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W epresentsim ple,concrete,two-ferm ion m odelsthatexhibittherm odynam ically stableisotropic

translationally-invariantgaplesssuper uid states(breached pairsuper uidity).The m assratio be-

tween thecom ponentsand them om entum structureoftheinteraction arecrucialfordeterm iningthe

stability ofsuch states:Idealized,m om entum -independent(\contact")interactionsare insu� cient.

PACS num bers:64.10.+ h,65.90.+ i,71.27.+ a,74.25.D w

IN T R O D U C T IO N

Recently there has been interest in superuid ferm ion
system s where there exist superuid states that retain
gaplessferm ionicexcitations[1,2,3,4].Thesestatesem -
body \phase separation in m om entum space":som e de-
greesoffreedom pair,form ing a superuid,while others
rem ain unpaired,m aintaining the propertiesofa Ferm i
surface.They arelikely to becