are degenerate
(guaranteed by u ↔ v symmetry) saddle-points and u =
v 6= 0 is a global minimum, independent of the actual
values of a1 and a2 , as long as they are positive. In the
BEC regime, where a1 = 0, this is clear since the last
a2 term prefers the u = v state, but also remains true
throughout the BCS and the crossover regimes.
Because there is only one local minimum, this fixed
chemical potential result automatically applies to the
minimization of εGS at fixed total atom density n, with
µ eliminated through Eq. (7.39). Thus we conclude that
at T = 0, the ground state of a Fermi gas interacting
with an isotropic Feshbach resonance is a px + ipy -wave
superfluid throughout the BEC-BCS crossover.
In the BCS regime, this results agrees with the wellknown prediction by Anderson and Morel [52], who
showed (in the context of A1 -phase of 3 He) that a polarized p-wave BCS superconductor at T = 0 is always in the
px + ipy state. Thus, our above conclusion extends their
result to the BEC (µ < 0) and crossover (0 < µ < ǫF )
regimes of a resonantly-paired superfluid.
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for ω0 > 2ǫF , δ = 0,
that is indeed exponentially small in this BCS
regime. The corresponding condensation energy density
px +ipy δ
px +ipy
[upx +ipy , δ] is given by
(δ) ≡ εGS
εGS
p +ipy

x
εGS

v

(0) = −(1 + c2 )a1 (u0px +ipy )2 ,
= −4e

−11/3

(7.43)

−(ω0 −2ǫF )(1+γp Λ/kF )/(γp ǫF )

ǫF n e
for ω0 > 2ǫF , δ = 0,

Within the same set of approximations it is also
straightforward to compute the corresponding quantities
for the px -state, obtaining (u0 ≡ uδ=0 )
1
(7.44)
e−(ω0 −2ǫF )/a1 ,
a0 e3/2
s
8n −(ω0 −2ǫF )(1+γp Λ/kF )/(2γp ǫF )
= e−14/6
e
,
γp

u0px =

0
u
FIG. 24: A contour plot of εGS (u, v) in the absence of splitting, δ = 0. The global minimum at u = v 6= 0, saddle-points
at u = 0, v 6= 0 and u 6= 0, v = 0, and a maximum at
u = v = 0 can clearly be seen.

We now compute this px + ipy ground state explicitly.
To this end, we substitute u = v into the ground state
px +ipy
[u] ≡ εGS [u, u]
energy, Eq. (7.21) to obtain εGS
p +ip

x
y
εGS
= 2u2 [ω0 − 2µ + a1 ln(2a0 u)] + a1 u2 + 4a2 u4 ,
1 + c2
(7.40)
and minimize it with the constraint Eq. (7.39). At fixed
px +ipy
[u]/∂u = 0 is given
µ, the saddle-point equation ∂εGS
by

u[ω0 − 2µ + a1 + a1 ln(2a0 u)] + 4a2 u2 = 0.

(7.41)

As in the s-wave case, once the atom number constraint
is implemented, the detailed behavior is quite different
in three regimes, depending on the range of detuning ω0 .
BCS regime:
For ω0 > 2ǫF , closed-channel molecules (b) and the
corresponding condensate are energetically costly leading to a small u. This justifies us to neglect the molecular contribution (first term) inside the number equation
(7.39). Then, with approximation of n0f (µ) by the normal state atom density (i.e., also ignoring the small condensate density there) (7.36) immediately gives µ ≈ ǫF .
Furthermore, similarly neglecting the subdominant quarpx +ipy
(δ = 0), Eq. (7.40), the cortic term, a2 u4 inside εGS
responding saddle-point equation can then be solved analytically, giving
1
(7.42)
e−(ω0 −2ǫF )/a1 ,
2a0 e
s
2n −(ω0 −2ǫF )(1+γp Λ/kF )/(2γp ǫF )
−11/6
e
,
= e
γp

uδ=0
px +ipy =

x
(0) = −8e−14/3 ǫF n e−(ω0 −2ǫF )(1+γp Λ/kF )/(γp ǫF ) ,
εpGS
for ω0 > 2ǫF , δ = 0, (7.45)

p +ip

x
y
x
(0) = e/2 of
(0)/εpGS
that gives a ratio R(δ = 0) = εGS
condensation energies for the two states, consistent with
the numerical value reported in Ref. [52] and thereby confirms that px + ipy state is energetically more favorable.
Crossover and BEC regimes:
For ω0 < 2ǫF , it becomes favorable (even in gp →
0 limit) to convert a finite fraction of the Fermi sea
(between ω0 and 2ǫF ) into a BEC of closed-channel
molecules. Consistent with this, the log contribution in
px +ipy
immediately
Eq. (7.40) is no longer large, with εGS
giving a chemical potential that tracks the detuning according to µ ≈ ω0 /2 with accuracy of O(γp ).
As previously noted [28, 65], we observe that the
roles of number and gap equations interchange in the
ω0 < 2ǫF regime, with the former determining the molecular condensate density and the latter giving the chemical potential. Consistent with this, the number equation,
Eq. (7.39) then gives the growth of the bosonic condensate according to
"
#

3/2
n
ω0
2
2
u +v ≈
1−
θ(ω0 ) , (7.46)
2(1 + c2 )
2ǫF

reaching a maximum value of
u2 + v 2 =

n
,
2(1 + c2 )

(7.47)

for a negative detuning. As already noted above, it is
remarkable that even for a large negative detuning the
boson density never reaches its (ideal, γp ≪ 1) maximum
value of n/2 corresponding to the total atom density n.
Instead, due to p-wave interaction that is strong at short
scales, c2 > 0, and a p-wave molecular condensate is
depleted into open-channel atoms. We will nevertheless
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continue to refer to this range of detuning as the BEC
regime.
Since as shown above, in the crossover and BEC
regimes the ground state remains a px + ipy -wave superfluid the p-wave order parameter is given by
u0px +ipy



3/2
1/2
ω0
n1/2
1 −
≈
θ(ω0 )
,
2ǫF
2(1 + c2 )1/2
for ω0 < 2ǫF . (7.48)

b. Anisotropic p-wave Feshbach resonance We now
analyze the more experimentally relevant anisotropic
case [37], where the triplet Feshbach resonance is split
by dipolar interactions into a m = ±1 degenerate doublet resonance and an m = 0 resonance, with ωα given
by Eq. (7.38). With the magnetic field H picking out
a special direction (that we take to be x̂), the groundstate energy function εGS is no longer rotationally invariant. Within our saddle-point approximation this uniaxial
anisotropy only enters through the detuning part
εanisot.
[u, v] = ω0 (u2 + v 2 ) + δ(u2y + u2z + vy2 + vz2 ). (7.49)
GS
With δ > 0, this uniaxial single-particle energy is clearly
minimized by uy = uz = vy = vz = 0, i.e., when u

and v are parallel and point along H = H x̂, corresponding to the px -wave ground state. In our more convenient
u·v = 0 gauge choice, this px state is equivalent to either
u or v pointing along H and with the other vanishing.
Furthermore, in this transverse gauge for a px + ipy state
[64] (that, as we saw above is preferred by the interactions) in which neither u nor v vanish, εanisot.
is clearly
GS
minimized by choosing the longer of the u and v to be
along H = H x̂, while the shorter one spontaneously selects a direction anywhere in the (yz-) plane perpendicular to H. For u = v, their overall orientation is chosen
spontaneously.
An explicit minimization over the direction of u-v orthogonal set confirms these arguments, giving
εanisot.
[u, v] = ω0 (u2 + v 2 ) + δ Min[u2 , v 2 ].
GS

It is convenient to take advantage of the exchange symmetry u ↔ v, εGS [u, v] = εGS [v, u], and for u 6= v (without loss of generality) always choose u to be the longer
vector, with the other state physically equivalent. With
this choice and Eq. (7.50) the ground-state energy is minimized by u directed along H. The resulting ground state
energy as a function of magnitudes u and v, with u > v
and u = ux̂ takes the form



1 2
û3 + v̂ 3
2
2
2 2
2
ε̂GS [û, v̂] = ω̂(û + v̂ ) + (û + v̂ ) + (û − v̂ ) + δ̂v̂ + â1 (û + v̂ ) ln(û + v̂) +
,
2
û + v̂
for u > v, u = ux̂, u ⊥ v.
2

2

2

2 2

where to simplify notation we introduced dimensionless
variables
√ 
ω̂ ≡ ω0 − 2µ + a1 ln(a0 n) /(a2 n), (7.52)
δ
δ̂ ≡
,
(7.53)
a2 n
a1
â1 ≡
,
(7.54)
a2 n
εGS
εGS
≡
,
(7.55)
ε̂GS ≡
2
(1 + c2 )a2 n
ε0
v
u
(7.56)
û ≡ √ , v̂ ≡ √ .
n
n
As in the isotropic case above, the ground state as a
function of detuning ω0 and dipolar splitting δ is found by
minimizing ε̂GS [u, v] over magnitudes u and v with the
constraint of the total atom density equation, Eq. (7.39)
!
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1
µ
2
2
û + v̂ =
θ(µ) .
(7.57)
1−
2(1 + c2 )
ǫF
Standard analysis shows that ε̂GS [û, v̂] generically has
three physically distinct[64] (confined to û > v̂ > 0 quadrant) extrema: (i) û = v̂ = 0 (normal state), (ii) û > 0,

(7.50)

(7.51)

v̂ = 0 (px -superfluid state), and (iii) û > v̂ > 0 (px + ipy superfluid state [64]). At zero temperature for a fixed
atom density the normal state is always a maximum with
energy εGS [0, 0] ≡ εN
GS = 0. However, in contrast to the
isotropic case, here the relative stability of the px and
px + ipy states crucially depends on the detuning ω0 and
dipolar splitting δ. This is summarized by the contour
plots of εGS (u, v) for δ = 0 (Fig. 24), δ small (Fig. 25)
and δ large (Fig. 26). We now study these in detail.
BCS regime:
As a generic property of the BCS regime, for ω0 >
2ǫF , the molecules are energetically suppressed, and only
exponentially small condensate is expected. The number
equation then leads to µ ≈ ǫF . It also allows us to neglect
the subdominant quartic in û and v̂ contributions inside
εGS , Eq. (7.51), allowing the corresponding saddle-point
equation to be solved analytically. For the two candidate
p-wave superfluid states we find:
(7.58)
upx +ipy = (1 + δ/a1 ) e−δ/2a1 u0px +ipy ,
1
=
(1 + δ/a1 ) e−(ω0 −2ǫF +δ/2)/a1 ,
2a0 e
vpx +ipy = (1 − δ/a1 ) e−δ/2a1 vp0x +ipy ,
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1
e−(ω0 −2ǫF )/a1 ,
a0 e3/2
vpx = 0,
x
x
(0),
(δ) = εpGS
εpGS
for ω0 > 2ǫF ,
=

where the corresponding ground-state energies at finite
splitting δ have been expressed in terms of δ = 0 energies,
Eqs.(7.43),(7.44). The ratio of px + ipy and px groundstate energies is then given by

v

p +ip

x
y
εGS
,
x
εpGS


δ2
e
1 + 2 e−δ/a1 ,
=
2
a1

R(δ) =

0
u
FIG. 25: A contour plot of εGS (u, v) in the presence of a
small splitting δ. The global minimum at u 6= v 6= 0 and
saddle-points at u = 0, v 6= 0 and u 6= 0, v = 0, can clearly be
seen.

(7.60)

and reduces to the previously found result of e/2 for δ =
0.
Consistent with the analysis of the “isotropic resonance” subsection, for low dipolar splitting δ, R(δ) > 1
and in the BCS regime the px + ipy superfluid [64] is the
ground state, as seen on Fig. 25. However, R(δ) reaches
1 at δcBCS , given by
δcBCS = a1 ,
2γp
=
ǫF ,
1 + c2

(7.61)

(7.62)
signaling a quantum phase transition from the px + ipy
to px ground state for δ > δc [64]. This is consistent with
intrinsically positive quantity vpx +ipy (δ), in Eq. (7.58)
turning negative (unphysical) for δ > δcBCS .
BEC regime:
We can similarly evaluate the order parameters,
ground state energies and the px -px + ipy quantum phase
transition boundary in the opposite, BEC regime of a
large negative detuning ω0 and µ < 0, which reduces the
number equation, Eq. (7.57) to

v

0

û2 + v̂ 2 =

u
FIG. 26: A contour plot of εGS (u, v) in the presence of a large
splitting δ. Only the global minima at u = 0, v 6= 0 and u 6= 0,
v = 0 are present

=
p +ipy

x
εGS

1
(1 − δ/a1 ) e−(ω0 −2ǫF +δ/2)/a1 ,
2a0 e
p +ip

x
y
(0),
(δ) = −(1 + δ 2 /a21 )e−δ/a1 εGS
for ω0 > 2ǫF ,

and
upx = u0px ,

(7.59)

1
≡ n̂B .
2(1 + c2 )

(7.63)

As discussed for the isotropic resonance case, in the BEC
regime the condensate is no longer exponentially small
(given by a finite fraction of total atom density, as seen
above), and as a result we can neglect the â1 terms in
Eq. (7.51) for small â1 . Standard minimization of the resulting ground-state energy function, together with the
number equation (7.63) gives for two extrema, one corresponding to a px + ipy superfluid [64]

1/2
1
,
(7.64)
upx +ipy = √ n1/2 n̂B + δ̂/2
2

1/2
1 1/2
5(1 + c2 ) δ
1
=
+
n
,
2
1 + c2
8c2 γp ǫF

1/2
1
,
vpx +ipy = √ n1/2 n̂B − δ̂/2
2
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1 1/2
n
=
2
p +ipy

x
εGS



1
5(1 + c2 ) δ
−
1 + c2
8c2 γp ǫF

1/2

δ and for full range of detuning ω0 is best mapped out
numerically and gives a smooth interpolation between
above extreme (BCS and BEC) limits derived above.
However, the phase boundary δc (ω0 ) for the quantum
phase transition between px + ipy and px superfluids can
in fact be obtained analytically.
To this end we start at a large dipolar splitting, for
which the px -superfluid (u > v = 0) is a stable ground
state and therefore the eigenvalues of the curvature matrix of εGS [u, v] are positive in this state. We then locate
the critical phase boundary δc (ω0 ) by a point where the
eigenvalue along v direction changes sign, becoming negative and therefore signaling an instability toward development of a finite value of v characteristic of the px +ipy superfluid.
To carry this out, we first minimize εGS [u, v] to implicitly determine the value of upx (with vpx = 0), that
is given by:

,

(δ) = −ε0 (n̂2B + δ̂ 2 /8),


5(1 + c2 )2 δ 2
2c2 γp
ǫF n,
+
= −
5(1 + c2 )2
8c2 γp ǫ2F

and one corresponding to a px superfluid
1/2

upx = n1/2 n̂B ,
1
= p
n1/2 ,
2(1 + c2 )
vpx = 0,
3
x
(δ) = − ε0 n̂2B ,
εpGS
2
3 c 2 γp
ǫF n.
= −
5 (1 + c2 )2

(7.65)

As argued earlier for the isotropic case, for low dipolar splitting δ the ground state is a px + ipy superfluid,
with order parameter and ground-state energy given in
Eq. (7.64), illustrated on Fig. 25. As we can see from
the form of vpx +ipy this minimum and the corresponding
state disappears for δ̂ > 2n̂B ≡ δ̂cBEC , which gives the
critical splitting
δcBEC = 2a2 nn̂B ,
8 c 2 γp
ǫF
=
5 (1 + c2 )2

(2ω̂ + 3â1 ) + 6û2px + 2â1 ln ûpx = 0.

Although above saddle-point equation cannot be explicitly solved for upx , it can be used to evaluate the eigenvalues of the curvature matrix at the px minimum, and
thereby determine the transition boundary δc (ω0 ). Computing the eigenvalues of the curvature matrix of the
ground-state energy at the px minimum we find that px
superfluid is stable for

(7.66)

δ̂ − â1 − 2û2px > 0,

for the quantum phase transition from px + ipy to px
superfluid [64].
The behavior of the p-wave superfluid order parameters and ground state energy as a function of splitting



µ
ǫF

3/2

(7.68)

which when combined with the atom number equation
(7.57) gives (to lowest order in γp )

!

θ(µ) ,
δ̂(ω0 ) ≈ â1 (µ) + 2n̂B 1 −

 δ̂cBCS = 4c5 ,
2

3/2

≈
ω0
 δ̂ccross.+BEC (ω0 ) = 5 − 1
θ(ω0 ) +
4c2
1+c2
2ǫF
for the (dimensionless) critical boundary illustrated in
Fig. 27, with the system transitioning into the px + ipy superfluid [64] for δ < δc (ω0 ). In above we used small
γp (narrow Feshbach resonance) approximation for the
chemical potential µ(ω0 ) (derived above) appropriate for
different regimes. As anticipated the phase boundary
δc (ω0 ) smoothly interpolates as a function of detuning
between the BCS and BEC results found in Eqs.(7.61),
(7.66). Since for all values of the dimensionless coupling
c2 = γp Λ/kF , δ̂cBEC < δ̂cBCS , for δ̂ falling between these

(7.67)

for ω0 > 2ǫF
1
1+c2

(7.69)

, for ω0 < 2ǫF ,

two values we predict a continuous quantum phase transition at a critical value of detuning, given by (to O(γp ))

ω0c (δ) ≈ 2ǫF



δ − δcBEC
BCS
δc
− δcBEC

2/3

.

(7.70)
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δ

5
4c2

gauge-invariant tensor B̄α Bβ . Naturally, in the isotropic
case ωα = ω0 and fp [B] only involves rotationally invariant traces of the powers of a tensor Qαβ = B̄α Bβ and its
transpose Qβα .
Within the saddle-point approximation only the
quadratic contribution is anisotropic, and the resulting
free-energy density is given by a standard Landau form

px
px +ipy
1
1+c2

2ε F

0

ω0

fp [B] =

X

α=x,y,z

FIG. 27: The phase diagram of an anisotropic p-wave superfluid at zero temperature, illustrating a phase boundary of
(dimensionless) dipolar splitting δ̂c (ω0 ) as function of detuning, that marks a phase boundary of a continuous quantum
phase transition between a px - and px + ipy -superfluid.

C.

fp [u, v] =

X

α=x,y,z

Isotropic

In the isotropic case (δ = 0), tx = t⊥ ≡ t(T ), and the
free-energy density is fully rotationally invariant, given
by
2
(7.75)
fpiso [B] = t|B|2 + λ1 B̄ · B + λ2 |B · B|2 .

For t > 0 (T > Tc ), fpiso [B] is minimized by B = 0 and
the gas is in its normal (nonsuperfluid) phase. Upon low-

+ λ2 |B · B|2 ,

tx (T, ω0 ) ∼ T − Tcx (ω0 ),
t⊥ (T, ω0 ) ∼ T − Tc⊥ (ω0 ),

(7.71)

(7.72)

and
Tcx(ω0 ) > Tc⊥ (ω0 ).
(7.73)
The parameters λ1,2 are only weakly temperature dependent.
Beyond the saddle-point approximation, we expect
that generically only the gauge-invariance is preserved
by all the terms in fp [B] and lack of rotational symmetry for finite δ will be reflected by all terms. However,
for our purposes it will be sufficient to keep only the
dominant non-rotational invariant contribution entering
through the quadratic term as reflected in fp [B] above.
In terms of u and v parametrization the free-energy density is given by


tα (u2α + vα2 ) + λ1 (|u|2 + |v|2 )2 + λ2 (|u|2 − |v|2 )2 + 4(u · v)2 ,

where the ratio of 4 between the two λ2 terms is a
generic feature that is a reflection of the underlying
gauge-invariance.
1.

2

where, because of the dipolar-anisotropy splitting
tx (T, ω0 ) < ty (T, ω0 ) = tz (T, ω0 ) ≡ t⊥ (T, ω0 ), reflecting
uniaxial symmetry of the system, and these parameters
vanish linearly at respective Tc′ s, with

Finite temperature: phases and transitions in a
p-wave resonant Fermi gas

We now extend our study of the phase behavior of a
p-wave resonant gas to finite temperature. This involves
a calculation of the free-energy density, fp [B], Eq. (7.5),
and its minimization along the lines similar to the above
T = 0 analysis of the ground-state energy density εGS [B].
The former amounts to a computation of the polarization
(T )
tensor Iαβ [B], Eq. (7.15), details of which we relegate to
Appendix C.
The upshot of detailed calculations, presented in the
Appendix C, is that (as usual) at finite T the low-energy
singularities arising from Fermi-surface low-energy contributions to Iαβ [B] are cutoff by T . Consequently, (in
contrast to the T = 0 case, above), the free energy, fp [B]
is an analytic function of B, that at high temperatures,
where |B| is small is Taylor-expandable in powers of the

tα |Bα |2 + λ1 B̄ · B

(7.74)

ering T below Tc , a minimum develops at a finite value of
B. As can be seen from the its expression in terms of u
and v, Eq. (7.77) the minimum is at u = v and u · v = 0
(or any of its gauge-equivalent states corresponding to
unequal and nontransverse u and v). Thus, the finite-T
normal-to-superfluid transition is to a px + ipy -superfluid
(SFpx +ipy ), consistent with our earlier finding [52] that
the ground state is a px + ipy -superfluid, for all detunings. At this transition the global U (1) gauge-symmetry
is spontaneously broken, corresponding to a choice of a
phase of B or equivalently the relative orientation and
magnitudes of u and v (as long as they are not parallel or one of them does not vanish, since this would
correspond to a px state that is not connected to the
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px + ipy state by a gauge transformation). In addition,
an arbitrary choice of an overall orientation of B (i.e.,
of the u − v frame, that by gauge-choice can be taken
to be orthogonal) spontaneously breaks O(3) rotational
symmetry. Clearly time-reversal symmetry is also spontaneously broken in the px + ipy -superfluid state.
This finite-temperature transition is in the complex
O(3) universality class, which can be thought of as a
well-explored real O(6) model[66], explicitly broken by λ2
crystal symmetry-like breaking fields, analogous to O(3)
ferromagnet in a crystal-fields due to spin-orbit coupling
to a lattice. Its critical behavior has been extensively
explored by Vicari, et al. [67].

fpanisot [B] = tx |Bx |2 + t⊥ |B⊥ |2 + λ1 B̄ · B
=

tx (u2x

+

vx2 )

+

t⊥ (u2⊥

+

2
v⊥
)

2.

Anisotropic

We now turn to the more experimentally relevant uniaxially anisotropic case, of a Feshbach-resonance triplet
split by δ > 0 (as described above) by dipolar interactions
in the presence of an external magnetic field H = H x̂.
The dipolar splitting considerably enriches the phase diagram, allowing for three possible phase diagram topologies, illustrated in Figs 9, 10 and 11. In terms of the
complex O(3) model dipolar-splitting leads to an easyaxis (Ising) anisotropy, with the free-energy density given
by

2

+ λ2 |B · B|2 ,
2

2 2

(7.76)
2

2 2

2

+ λ1 (|u| + |v| ) + λ2 (|u| − |v| ) + 4(u · v)

where ⊥ indicates two components in the plane perpendicular to the external magnetic field H axis that we have
taken to be x̂. For tx < t⊥ it is clear that Bx part of B
will order first, with B⊥ = 0. Namely, since Tcx > Tc⊥ ,
u and v will always both order parallel to the x-axis,
showing that for arbitrary small splitting δ > 0 and arbitrary detuning ω0 , the finite temperature normal to pwave superfluid transition is always to the px -superfluid
SFpx . We designate this upper-critical temperature by
Tc2 (ω0 ) and expect it to be set (up to renormalization
by fluctuations) by Tcx (ω0 ). Clearly from the structure
of fpanisot [B], Eq. (7.76), the noncritical (“massive”) B⊥
component can be safely integrated out at the N-SFpx
transition, leaving a Landau model of a single complex
order parameter Bx . Hence the finite-T N-SFpx classical
transition is in 3D XY universality class, at which only
a global U (1) gauge symmetry is broken.
What follows upon further lower the temperature qualitatively depends on the strength of the dipolar splitting



λ2
|tx |,
(7.81)
2(λ1 + λ2 )
λ1
|tx |. (7.82)
≡ t⊥ + 2λ1 |Bx0 |2 = t⊥ +
λ1 + λ2

λ̃ ≡ λ2 |Bx0 |2 =
t̃⊥

(7.77)

δ. This follows from the zero-temperature analysis of Sec.
VII B 3 and is summarized by phase diagrams in Figs 9,
10 and 11.
For weak (normalized) Feshbach resonance dipolar
splitting 0 < δ̂ < δ̂cBCS , upon further lowering temperature from a px -superfluid phase, the system always
undergoes a transition to a px + ipy -superfluid for all
detuning ω0 ; we designate this critical temperature by
Tc1 (ω0 ). To see this, we observe that for this low range
of δ, the parameter t⊥ becomes negatives with reduced
T and thereby leads to another critical temperature at
which the B⊥ component also orders. This ordering takes
place in the presence of a finite px order parameter Bx0 ,
within mean-field theory given by
s

−tx
.
(7.78)
2(λ1 + λ2 )
The resulting Landau theory for B⊥ is then given by
Bx0 =


2
2
B⊥ · B⊥ + Bx0
B̄⊥ · B̄⊥ ,
fpx →px +ipy = (t⊥ + 2λ1 |Bx0 |2 )|B⊥ |2 + (λ1 + λ2 )|B⊥ |4 + λ2 B̄x0


= t̃⊥ + 2λ̃ cos(2ϕ⊥ − 2ϕx,0 ) |B⊥ |2 + λ|B⊥ |4
where λ ≡ λ1 + λ2 and

,

(7.79)
(7.80)

We note that at this transition the phase ϕ⊥ of B⊥ locks
to the phase ϕx,0 of Bx,0 so that the relative phase is
±π/2. This is exactly what is expected upon ordering
into one of the two degenerate px ± ipy states. We thus
find that the SFpx to SFpx +ipy transition is modified by
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t
px

Normal

tx

px + ipy

FIG. 28: Finite-temperature phase diagram illustrating continuous transitions between normal (N), px -superfluid (SFpx )
and px + ipy -superfluid (SFpx +ipy ). The parameters tx (T ) <
t⊥ (T ) are reduced temperatures split by δ. Only tx < t⊥ part
of the figure is physically relevant.

the presence of px order and takes place at
t⊥ (T ) = 2(λ2 − λ1 )|Bx0 |2 ,
λ2 − λ1
= −tx (T )
,
λ2 + λ1

(7.83)

which then in turn determines Tc1 (ω0 ). Since the U (1)
gauge-symmetry is already broken in the px -superfluid
phase and since, as seen above ϕ⊥ is automatically locked
to ϕx,0 , the remaining symmetries that are broken at
this transition are the O(2) rotations of B⊥ about the xaxis (set by the magnetic field H) and the time-reversal
symmetry associated with a choice of one of the locking
angles ±π/2, corresponding to angular momentum projection m = ±1. Thus the SFpx to SFpx +ipy transition is
also in the well-studied 3D XY universality class. Above
results are summarized by a finite temperature part of
the phase diagram, illustrated in Fig. 28
At intermediate dipolar splitting δ̂cBEC < δ̂ < δ̂cBCS ,
the N-SFpx transition can also be followed by the SFpx to
SFpx +ipy transition, but only for detuning ω0 > ω0c (T ),
as illustrated in Fig .10. The zero-temperature critical
frequency ω0c (with limits ω0c (δ → δcBCS ) → +∞ and
ω0c (δ → δcBEC ) → −∞) is given by Eq. (7.70) and ω0c (T )
is its finite-T extension. Hence, for this intermediate
range of δ, we predict on general grounds that this SFpx –
SFpx +ipy phase boundary Tc1 (ω0 ) has a maximum. Thus
at fixed T the gas for this range of parameters should
exhibit a reentrant SFpx → SFpx +ipy → SFpx transition
with detuning ω0 .
Finally, for large dipolar splitting δ̂cBCS < δ̂, px superfluid is stable below Tc2 (ω0 ) throughout, as illus-

trated in Fig.11. We note, however, that for a Feshbach
resonance splitting much larger than the Fermi energy,
we expect that on sufficiently short time scales (set by
time scale for energy relaxation in the system) the two
(m = 0 and m = ±1) split Feshbach resonances will act
independently, so that one can come in resonance with
each of them separately. If so, either Fig. 11 or 9 will
be experimentally observed, depending on to which of
the two resonances, m = 0 or m = ±1, respectively the
system has been tuned.
All of the above discussed transitions are quite conventional and should be experimentally identifiable through
(among other signatures) their standard universal thermodynamic singularities (e.g., in heat capacity). Furthermore, the phases should be distinguishable through
their spectroscopic properties, with the normal state gapless throughout, and for positive chemical potential, the
px -superfluid displaying a gap with an equatorial line of
x
= k⊥
nodes, i.e., for kpnodes
F , and px + ipy -superfluid exhibiting a gap with nodes at the north and south pole,
px +ipy
= ±kF ẑ.
i.e., at knodes
In addition to above transitions that are characterizable by an order parameter, we expect the p-wave superfluid to exhibit a number of non-Landau type of (the
so-called) topological transitions at µ = 0. The simplest argument for the existence of such transitions is
the fact that a p-wave superfluid exhibits the aforementioned gapless excitations around Fermi surface for µ > 0,
and is gapped to single-particle excitations for µ < 0, as
clearly seen in Ek , Eq. (7.6). Thus we predict continand SFpgapless
→ SFpgapped
→ SFpgapped
uous SFpgapless
x
x
x +ipy
x +ipy
transitions at µ = 0. One might expect a clear signature
of such transitions from the change in the low-T thermodynamic behavior, e.g., with the heat capacity changing
from a power-law in T to an activated form, with gap
for µ < 0 set by the molecular binding energy. However, a collective sound mode, present in any superfluid,
that contributes power-law in T contributions, might obscure the distinction between the µ > 0 and µ < 0 pwave superfluid phases. Local spectroscopic experimental probes (some atomic gas analog of tunneling experiments) should prove useful for detection of these transitions. Despite a lack of local Landau order parameter, these weakly- and strongly-paired p-wave superfluids
are distinguishable by their topological properties [10–
12, 46, 54], as we discuss in the next section.

VIII.

TOPOLOGICAL PHASE TRANSITIONS
AND NON-ABELIAN STATISTICS

In addition to the rich (but conventional) phenomenology of p-wave resonant gases obtained in previous subsections, as we will show next, they can also exhibit a
more subtle (in some cases topological) order and associated phase transitions, that cannot be classified by a local order parameter, nor associated Landau theory [68].
The existence of such continuous non-Landau type phase
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transitions have long been appreciated in the literature.
Examples range from Anderson’s metal-insulator transition and transitions between different quantum Hall
ground states to the well-understood Kosterlitz-Thouless
transition (e.g., in superfluid films) and two-dimensional
melting, all separating two disordered states undistinguished by any local order parameter or conventional
symmetry operation.
A.

P -wave superfluid in 3 dimensions

It is remarkable that px - and px + ipy -superfluids
are examples of a system, that can undergo such nonLandau type phase transition when the chemical potential changes sign. In three dimensions this can be simply
seen from the qualitative change in the spectrum Ek ,
Eq. (7.6) of single-particle fermionic excitations, that for
the px and px + ipy states
∆
(1, 0, 0),
2gp
∆
=
(1, i, 0),
2gp

(Bx , By , Bz )px =
(Bx , By , Bz )px +ipy

(8.1)
(8.2)

are respectively given by
s
2
k2
px
− µ + |∆|2 kx2 ,
(8.3)
Ek =
2m
s
2
k2
p +ip
Ekx y =
− µ + |∆|2 (kx2 + ky2 ), (8.4)
2m
with ∆ the maximum gap of each state, related to the corresponding order parameter. Clearly, in a px -superfluid,
for µ > 0, Ekpx = 0 (i.e., gapless) for kx = 0 and ky , kz
arbitrary, and for µ < 0, Ekpx > 0 (i.e., gapped) for all k.
p +ip
Similarly, in a px + ipy -superfluid,
for µ > 0, Ekx y = 0
√
(i.e., gapless) for kz = 2mµ and kx = ky = 0, and
p +ip
for µ < 0, Ekx y > 0 (i.e., gapped) for all k. Physically these spectral distinctions arise because for µ > 0,
a phase that we refer to as SFpweak , the pairing is a collective Fermi surface phenomenon and finite angular momentum forces the gap to vanish on some subspace of
the Fermi surface. On the other hand, for µ < 0, in the
SFpstrong the gap is single-pair of fermions phenomenon
and is simply set by the molecular binding energy, independent of the angular momentum state of the molecule.
These changes in the spectrum lead to qualitatively
distinct single-particle correlation functions and therefore require a genuine quantum phase transition (illustrated in Figs. 9, 10, 11) separating two distinct (weaklyand strongly-paired) px - and two distinct (weakly- and
strongly-paired) px + ipy -superfluids, as µ changes from
positive to negative, respectively.
In a classic BCS p-wave paired superfluid, such as He3 ,
µ is always positive and these transitions are not experimentally accessible. However, in p-wave resonant atomic

gases they should be easily realizable (if a p-wave superfluid is produced) by changing the detuning parameter
ω0 (controlled by an external magnetic field), that is, as
we have shown in Sec. VII, is closely tracked (up to terms
of the order of gp ) by µ.
In addition to the above quasiparticle spectrum and
correlation function argument for the transition at µ = 0,
→ SFpstrong
the existence of the SFpweak
transition can
x +ipy
x +ipy
be also seen by noting that the two types of px + ipy superfluids can be distinguished by topological order as
discussed in detail in Refs. [12, 46, 54]. Although, as
argued above a spectral distinction between µ > 0 and
µ < 0 px -superfluids exists, and therefore we expect a
transition at µ = 0,
→ SFpstrong
corresponding SFpweak
x
x
we are not aware of any topological distinction between
these two phases similar to the px +ipy classification. For
the rest of the section, below, we will focus on the analogous transition in two dimensions, where for a px + ipy superfluid clearly no spectral distinction exists, with both
and SFpstrong
SFpweak
gapped, but still distinguishable
x +ipy
x +ipy
by topological order.
B.

P -wave superfluid in 2 dimensions

The three-dimensional calculations of this paper, arguing for the existence of a p-wave superfluid can be easily
extended to two dimensions, with only minor quantitative distinctions (e.g., the dimensionless parameter c2 in
2D scales logarithmically with the uv cutoff Λ). Thus, we
expect the existence of a fully-gapped two-dimensional
px + ipy -superfluid for µ > 0 and µ < 0. As we will
see, a plethora of especially interesting phenomena takes
place in such a system, that we expect to be realizable
by confining the degenerate atomic gas to a highly oblate
magnetic trap.
Although much of our discussion of this system follows
an excellent paper by N. Read and D. Green, Ref. [11],
as well as Refs. [12, 54, 55], we elaborate on details of the
analysis (particularly on the existence of the zero modes),
and thereby hope to elucidate a number of points discussed there. Furthermore, while above papers are wellknown and appreciated in the quantum Hall community,
they are less familiar to the atomic community and thus,
their main results are worth elaborating on here.
Following Ref. [11], let us first construct a ground
state wave function of a two-dimensional px + ipy superfluid. As discussed in Sec. V B its mean-field Hamiltonian (valid in the narrow-resonance limit) follows directly
from Eq. (5.34), with the substitution b̂p,α → δp,0 Bα and
Eq. (8.2), and is given by

X
1X
Ĥ − µ N̂f =
ξk â†k âk −
∆ (kx + iky ) â†k â†−k
2
k
k 
(8.5)
+ ∆ (kx − iky ) â−k âk .
¯ and, as
Here we fix the phase of ∆ by choosing ∆ = ∆
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It immediately follows that for |r| ≫ l,

before, ξk is given by Eq. (6.25),
ξk =

k2
− µ.
2m

g(r) ∼

This Hamiltonian is diagonalized by a unitary transformation to the Bogoliubov quasiparticles
γ̂k = u∗k âk + vk∗ â†−k ,
γ̂k† = vk â−k + uk â†k ,

(8.6)

taking the form
Ĥ = EGS +

X

Ek γ̂k† γ̂k .

(8.7)

k

The ground state of this Hamiltonian is similar to its
s-wave counterpart Eq. (6.28), and is given by

Y
|BCSi =
u∗k + vk∗ a†−k a†k |0i .
(8.8)
k

with each pair k, −k in the product taken only once.
Here uk , vk are p-wave analogs of Eq. (6.25), and satisfy
the Bogoliubov-de-Gennes equations

 
 
ξk
−∆ (kx + iky )
uk
uk
= Ek
,
−∆ (kx − iky )
−ξk
vk
vk
(8.9)
The solution of these equations is straightforward with
the result Eq. (8.4) and with normalized uk , vk being
r
Ek + ξk
,
uk = −
2Ek
(kx − iky ) ∆
(8.10)
vk = p
2Ek (Ek + ξk )
We note that unlike the s-wave case Eq. (6.29), the relative phase of uk and vk is nonzero. Let us construct a
real space version of Eq. (8.8). It is given by
X
Ψ(r1 , r2 , . . .) =
(−1)P g(rP1 − rP2 ) g(rP3 − rP4 ) . . . .
P

(8.11)
Here ri are two-dimensional vectors denoting the position of the i-th fermion, and g(r) is a Cooper-pair (or
molecular) wavefunction given by
Z
d2 k ik·r vk
g(r) =
e
.
(8.12)
(2π)2
uk
P stands for a permutation of numbers 1, 2, . . . , Nf ,
where Nf is the total number of fermions, and (−1)P
is the sign of the permutation, thereby enforcing the antisymmetrization of the many-atom ground-state wavefunction. Notice that g(r) = −g(−r) due to the p-wave
symmetry of the superfluid (since uk = u−k , vk √
= −v−k ).
Now suppose µ > 0. Then at small k ≪ 2mµ or
equivalently |r| ≫ n−1/3 , we can estimate the function
to be integrated in Eq. (8.12) to go as
vk
kx − iky
kx − iky
=
∆∼
.
uk
Ek + ξk
k2

(8.13)

1
,
z

(8.14)

where z is the complex number representing the twodimensional vector r = xx̂ + y ŷ as z = x + iy. Therefore,
for µ > 0 the wave function takes the form
1
1
....
zP1 − zP2 zP3 − zP4
P
(8.15)
This wave function occurs in the context of the quantum
Hall effect (modulo the Gaussian and Jastrow factors not
essential for the present discussion) and is called the Pfaffian or Moore-Read state [69].
To understand the connection with the quantum Hall
effect, we recall that for the last few years attempts have
been made to realize quantum Hall states [70, 71] out
of Bose-Einstein condensates by rotating them [72]. In
the px + ipy condensate, thanks to the relative angular
momentum ℓ = 1 of each Cooper pair (or closed-channel
molecule), the (fermionic) condensate already automatically rotates and therefore does not require any externally imposed rotation to be in the quantum Hall ground
state.
A key observation is that for µ < 0 uk /vk ∼ kx − iky
at small k and g(r) no longer has the power-law fall off
characteristic of the quantum Hall-like ground state in
Eq. (8.15). Instead, the integral in Eq. (8.12) is then
dominated by large k, and generally we expect that g(r)
will be an exponentially decaying function. The authors
of Ref. [11] referred to the µ < 0 as the strongly-coupled
phase. For BCS-BEC condensates studied here, µ < 0
corresponds to the BEC regime obtained for negative detuning ω0 .
As mentioned above, despite the qualitative distinction
in the ground-state wavefunctions, in a two dimensions
Ek > 0, i.e., gapped for all k, for both µ > 0 and µ < 0.
The only special point where there are gapless excitations
is µ = 0. Nevertheless given the qualitative distinction
between the ground states at µ > 0 and µ < 0, they
much be separated by a quantum phase transition at the
gapless point µ = 0. The situation is again reminiscent of
quantum Hall transitions where gapless points separates
gapped quantum Hall states.
Although this transition at µ = 0 is not of Landau
type (not exhibiting any obvious local order parameter)
the weakly- (µ > 0) and strongly-paired (µ < 0) px + ipy
states are topologically distinct and therefore the transition is topological. The topological distinction lies in the
properties of the two complex functions uk and vk , constrained by |uk |2 + |vk |2 = 1. Since their overall phase
is unimportant, they are parametrized by two real parameters. Thus, uk and vk represent a map from a twodimensional space of k (which can be thought of topologically as a sphere S2 , if the point k = ∞ is added) to the
two-dimensional space of uk , vk . Such maps are characterized by the winding numbers, called the homotopy
Ψ(z1 , z2 , . . .) =

X

(−1)P

57
classes corresponding to the homotopy group π2 (S2 ) = Z.
Roughly speaking, these winding numbers are the number of times uk , vk wraps around a sphere as k varies.
Quite remarkably, one can see that these numbers are
different for µ > 0 and µ < 0.
To see this explicitly we construct a unit vector ~n which
points in the direction of the spinor (uk , vk ). To this end,
recall the standard relation between a spinor ψα and a
µ
vector nµ , nµ = σαβ
ψα∗ ψβ , which gives
kx ∆
,
Ek
ky ∆
= i (uk vk∗ − vk u∗k ) =
,
Ek
ξk
.
= uk u∗k − vk vk∗ =
Ek

nxk = u∗k vk + vk∗ uk = −
nyk
nzk

(8.16)

It is important to keep in mind that ∆ is in fact a function
of k 2 , being a constant for k ≪ Λ, but quickly dropping
off to zero at k ≫ Λ, where Λ is the ultraviolet cutoff associated with the interatomic potential range. The winding number associated with π2 (S2 ) is given by the well
known topological invariant (discussed in our context in
Ref. [12], whose notations we borrow here)
Z
1
Ñ3 =
d2 k [~n · ∂α~n × ∂β ~n ǫαβ ] .
(8.17)
8π
Substituting ~nk , Eq. (8.16) into the expression for the
topological invariant we find,
√ after an appropriate rescalˆ 2m
ing of k and with ∆ = ∆/
 ∂∆
Z
ˆ
2
2
2
ˆ
1 ∞
ˆ (k + µ)∆ − 2k k − µ3 ∂k2 .
kdk ∆
Ñ3 =


2 0
ˆ2 2
(k 2 − µ)2 + k 2 ∆
(8.18)
As required by the general form of Ñ3 , Eq. (8.17), this
expression is a total derivative, and the integral can be
computed directly with the result
k=∞

k2 − µ
1
Ñ3 = q
2
ˆ2
(k 2 − µ)2 + k 2 ∆

=
k=0

1
(1 + sign µ) .
2

(8.19)
Thus, for µ < 0, Ñ3 = 0, while for µ > 0 Ñ3 = 1, and
indeed uk , vk define a topologically nontrivial map only
for µ > 0. Hence, a px + ipy -superfluid ground state
exhibits topological order only for µ > 0.
It is interesting to observe that the topological invariant Ñ3 for the px -state gives Ñ3 = 0 independent of µ,
since its uk , vk are real and therefore define a trivial
map. The same is true for an s-wave condensate. Thus,
at least based on this topological invariant, neither of
these states are topological, nor is the transition between
weakly- (BCS) and strongly-paired (BEC) states in these
systems.
Finally, we remark that the topological invariant Ñ3
constructed here constitutes a particular case of more
general topological invariants studied in Ref. [12].

C. Vortices and zero modes of a two-dimensional
px + ipy superfluid: non-Abelian statistics and “index
theorem”

We can further elucidate the nature of the px + ipy
condensates if we study the solutions to the Bogoliubovde-Gennes (BdG) equation in the presence of vortices in
the condensate ∆. In fact as we will see below, a nontrivial topological order exhibited by the weakly-paired
(µ > 0) px + ipy -superfluid will reflect itself in the nature
of the spectrum in the presence of vortices. Recall that
a phase of the condensate wavefunction changes by an
integer number times 2π every time one goes around the
vortex. Thus, in the presence of collection of vortices at
positions zi , the gap function ∆(r), proportional to the
condensate wavefunction can generally be written as
∆(r) =

Y  z − zi mi /2
i

z̄ − z̄i

D(r),

(8.20)

where D(r) is a function of position whose phase is single
valued. Since its square is the condensate density, and
D(r) is expected to vanish inside vortex cores.
Generically, in the presence of vortices, one expects
solutions localized on them. It has been appreciated for
some time, based on a variety of arguments [11, 12] (without an explicit solution of the Bogoliubov-de-Gennes
equation), that a px + ipy -superfluid is special in that its
fundamental 2π vortex in thermodynamic limit is guaranteed to carry a state (referred to as “zero mode”) at
exactly zero energy.
Recently, we have studied the question of existence and
robustness of such zero modes for the more general problem of a collection of vortices [55]. As we will show below,
we found that for a macroscopic sample (i.e., ignoring the
boundary physics), without fine-tuning, strictly speaking
there is only one or zero Majorana-fermion mode depending only on whether the total vorticity of the order parameter (in elementary vortex units of 2π) is odd or even,
respectively. For a collection of well-separated vortices,
within an exponential accuracy one zero mode per an isolated odd-vorticity vortex persists. As two of such vortices are brought closer together the corresponding pair of
“zero” modes splits away to finite ±E (vortex-separation
dependent) energies. Generically, even-vorticity vortices
do not carry any zero modes.
Before we proceed to construct these solutions explicitly, let us discuss in general what we expect from the
solutions of these BdG equations. A generic Bogoliubovde-Gennes Hamiltonian can always be represented in the
form

X †
âi hij âj − âj hij â†i + âi ∆ij â†j + â†j ∆∗ij â†i .
Ĥ =
ij

(8.21)
Here the indices i, j represent a way to enumerate
fermion creation and annihilation operators, being for example, points in space and/or spin, if the fermions also
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carry spin. hij is a hermitian operator, while ∆ij is an
antisymmetric operator. The study of this Hamiltonian
is then equivalent to the study of a matrix


h
∆
.
(8.22)
H=
∆† −hT
This matrix possesses the following important symmetry
property
σ1 Hσ1 = −H∗ .

(8.23)

Here σ1 is the first Pauli matrix acting in the 2 by 2 space
of the matrix Eq. (8.22). In the terminology of Ref. [73],
we say that this matrix belongs to symmetry class D.
As a result of this property, if ψ is an eigenvector of this
matrix with the eigenvalue E, then σ1 ψ ∗ has to be an
eigenvector with the eigenvalue −E. Indeed,
Hσ1 ψ ∗ = −σ1 H∗ ψ ∗ = −Eσ1 ψ ∗ .

(8.24)

As a result, all nonzero eigenvalues of H come in pairs,
±E. A special role is played by the zero eigenvectors of
this matrix, namely the zero modes discussed above. If
ψ is a zero mode, σ1 ψ ∗ is also a zero mode. Taking linear
combinations ψ + σ1 ψ ∗ , i (ψ − σ1 ψ ∗ ) of these modes, we
can always ensure the relation
σ1 ψ ∗ = ψ

(8.25)

for every zero mode. In the absence of other symmetries of H it is quite clear that generically there is nothing that protects the total number Nz of its zero modes
under smooth changes of the Hamiltonian matrix that
preserve its BdG form, namely retain the properties in
Eqs. (8.22) and (8.23) . However, since non-zero modes
have to always appear and disappear in ±E pairs, as
long as the symmetry property (8.23) is preserved by the
perturbation, the number of zero modes can only change
by multiples of 2. Thus, while the number Nz of zero
modes of the Hamiltonian (8.22) may change, this number will always remain either odd or even, with (−1)Nz
a “topological invariant” [74, 75].
The value of this invariant is easy to establish if one
observes that H is an even-sized matrix, with an even
number of eigenvalues. Since the number of non-zero
modes must be even, this implies that the number of zero
modes is also even. Thus (−1)Nz = 0, and generally the
BdG problem does not have any topologically protected
zero modes. Furthermore, since, as demonstrated above,
zero modes must appear in pairs, there can only be an
even number of accidental zero modes, which will nevertheless be generally destroyed by any perturbation of
H (preserving its BdG structure Eq. (8.22)). We believe
this observation was first made by N. Read [75].
The situation should be contrasted with that of the
Dirac operators D. Those operators, being generally of
one of chiral classes in the terminology of Ref. [73], obey
the symmetry
σ3 Dσ3 = −D.

Thus if ψ is an eigenvector of D with the eigenvalue E,
σ3 ψ is an eigenvector with the eigenvalue −E. The zero
modes of D must obey the relation
σ3 ψL,R = ±ψL,R .
Here “left” zero modes ψL come with the eigenvalue +1,
while “right” zero modes ψR have the eigenvalue −1 of
the operator σ3 . As the operator D is deformed, the
number of zero modes changes, but the non-zero modes
always appear in pairs where one of the pair has to be
“left” and the other “right”. Therefore, while the number of zero modes is not an invariant, the difference between the number of left and right zero modes has to
be a topological invariant, determined (through the index theorem) by the monopole charge of the background
gauge-field.
Contrast this with zero modes of H, which obey the relation Eq. (8.25). Because of complex conjugation of ψ,
these zero modes cannot be split into “left” and “right”.
Indeed, even if we tried to impose σ1 ψ ∗ = −ψ, a simple redefinition of ψ → iψ brings this relation back to
Eq. (8.25). Thus, the most an “index theorem” could
demonstrate in case of the Bogoliubov-de-Gennes problem, is whether there is 0 or exactly 1 zero mode. Moreover, since the Bogoliubov-de-Gennes problem is defined
by an even dimensional Hamiltonian, generically there
will not be any topologically protected zero modes [75].
Yet it is quite remarkable that in case of an isolated
vortex of odd vorticity in a macroscopic sample (i.e., ignoring the sample boundaries) of a px + ipy -superfluid of
spinless fermions, there is exactly one zero mode localized on this vortex [11, 56, 76, 77]. To be consistent with
above general property of the BdG Hamiltonian (namely,
that the total number of zero modes must be even) another vortex is situated at the boundary of the system
[11, 75], preserving the overall parity of the number of
zero modes. Hence, although even in this odd-vorticity
case the one zero mode is not protected topologically, able
to hybridize with a vortex at a boundary of the sample,
it survives (up to exponentially small corrections) only
by virtue of being far away from the boundary (and from
other odd-vorticity vortices).
To see this explicitly we now consider a px + ipy superfluid in the presence of a single rotationally symmetry vortex, characterized by
∆(r) =

i ilϕ 2
e f (r),
2

(8.26)

where f (r) is a real function of r (vanishing at small
r), l is the vorticity of the vortex, r, ϕ are the polar
coordinates centered on the vortex, and the factor of i/2
is chosen to simplify subsequent calculations. In this case
the Bogoliubov-de-Gennes equations take the form


h ilϕ
i
ilϕ ∂
∇2
−
e 2 f (r)v(r) = Eu(r),
− µ u(r) − f (r)e 2
∂ z̄
 22m 
i
∂ h − ilϕ
∇
− ilϕ
e 2 f (r)u(r) = Ev(r),
+ µ v(r) − f (r)e 2
2m
∂z
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(8.27) small deformation of, say, the shape of the order parameter shape f (r) will destroy these modes. We note that
We remark that once solutions to these equations un (r),
this argument easily accommodates vortices that are not
vn (r), corresponding to energies En , are known, the Bosymmetric, as those can be smoothly deformed into symgoliubov quasiparticle creation and annihilation operametric ones without changing the topologically protected
tors are given by
parity of Nz . The conclusion is that generically there are
no zero modes in the presence of an isolated vortex of
Z


even vorticity.
γ̂n =
d2 r u∗n (r)â(r) + vn∗ (r)â† (r)
The situation is dractically different if the vorticity of
Z


†
2
†
the
vortex is odd, i.e., if l = 2n − 1. In this case the
γ̂n =
d r un (r)â (r) + vn (r)â(r) . (8.28)
transformation Eq. (8.30) cannot entirely eliminate the
vortex from the equations (even with the help of a smooth
If the condensate was uniform, then the solutions to
deformation), leaving at least one fundamental unit of
the Bogoliubov-de-Gennes equations would be plane
vorticity. This thereby guarantees at least one one zero
waves, immediately leading to Eq. (8.6). The inverse
mode localized on the odd-vorticity vortex. To see this,
to Eq. (8.28) reads
recall that due to the condition Eq. (8.25), the zero mode
X
satisfies
â(r) =
γ̂n un (r) + γ̂n† vn∗ (r),
n
u = v∗ .
(8.32)
X
†
† ∗
â (r) =
(8.29)
γ̂n un (r) + γ̂n vn (r).
Combining this with the transformation Eq. (8.30), we
n
find the equation for the zero mode
Next we observe that for the case of a vortex of even
h iϕ
i
iϕ ∂
vorticity, l = 2n, we can eliminate the phase dependence
−f (r)e− 2
e− 2 f (r)u∗ =
of Eq. (8.27) entirely. Indeed, making a transformation
∂ z̄
 2
∇
in ∂u
n2
+µ u+
−
.
(8.33)
2
u → ueinϕ , v → ve−inϕ .
(8.30)
2m 2mr
mr2 ∂ϕ
leads to equations


n2
∇2
−µ u−
+
−
2mr2
 2m2

2
∇
n
+µ v−
−
2m 2mr2

We look for the solution to this equation in terms of a
spherically symmetric real function u(r). This gives
in ∂u
∂

 2

 2
− f (r)
[f (r)v] = Eu,
f
1
ff′
n2
f
1 ′′
mr2 ∂ϕ
∂ z̄
′
u−
u = µu.
u −
+
+
−
−
in ∂v
∂
2m
2
2mr
4r
2
2mr2
−
f
(r)
[f
(r)u]
=
Ev.
(8.34)
mr2 ∂ϕ
∂z
(8.31)A transformation


Z
m r ′ 2 ′
Now we note that these equations are topologically equivu(r) = χ(r) exp −
dr f (r )
(8.35)
2 0
alent to the BdG equation without any vortices. Indeed,
the only difference between these equations and those
brings this equation to a more familiar form
for a uniform condensate is the presence of the terms
2
2 2


2in/r [∂/∂ϕ], n /r , and f (r) that is a constant at large
χ′′
χ′
f 4 (r)
n2
r and vanishes in the core of the vortex for r < rcore . We
−
χ = µχ. (8.36)
−
+ m
+
2m 2mr
8
2mr2
can imagine smoothly deforming these equations to get
rid of the first two terms (for example,
by replacing them

This is a Schrödinger equation for a particle of mass m
with α n2 /r2 − 2in/r2 [∂/∂ϕ] u and taking α from 1 to
which moves with angular momentum n in the potential
0), and smoothly deforming f (r) into a constant equal to
mf 4 (r)/8, that is everywhere positive. We observe that
its asymptotic value at large r; in order to be smooth, the
this potential vanishes at the origin, and quickly reaches
deformation must preserve the BdG structure Eq. (8.22)
its asymptotic bulk value mf04 /8 at large r. Then for
and the vorticity of the condensate, if there is any. These
µ > mf04 /8, there always exist a solution to this equation
equations then become equivalent to Eq. (8.9) for a confinite at the origin and at infinity. Moreover, if µ <
stant, vortex-free order parameter with an exact specmf04 /8, then the solution finite at the origin will diverge
trum Eq. (8.4), that for µ 6= 0 in two dimensional space
at infinity as
clearly does not exhibit any zero modes.
r
As Eqs. (8.31) are smoothly deformed to get rid of the
f4
r m2 40 −2mµ
vortex, in principle it is possible that its solutions will
χ∼e
.
(8.37)
change and that it will develop zero modes (although, as
demonstrated above, this can only happen in ±E pairs,
Combining this with Eq. (8.35), we see that u(r) will still
leading to an even number of these). However, these
be a bounded function at infinity as long as µ > 0. Thus
modes will not be topologically protected, and even a
the conclusion is, there exist zero mode as long as µ > 0.
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For a special case of the n = 0 vortex of vorticity −1, the
small and large r asymptotics of the solution we found
here was discussed recently in Ref.[56].
In the simplest London approximation of a spatially
uniform condensate when f (r) = f0 for all r except inside
an infinitesimal small core, the zero mode localized on an
isolated odd-vorticity vortex is simply given by
 q


m 2
f04
f4

2

 Jn r 2µm − m 4 e− 2 f0 r , for µ > m 80 ,

 q
u(r) =
m 2

f4
f4

 In r m2 40 − 2mµ e− 2 f0 r , for 0 < µ < m 80 ,
(8.38)

where Jn (x), In (x) are Bessel and modified Bessel functions.
We note that it may seem possible to construct additional zero modes in the following way. Instead of
the ansatz of a rotationally invariant u(r) just after
Eq. (8.33), we could have chosen an ansatz
u(r) = uα (r)eiαϕ + u−α (r)e−iαϕ .

Then two second order differential equations follow, relating these two functions. These are




1 ′′
f ′
f2 1 α
1 ′
(n + α)2
−
u−α +
uα =
uα −
uα +
−
f u−α + f u′−α + µuα .
2
2m
2mr
2mr
r 4
2
2


1 ′′
f2 1 α
1 ′
(n − α)2
f ′
−
u−α =
u −
u +
+
uα + (f uα + f u′α ) + µu−α .
2m −α 2mr −α
2mr2
r 4
2
2

Generally there are going to be four solutions to these
equations which go as r|n−α| or r|n+α| at small r.
The other two will diverge as r−|n−α| or as r−|n+α| .
At infinity
the four solutions ofithese equations go as
h 
p
m 2
exp r ± 2 f0 ± f04 m2 − 8µm . Obviously, only two
of these solutions are finite at infinity. However, barring
a coincidence, none of those solutions finite at r = 0
are also finite at infinity. Even if they are for some
special value of µ, by the above arguments the additional zero modes must appear in topologically unprotected pairs, that will be split to finite ±E energies by
a slight generic deformation of the potential (order parameter distortion). Hence we conclude that generically
there will be no additional zero modes (except the one
found above) for an odd-vorticity vortex.
Thus we indeed find that the number of zero modes
in a symmetric odd-vorticity vortex must be one. Since
a smooth deformations of the order parameter can only
change the zero mode number by multiples of two, an
arbitrarily shaped odd-vorticity vortex must also have an
odd number of zero modes . However, any number of zero
modes other than one is not generic and will revert to one
under an arbitrary deformation of the order parameter.
Now for a collection of well-separated r ≫ 1/(m∆)
vortices of odd vorticity, each of them will have one zero
mode localized on it. However, as they are brought closer
to each other, these zero modes will actually split into a
band of low lying ±E modes [11]. However, since other
excited modes are separated from the zero modes by a
gap [76], the narrow band will only mix very weakly with
other states of the system.
It is this band of nearly degenerate zero modes that
exhibit non-Abelian statistics. Following Ref. [78], we

(8.39)

(8.40)
(8.41)

briefly describe how it is realized here. Each of the zero
modes is in fact a Majorana fermion, as follows directly
from Eq. (8.28) and condition (8.32), given by
Z

γ̂ = d2 r u∗ (r)â(r) + u(r)â† (r) .
(8.42)

It is straightforward to check that
γ̂ † = γ̂,
γ̂ 2 = 1,

(8.43)
(8.44)

when u(r) is properly normalized. A Majorana fermion
is essentially half of a real fermion, thus they must always
come in pairs (in case of an odd number of odd vorticity
vortices, the last remaining Majorana fermion is located
at the boundary). Given 2n Majorana fermions, we can
construct creation and annihilation operators of n real
fermions, according to
ĉj = γ̂2j−1 + iγ̂2j , ĉ†j = γ̂2j−1 − iγ̂2j .

(8.45)

with γ̂j a Majorana annihilation operator of a fermion
localized on a vortex at position rj . Thus clearly a real
fermion ĉj is actually split between two vortices at r2j−1
and r2j .
In the presence of 2n vortices, there are 2n states corresponding to n pair of vortices being either occupied or
empty. Now it is possible to show that if two vortices
are adiabatically exchanged – moved around each other
– these nearly degenerate zero states mix with each other.
More precisely,




ψ1
ψ1
 ψ2 
 ψ2 
(8.46)
 ...  → U  ... ,
ψ2n
ψ2n

61
where U is a 2n by 2n unitary matrix, representing the
unitary transformation of the 2n ground states ψj . The
matrix U depends on which two vortices are exchanged
(and on the direction of the exchange). It does not, however, depend on the path along which the vortices are
moved, and is thus topological.
The matrix U is not a general unitary matrix. In fact,
all the 2n states should be split into two subsets of size
2n/2 , one with even, and the other with odd number of
fermions. U only mixes states within each of these subsets. The reason for this is that the fermions which occupy or vacate the zero modes must come in pairs, since
they are produced from a Cooper pair which is being
split into two fermions, or being assembled back from
two fermions.
Matrices U can be constructed by considering the
change in ψj as one vortex is slowly moved around another, while others are kept fixed. For such adiabatic
change, the effect on the Bogoliubov-de-Gennes equation
written in the vicinity of the first vortex is simply through
∆ slowly changing its phase. This can be incorporated
into a change of the phase of u and v by absorbing half
of the phase into u and the other half (with the opposite sign) into v. As a result, when one vortex moves
all the way around another vortex, each of its Majorana
fermions changes sign. A change in sign of the Majorana fermions can be translated into the change in the
states ψj , by constructing an appropriate operator such
that U † γ̂j U → −γ̂j . Then the action of U on states ψj
constitutes a transformation as in Eq. (8.46). For a more
detailed discussion and an explicit construction of U for
a px + ipy -superfluid we refer the reader to Ref. [78].
The transformation (by U ) upon exchange of two vortices in a px + ipy -superfluid is a generalization of a standard quantum statistics of bosons and fermions familiar
from standard quantum mechanics. This exchange transformaton also generalizes the two-dimensional anyonic
quantum statistics (familiar from Abelian quantum Hall
states), where, upon a two-particle exchange a manyparticle wavefunction gets multiplied by a phase factor
eiθ (with a phase θ not necessarily just 0 or π). Since
generically unitary matrices U , corresponding to different pairs of vortex exchanges do not commute, the resulting quantum statistics is termed non-Abelian[69]. Thus
odd-vorticity vortices in a px + ipy -superfluid at positive
detuning (µ > 0) are excitations (“particles”) with nonAbelian statistics.
Now, in addition to a basic interest, recent excitement
about states that exhibit such non-Abelian statistics is
the observation that they can form a basis for building a fault-tolerant “topological” quantum computer [47].
More conventional quantum bit (q-bit) schemes, such as
the Josephson-junction charge, flux and phase q-bits, ions
in an electrostatic trap, or spin q-bits suffer from decoherence due to interaction with the environment. In
contrast, a q-bit based on non-Abelian statics, as e.g.,
a state of 2n vortices is topologically protected because
to change it requires a global operation on vortices such

as one encircling another, something that environmental
noise will not generically do.
Based on the analysis presented here we propose [42]
that a px + ipy -superfluid, that is likely to be realized in
a resonant Fermi gas interacting via a p-wave Feshbach
resonance is a viable candidate for an implementation
of such a non-Abelian q-bit and associated topological
quantum computation. One advantage of the realization
of such a q-bit in degenerate atomic systems (as opposed
to solid state superconductors) is the tunability of their
interaction via an external magnetic field, that allows
a tuning of the chemical potential closer to the µ = 0
transition, while taking care to remain in the topological
phase µ > 0. This in turn will allow a more energetically stable BEC superfluid, whose transition temperature and the size of the gap are set by the Fermi energy ǫF , as opposed to a tiny fraction of it as in conventional superconductors stuck in the exponentially weak
BCS regime.
Of course, even if such topological p-wave superfluid
state and the associated non-Abelian q-bit are realized in
atomic resonantly-paired condensates, many challenges
remain, such as a scheme for addressing the q-bits by
manipulation of vortices and reading off the state ψj of
their zero modes [56].

IX.

COMPARISON WITH EXPERIMENT
A.

S-wave

An important remaining question which must be addressed is whether current experiments are characterized
by a narrow or a broad resonance. While it is generally believed that most s-wave Feshbach resonances realized in current experiments are wide, we will show below
that some are indeed narrow in the sense that a relevant
dimensionless parameter γs controlling the quantitative
validity of our theory is small.
As discussed throughout the paper, theoretically, an
absolute characterization of a width of an s-wave resonance is through the value of a dimensionless parameter
−1/2
γs ∼ gs2 m3/2 ǫF , Eq. (1.5), that is set by the ratio of the
resonance energy width to the Fermi energy. Although
this parameter is never measured directly, it can be related to experimentally determined quantities through
the atomic scattering length a(H) as a function of magnetic field H, that is either measured or calculated (see
Fig. 2). From that data, magnetic field width Hw can
be extracted, as the range of the magnetic field change
between the resonance (where a → ∞) and the point
where a = 0. Alternatively, one can look at the range
of H where a deviates significantly (e.g., by a factor 2)
from the background scattering length abg . Both methods produce similar definitions of Hw .
By itself, Hw carries little information about the dimensionless many-body resonance width γs , which, as
we recall, is not only a properties of the resonance, but
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depends also on the particle density. That is, to assess
how wide the resonance is, its width, controlling strength
of interactions must be compared to another energy scale,
which in this case is the typical kinetic energy ǫF . To establish a relation between γs and Hw , we recall Eq. (5.13)
a=

2
,
mr0 ω0

where ω0 is a detuning, that measures the deviation of
the Zeeman splitting (between the open and closed channel of Feshbach resonance) from its value at the resonance, where a → ∞ (see Fig. 1). By matching our
results for the scattering length with its experimental
dependence on the magnetic field, we determined that
ω0 ≈ 2µB (H − H0 ), with H0 the field at which the resonance is tuned to zero energy and µB the Bohr magneton. This allows us to express the effective-range length,
r0 (entering the expression for the energy width of the
resonance; see below) purely in terms of experimentally
measured quantities, namely:
|r0 | ≃

~2
.
mabg µB Hw

(9.1)

Here ~ was restored to facilitate calculations below. Once
r0 is found, we can compute γs by using
γs =

l
8
l
≈ 0.8
.
|r0 | (3π 5 )1/3
|r0 |

(9.2)

From r0 we can also estimate the intrinsic (density independent) energy width of an s-wave resonance,
~2
,
mr02
(µB Hw )2
∼ 2
,
~ /(ma2bg )
(µB Hw )2  abg 2
.
∼
ǫF
l

Γ0 ∼

(9.3)
(9.4)

We note that in contrast to a naive guess, this energy
width of the resonance is not simply the Zeeman energy
(converted with a Bohr magneton) associated with the
width-field Hw . From Γ0 the dimensionless parameter γs
is then found to be
r
Γ0
,
γs ∼
ǫF
µB Hw abg
≈
.
(9.5)
ǫF
l
Equation (9.2) can now be used as a criterion on
whether a resonance is narrow or wide (which is of course,
equivalent to the one discussed in Sec. I B) . We also
remark that the use of abg to find Hw is completely arbitrary; we could have instead define Hw as a range of
the magnetic field where a(H) exceeds some given value
|a| > aw as a reference point, but this would still lead to

an exactly the same |r0 |, Eq. (9.1) (with abg replaced by
aw )
|r0 | ≃

~2
.
maw µB Hw

(9.6)

and the same criterion for the narrowness of the resonance; only the product aw Hw enters r0 .
Physically, γs can be though of as the ratio of the (energy) range of ω0 , where a exceeds inter-particle spacing
l, to the Fermi energy of the gas. Now, of course, it is in
principle possible to make a resonance narrow by increasing the atom density n (reducing spacing l). However, it
is our understanding that due to experimental limitations, the Fermi energy is typically in the 1µK or less
range and cannot be significantly increased above this
value.
We now apply this dimensionless criterion to the experiment reported in Ref. [14]. The s-wave resonance studied there is in 6 Li at H0 ≈ 543.25 G and is probably the
most narrow one discussed in the literature. These authors report the density of their condensate to be 3×1012
cm−3 , corresponding to the inter-particle separation of
l ≈ 7 × 10−5 cm ≈ 1.3 · 104 au. We also note that the size
of a closed channel molecule is set by the range of the van
der Waals interaction, which is about 50 au. This length
d plays the role of the inverse uv cutoff 1/Λ of our theory.
We note that the ratio d/l ≈ 1/250 thus justifying our
assumption throughout the paper that Λ2 /(2m) (Λ) can
be treated as the largest energy (momentum) scale of the
system.
To estimate γs for the resonance in Ref. [14], we use
their Fig. 1 for the scattering length a(H) to extract Hw
and aw . Although from this figure it is difficult to deduce the range of the magnetic field where a(H) is larger
than the background length abg , we use the arbitrariness of aw to pick aw = 500au. This corresponds to
|H − H0 | ≤ 0.015 G, that can be converted into an energy by multiplying by µB . Using Eq. (9.6) then gives
|r0 | ≃ 6 · 104 au,

(9.7)

l
≈ 0.2.
|r0 |

(9.8)

and
γs ≃

We thus conclude that the 543.25 G s-wave resonance in
6
Li is in fact quite narrow in the absolute, dimensionless
sense. It is therefore a good candidate for a quantitative comparison with our predictions for a narrow s-wave
BCS-BEC crossover.
However, we note that, in contrast to above estimate
of γs based on Fig. 1, according to Fig. 4 of the same
Ref. [14] the BCS-BEC crossover occurs over the range
of magnetic fields of the order of 1 G or so, corresponding
to the range of the detuning of 100µK >> ǫF ≈ 1.5µ K.
Thus based on this Fig. 4, using the narrow-resonance
theory we would instead conclude that the resonance is
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wide. The reason for this discrepancy is currently unclear to us. One should also notice that the authors of
Ref. [14] were unable to convert all the atoms into the
molecules, so perhaps there were other factors in their
experiment which made its direct comparison with the
narrow-resonance theory difficult.
Although the resonance in 6 Li at 543.25 G is unusually
narrow, more typical resonances have magnetic width
Hw ≃ 10 G with aw ≃ 50 au [22]. For such a resonance
(assuming 6 Li for the mass m of the atom) ,
|r0 | ≃ 103 au,

(9.9)

with
γs ≃

l
≈ 10.
|r0 |

(9.10)

Thus a more typical s-wave Feshbach resonance experiments lie in the class of wide resonances.
B.

P -wave

Although so far no atomic p-wave BCS-BEC superfluid has been realized, p-wave Feshbach resonances have
been demonstrated and explored experimentally. To get
a sense of future p-wave superfluid possibilities, it is useful to look at the Ref. [37]. Unfortunately, as we will
see below from the data reported there it is not possible to extract gp . Nevertheless some conclusions can be
made about which phases of a p-wave condensate may be
realized with the p-wave Feshbach resonance in 40 K.
We first look the data concerning the value of parameter k0 from Eq. (2.21). The parameter c, as given in
that paper (Eq. (8) of Ref. [37]) is magnetic field dependent, but in the relevant range of the magnetic field
it is roughly k0 ≈ −0.04 au−1 . As in the previous swave analysis, we estimate the uv cutoff Λ to be roughly
of the inverse size of the closed-channel molecule, i.e.,
Λ ≈ 0.02 au−1 . This indicates that in the expression for
k0 , Eq. (5.52),


12π
m2 2
k0 = − 2 2 1 + 2 gp Λ
m gp
3π
most likely the dimensionless uv parameter c2
gp2 m2 Λ/(3π 2 ) ≫ 1, which gives
4
k0 ≈ − Λ.
π

=

(9.11)

Otherwise, |k0 | would have been much bigger than Λ.
Thus we deduced that c2 ≫ 1 for the experiment of
Ref. [37].
This implies that this experiment is done in the regime
where the mean-field theory considered in this paper
might become quantitatively unreliable [45]. Assuming
that it does not, large c2 indicates that even in the BEC
regime of this system, most of the particles will be in the

form of free atoms, not bosonic molecules, as indicated
in our analysis above.
Since the experiment reported in Ref. [37] is likely to
be in the regime where c2 ≫ 1, it is impossible to extract
the Feshbach resonance coupling gp . We expect that gp
gets renormalized in the regime of large c2 , so that its
bare value simply drops out. However, since the complete theory of p-wave superfluids at large c2 is yet to
be constructed, we cannot tell what this implies for the
experiment [45].
Next, we note that the dipolar-interaction splitting δ
between the mz = 0 and mz = ±1 Feshbach resonances
is quoted in this paper as approximately 4µK. This is
presumably several times bigger than currently experimentally achievable ǫF , that are typically in the range
of 0.5 to 1µK. Thus we conclude that under conditions
described in Ref. [37], at low temperatures the gas will
be in the px -superfluid state. However, because the splitting is considerably larger than ǫF it might be possible
to bring mz = ±1 molecules in resonance with the atoms
independently of mz = 0 molecules. If so, a px + ipy superfluid state should be realizable for tuning near the
mz = ±1 resonance.
X.

CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we presented a study of a degenerate
Fermi gases interacting through a tunable narrow Feshbach resonance, as recently demonstrated experimentally. Starting with an analysis of the two-body scattering physics we developed and justified generic models for
description of such systems. We paid a particular attention to regimes of validity for a perturbative analysis of
such systems at finite density, and showed the existence
of a small dimensionless parameter, the ratio of the Feshbach resonance width to the Fermi energy. It allows
perturbative description throughout the full BEC-BCS
range of detuning, within the framework of two channel model. Focussing on the most interesting cases of
the s- and p-wave resonances, we analyzed in detail the
corresponding systems. For the s-wave resonance, we obtained predictions for the behavior of the system across
the BEC-BCS crossover, that we expect to be quantitatively accurate for the case of a narrow resonance. For
the far richer p-wave resonance, dominant for a single hyperfine species of atoms, we showed the existence of and
analyzed a number of classical, quantum and topological
phase transitions exhibited by this system as a function
of temperature, Feshbach resonance detuning and resonance dipolar splitting, and calculated the corresponding phase diagrams, illustrated in Figs. 9, 10, and 11.
Finally, we studied topological properties of the weaklypaired px + ipy -superfluid, as well as zero-modes inside
vortices of such a topologically-ordered superfluid in two
dimensions. We hope that our analysis will be useful for
probing the associated non-Abelian quantum statistics of
such vortices, and more generally, for experimental real-
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ization and studies of a resonant p-wave superfluidity in
degenerate atomic gases.
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APPENDIX A: BOSONIC VACUUM
PROPAGATOR

It is instructive to analyze the renormalized vacuum
propagator of the b-particles of the two-channel model.
We will do it in the s-wave case. Since the renormalized propagator is nothing but the sequence of diagrams
depicted on Fig. 18 with external legs amputated, its
calculation parallels that of the two fermion scattering
amplitude. The answer is given by
1

D(k, ω) =
ω−

k2
4m

− ω0 + i

gs2 m3/2
4π

q
ω−

k2
4m

.

(A1)

The renormalized propagator is of course simply proportional to the two fermion scattering amplitude. Thus
the poles of this propagators, which describe the physical bound states (or resonances) of two fermions, coincide with the poles of the scattering amplitude. They are
given by
#
"s
64π 2 ω0
k2
m3 gs4
ω=
−
1
.
(A2)
+ ω0 +
1−
4m
m3 gs4
32π 2
It is now straightforward to calculate the residue of the
propagator D at its poles. The result is

and a cloud of open channel fermions, could be quite large
(and is in fact of the order of the scattering length a).
Thus one common perception that since the molecules
are large b cannot be a point particle is incorrect. b is
not a molecule, but only its closed channel part, whose
contribution to the actual molecule may in fact reduce to
zero in a wide resonance regime.

APPENDIX B: SCATTERING MATRIX VIA
SINGLE-BODY HAMILTONIAN

In this appendix we compute scattering amplitudes
of a number of models relevant to the problem of resonantly interacting Fermi gases. The results that we find
here have already been obtained in Sec. III, Sec. IV and
Sec. V of the main text, working directly with many-body
Hamiltonians. However, a problem of two particles interacting with a potential U (r1 − r2 ) can always be reduced
to a decoupled evolution of their center of mass and that
of their relative coordinate r = r1 −r2 , whose dynamics is
governed by a Hamiltonian for a single effective particle
with a reduced mass mr = m1 m2 /(m1 +m2 ), moving in a
single-body potential U (r). Hence, a many-body Hamiltonian, when restricted to act on a two-particle Hilbert
subspace (as in the computation of two-particle scattering amplitude) has an equivalent single-particle Hamiltonian with which scattering physics can be equivalently
straightforwardly analyzed. Thus the analysis in this appendix will complement the main text in that we will
compute scattering amplitudes for many-body models
studied there using equivalent relative coordinate singleparticle Hamiltonian.

1.

Fano-Anderson model

This is a model of a particle, created by â†k , moving
freely in space (representing the “open channel”), which
when it hits the origin can turn into another particle,
created by b̂† . The b-particle (representing the “closed
channel”) cannot move at all and has a fixed energy ǫ0 .
The Hamiltonian of this problem can be written as
Ĥ =



X k2 †
âk âk + ǫ0 b̂† b̂ + gs b̂† â(0) + â† (0)b̂ , (B1)
2mr

!−1 −1
#
k
64π 2 ω0
m3 gs4
 .
ω0 +
−
1
1−
m3 gs4
32π 2
where gs is the interconversion rate between a- and bparticles, and mr is the mass of the a-particle. This is
called the Fano-Anderson model [25], or a model of a loAlthough the result is rather cumbersome, it is straightcalized state in the continuum [79]. ǫ0 is a parameter
forward to see that the residue goes to 1 if gs goes to
which plays the role of “detuning”. It is the energy of
zero, and it goes to 0 if gs goes to infinity. Thus, the conthe b-particle if it was left alone and did not interact with
tribution of b to the actual bound state of two fermions
the a-particle. The model represents the two-body ver(physical molecule) reduces to zero in the limit of large gs
sion of the s-wave two-channel model given by Eq. (5.6)
(wide resonance limit). Notice that while the size of the
(where mr corresponds to the reduced mass of fermions
closed channel molecules b is of the order of d = 2π/Λ, the
in Eq. (5.6), hence the notation).
actual size of the molecule, which is a superposition of b


3

g2m 2
Z = 1 + i s
8π

"s
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The scattering amplitude of the a particles can be
easily evaluated using the T -matrix formalism. The T matrix is given by

We see that the scattering length and effective range extracted out of Eq. (B5)
a−1 = −

Tk,k′ = gs D(E)gs + gs D(E)gs Π(E)gs D(E)gs + . . .
=

gs2
D−1 (E) − gs2 Π(E)

,

2π
2π
ω0 , r0 = − 2 2 .
mr gs2
mr g s

(B7)

(B2)
coincides with Eqs. (5.13), (5.14).

where D(E) is the Green’s function of the b-particle,
D(E) =

1
,
E − ǫ0 + i0

(B3)
2.

and Π(E) is the trace of the a-particle Green’s function
Z
θ (λ − q)
d3 q
,
(B4)
Π(E) =
3
(2π) E − q2 + i0
2mr

and E = k 2 /(2mr ). The value of Π(E) was already computed in Eq. (4.3). Doing the algebra, we arrive at
f (k, k′ ) = −

1
π
2
m2r gs2 k

−

2π
mr gs2 ω0

+ ik

,

(B5)

where ω0 is the “renormalized” energy of the b-particle,
ω0 = ǫ0 − gs2 mr Λ/π 2 .

(B6)

Hybrid model

In the literature it is popular to consider Feshbachresonant interactions together with the interactions via
a short range potential. The single-particle Hamiltonian
which captures a combination of these interactions takes
the form


X k2 †
âk âk +ǫ0 b̂† b̂+λ â† (0)â(0)+gs b̂† â(0) + â† (0)b̂ .
2mr
k
(B8)
The many-body version would then be a combination
of a two-channel model with a direct four-fermion point
interaction scattering term

Ĥ =



X k2 †
X gs 
X
p2
√
Ĥ =
ǫ0 +
b̂†p b̂p +
âk,σ âk,σ +
b̂p â†k+ p ,↑ â†−k+ p ,↓ + b̂†p â−k+ p2 ,↓ âk+ p2 ,↑
2
2
2m
4m
V
p
k,σ
k,p
i
λ X †
âk′ + p ,↓ â†−k′ + p ,↑ â−k− p2 ,↑ âk− p2 ,↓ .
+
2
2
V
′

(B9)

k,k ,p

It is instructive to calculate the scattering amplitude of
the a-particles which follow from Eq. (B8). The calculation largely parallels that given in Eq. (B2), except gs Dgs
gets replaced by gs Dgs +λ. After some algebra we obtain
f0 (k) = −

1
2π 
mr λ

k2
2mr −ǫ0

k2
2
2mr −ǫ0 +gs

(B10)
+

2Λ
π

+ ik

We see that the a-particles scatter in a rather complicated fashion. If we are only interested in low-energy
scattering, we can expand the denominator of the scattering amplitude and read off the scattering length and
the effective range as
2πǫ0
2Λ
2πgs2
+
, r0 = −
2.
2
mr (ǫ0 λ − gs )
π
m2r (ǫ0 λ − gs2 )
(B11)
In principle, we can now redefine the parameters ǫ0 , g,
and λ in such a way that the scattering length and the
a−1 =

effective range computed here would coincide with the
ones produced by the pure Fano-Anderson model. We
see that ultimately including both the δ-like potential
and the Fano-Anderson term in the Hamiltonian does not
produce new low energy physics compared to the pure
Fano-Anderson case, and amounts to just redefining the
parameters of the Fano-Anderson model – and thus, of
the two-channel model Eq. (5.6). Its only physical effect
is to accommodate for abg ∼ d absent in the pure twochannel model.

We also remark that this may sometimes not be true
in lower dimensions. In 1D the inclusion of the contact
interaction term may change the physics described by the
two-channel model qualitatively [80].
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P -wave Fano-Anderson Model

3.

The p-wave version of the Fano-Anderson model
Eq. (B1) is given by
Ĥ =

3

X
X k2 †
gp X  †
b̂†α b̂α + √
âk âk +ǫ0
kα b̂α âk + â†k b̂α .
2mr
V
α=1
k,α

k

(B12)
Here the a particle scatters in the p-wave channel and
can convert into a b particle which carries internal angular momentum ℓ = 1, since the angular momentum
is conserved. The angular momentum is represented by
the vector index α. It is related to the states with definite projections of angular momentum b̂m=1 , b̂m=0 , and
b̂m=−1 via the standard formulae (Ref. [49]) discussed
in Eqs. (5.35), (5.36), (5.37), which we repeat here for
convenience

X

gp kα Dkα′ gp +

α

X

By construction, a-particles scatter only in the p-wave
channel. The scattering amplitude can be easily calculated in the same T -matrix formalism, as in the s-wave
case, Eqs. (B2), (B5).
The propagator of the b-particles is now

Dαβ (E) = δαβ D(E)

gp kα Dgp kα′′ G(k ′′ , E)gp kβ′′ Dgp kβ′ + . . . =

q2
d3 q
(2π)3 E − q2 + i0
2mr
√ 5/2 3/2
3
2
mr Λ
2mr Λ
2mr E
=−
−
E−i
.
9π 2
3π 2
3π
1
3

X
α

k′′ ,α,β

where G(E, k) is the Green’s function of the a-particles
and Π(E) is now
Π(E) =

(B13)

(B14)

with D(E) given by Eq. (B3). The T -matrix is given by
the p-wave version of Eq. (B2),

b̂z = b̂m=0 ,

Tk,k′ =


1 
− √ b̂x + ib̂y = b̂m=1 ,
2

1 
√ b̂x − ib̂y = b̂m=−1 .
2

Z

(B16)

Here E = k 2 /(2mr ). Just like everywhere else throughout the paper, we cut off the divergent integral at q ∼ Λ.
Unlike Eq. (3.26), the integral is divergent as q 3 and produces two cutoff dependent terms. With the help of the
notations Eq. (5.45), Eq. (5.46), introduced earlier, we
find the p-wave scattering amplitude
gp2 k 2
mr
6π D−1 (E) − gp2 Π(E)
k2
(. B17)
= 6π
3π
2
3
mg2 (ǫ0 − c1 ) − m2 g2 (1 + 2c2 ) k − ik

fp = −

p

This coincides with the result of the many-body calculations reported in Eq. (5.48) with the exception of a
numerical coefficient. This difference is the result of the
indistinguishability of identical particles which was important in Eq. (5.48) but played no role here, in the onebody scattering calculation.

gp2 kα kα′
,
D−1 (E) − gp2 Π(E)

(B15)

APPENDIX C: DETAILS OF THE p-WAVE
SADDLE-POINT EQUATION AND FREE
ENERGY

The thermodynamics of a p-wave superfluid is completely determined by the free energy, Eq. (7.5) and the
corresponding saddle-point equation, Eq. (7.7), derived
from it. These were expressed in terms of one key tensor
(T )
(T )
Iαβ [B], defined in Eq. (7.8). Here we compute Iαβ [B]
at zero and finite temperatures and thereby obtain the
corresponding ground-state energy and the free energy.
1.

Zero temperature
(T )

At zero temperature Iαβ [B] reduces to
Z
d3 k kα kβ
2
Iαβ = gp
,
(2π)3 Ek
Z
d3 k
kα kβ
, (C1)
= gp2
(2π)3 (ǫk − µ)2 + 4g 2 |B · k|2 1/2
p

where we used the spectrum Ek , Eq. (7.6). The integral
is naturally computed in spherical coordinates, with the
radial part over k conveniently expressed as an integral
over the free spectrum ǫk = k 2 /2m
Z
dΩk
2
k̂α k̂β I(Qk̂ ), (C2)
Iαβ = gp 2m|µ|N (|µ|)
4π
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with

where we defined a function
I(Q) =

Z

ÊΛ

dǫ̂

0

ǫ̂3/2
[(ǫ̂ − µ̂)2 + Qǫ̂]

,
1/2

(C3)

Q =

|B · k̂|2 ,

µ

8mgp2 
(u · k̂)2 + (v · k̂)2 .
=
µ

(C4)

Λ
Iαβ



=

1/2

dx x


µ̂ − Q/2
+
,
x1/2

2 3/2
1/2
+ 2(µ̂ − Q/2)ÊΛ ,
Ê
3 Λ

2m|µ|N (|µ|)

(C8)

and
δI =

Z

∞

dǫ̂

0

(

ǫ̂3/2
[(ǫ̂ − µ̂)2 + Qǫ̂]

1/2

− ǫ̂

1/2

µ̂ − Q/2
−
ǫ̂1/2

)

.

(C9)

(C6)

Because the remaining contribution δI is uv-convergent,
we have extended its uv cutoff ÊΛ to infinity, thereby
only neglecting insignificant terms that are down by a
factor of order O(µ̂/ÊΛ , Q/ÊΛ ) ≪ 1.
Combining the uv contribution IΛ (Q) inside Iαβ ,
Eq. (C2), and doing the angular integrals we obtain the
uv contribution

dΩk
k̂α k̂β IΛ (Qk̂ ),
4π 2
"
#
Z
8mgp2 1/2
dΩk
2 3/2
1/2
2
= gp 2m|µ|N (|µ|)
+ 2µ̂ÊΛ −
k̂α k̂β
Ê
Ê (B̄ · k̂)(B · k̂) ,
4π
3 Λ
|µ| Λ
"
#


4mgp2 1/2
1 3/2
2 2 (2m)5/2
1/2
E
+ µEΛ
δαβ −
EΛ δαβ B̄ · B + B̄α Bβ + B̄β Bα ,
= gp
3
4π 2
3 Λ
5

8
= (c1 + 2µc2 )δαβ − mgp2 c2 δαβ B̄ · B + B̄α Bβ + B̄β Bα ,
5
=

gp2

(C7)

(C5)

Because at large ǫ̂, I(Q) scales as ǫ̂3/2 , its one set of
dominant contributions comes from the region of integration near the uv cutoff ÊΛ . We isolate these IΛ contributions by writing
I(Q) = IΛ + δI,

ÊΛ

0

that arises from an integral over ǫ scaled by the chemical potential ǫ̂ = ǫ/|µ|, N (µ) = m3/2 |µ|1/2 /(21/2 π 2 ) ≡
c|µ|1/2 is the density of states, µ̂ ≡ µ/|µ| = ±1, ÊΛ ≡
(Λ2 /2m)/|µ|, and
8mgp2

IΛ =

Z

Z

where c1 and c2 constants were defined in Eqs.(5.45),
(5.46), and we used three-dimensional spherical averages
Z
dΩk̂
1
k̂α k̂β = δαβ ,
(C11)
4π
3
Z
dΩk̂
1
k̂α k̂β k̂γ k̂δ =
(δαβ δγδ + δαγ δβδ + δαδ δβγ ) .
4π
15
This confirms the uv contribution to Iαβ [B] used in the
main text, Eqs.(7.18) and (7.19).
The value of the second contribution, δI(Q) in
Eq. (C6) critically depends on the sign of µ. In the BEC
regime of µ < 0, µ̂ = −1 and the integral in δI(Q) is
convergent everywhere, making only a strongly subdominant O(µ̂/ÊΛ , Q/ÊΛ ) ≪ 1 contribution to IΛ (Q), that
can be safely neglected.
In contrast, in the BCS regime of µ > 0 and Q ≪ 1,
the integral in δI(Q), while uv convergent, makes a large
contribution to IΛ (Q) that is, in fact, logarithmically divergent with a vanishing Q. This large contribution arises

(C10)

from a region around ǫ̂ = 1, physically corresponding to
low-energy excitations near the Fermi surface.
We focus on the integration above and below the
Fermi-surface, δI = θ(µ)(δI − + δI + ), with
Z 1
Z 1
−
δI =
dǫ̂g(ǫ̂) =
dxg(1 − x),
0

δI +

0

= δ I˜− + J −
Z ∞
Z
=
dǫ̂g(ǫ̂) =
1

= δ I˜+ + J + ,

0

(C12)

1

dxg(1 + x) +

Z

∞

dxg(1 + x),

1

(C13)

and the integrand g(ǫ̂) given by Eq. (C9) with µ̂ = 1.
Above we separated the dominant logarithmic contribution δ I˜± out of δI ± ,
Z 1
dx
δ I˜± (Q) =
,
(C14)
2
1/2
0 [x + Q(1 ± x)]
2
= ln √ + f ± (Q)
Q
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(C15)
with
−

f (Q) =
≈
f + (Q) =
≈

√

1 + Q/2 + 1 + 2Q
,
ln
2 + Q1/2
1
7
− Q1/2 + Q − O(Q3/2 ),
2
8
2 − Q/2
,
ln
2 − Q1/2
1 1/2 1
Q − Q + O(Q3/2 ),
2
8


(C16)

(C17)

The spherical average in Eq. (C21) is easiest to evaluate
in the transverse gauge û · v̂ = 0, taking û and v̂ to be
the kx ≡ ku and ky ≡ kv axes. This reduces it to
h
i
dΩk
(C23)
k̂α k̂β ln û2 k̂u2 + v̂ 2 k̂v2 ,
4π
Z 2π
Z π
(C24)
=
dφ
dθ sin θk̂α k̂β ×
0
0
 2

ln sin θ(û2 cos2 φ + v̂ 2 sin2 φ) ,
= A(û, v̂)δαβ + C(û, v̂)ûα ûβ + C(v̂, û)v̂α v̂β ,
(C25)

δ Iˆαβ =

Z

and the subdominant in small Q contributions
where in the last line we took advantage of the general
tensor form and û ↔ v̂ symmetry of δ Iˆαβ (û, v̂) to reduce

Z 1 
1
J − (Q) =
dx g(1 − x) − 2
, (C18) its computation to two functions A(û, v̂) and C(û, v̂),
[x + Q(1 − x)]1/2
that can be obtained by calculating any two combina0

Z ∞ 
tions of components of δ Iˆαβ (û, v̂). With this, we obtain
1
,
(C19)
dx g(1 + x) − 2
J + (Q) =
in the transverse gauge
[x + Q(1 + x)]1/2
0
that are finite for Q → 0. Taylor-expanding these subdominant contributions to lowest order in Q and combining everything together, we obtain:


64e−16/3
+ θ(µ)O(Q ln Q). (C20)
δI(Q) = θ(µ) ln
Q
Combining this with IΛ (Q) inside
p Iαβ (Q), Eq. (C2), we
Λ
2
ˆ
obtain Iαβ = Iαβ − δ Iαβ θ(µ) gp 2m5 µ3 /π 2 , where
δ Iˆαβ =

Z

i
h
dΩk
k̂α k̂β ln (û · k̂)2 + (v̂ · k̂)2 , (C21)
4π

and
B̂ = û + iv̂ ≡

1 8/3
e
8

s

8mgp2
B.
µ

(C22)

i
2 h −4/3
ln e
(û + v̂) δαβ
(C26)
3
2
2
+
ûα ûβ +
v̂α v̂β ,
3û(û + v̂)
3v̂(û + v̂)
which when combined with Eq. (C10) gives the saddlepoint equation Eq. (7.20) used in Sec.VII B 1.
δ Iˆαβ =

By integrating this saddle-point equation,
X
∂εGS [B]
= (ǫα − 2µ)Bα −
Iαβ [B]Bβ = 0, (C27)
∂ B̄α
β
over B̄α we can also obtain the ground-state energy density εGS [B]. Utilizing Eq. (C21) to integrate the last
term we find



2 1
8ǫF
2
εGS [B] = (ω0 − 2µ)(1 + c2 )|B| + γp c2
B̄ · B + |B · B|
5n
2
r Z
 h
i

µ
dΩk
(B̄ · k̂)(B · k̂) ln a0 (B̄ · k̂)(B · k̂) − 1 ,
(C28)
+θ(µ)3γp µ
ǫF
4π


r X

2 1
µ
8ǫF
= (ω0 − 2µ)(1 + c2 )|B|2 + γp c2
3δ Iˆαβ [B] − δαβ B̄α Bβ ,
B̄ · B + |B · B|2 + θ(µ)γp µ
5n
2
ǫF
2

α,β

(C29)

which gives the result quoted in Eq. (7.27) of Sec.VII B 1
and used to study phase behavior of a p-wave resonant
Fermi gas.

2.

Finite temperature

Above analysis can be easily extended to finite temperature, by analyzing

Z
k
d3 k kα kβ tanh E
(T )
2
2T
,
(C30)
Iαβ = gp
(2π)3
Ek
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(0)
(1)
= gp2 2m|µ|N (|µ|) Iˆαβ + Iˆαβ ,

(0)
Iˆαβ =

≈
(1)
Iˆαβ =

≈

where



|µ|
Z ÊΛ
tanh 2T
|ǫ̂ − µ̂|
dΩk
ǫ̂3/2
k̂α k̂β
,
4π
|ǫ̂ − µ̂|
0


2
µ
1 3/2
1/2
θ(µ) δαβ ln + ÊΛ + ÊΛ ,
3
T
3





Z ÊΛ
Z
|µ|
|µ|
ǫ̂5/2
dΩk
|µ|
2
k̂α k̂β
|ǫ̂ − 1|sech
|ǫ̂ − 1| − tanh
|ǫ̂ − µ̂| Q,
4π
2|ǫ̂ − µ̂|3 2T
2T
2T
0

8mgp2 1/2 
−
ÊΛ δαβ B̄ · B + B̄α Bβ + B̄β Bα ,
15|µ|
Z

and we have safely Taylor-expanded in Q since Fermisurface divergences are cutoff by finite T . Combining

(T )

(C31)

(C32)

these together we find




2
8
µ
c1 + 2µc2 + Θ(µ)gp2 2mµN (µ) ln
δαβ − mgp2 c2 δαβ B̄ · B + B̄α Bβ + B̄β Bα ,
3
T
5
µ
2
Λ
= Iαβ
+ θ(µ)gp2 2mµN (µ) ln δαβ ,
3
T

Iαβ ≈

Λ
where Iαβ
is given in Eq. (C10), above.
As anticipated, the nonanalytic (Fermi surface, a1 ) terms
have been replaced by δαβ 23 Θ(µ)gp2 2mµN (µ) ln(µ/T ) =

(C33)

p
δαβ Θ(µ)2γp2 µ µ/ǫF ln(µ/T ). The resulting free-energy
density is given by




X
2 1
f [B]
ω̃α (T ) − 2µ |Bα |2 + a2 B̄ · B + |B · B|2 ,
=
1 + c2
2
α

(C34)

determining Tcα by ω̃α (Tcα ) = 2µ.

with
ω̃α (T ) = ωα − a1 ln(µ/T ),

(C35)
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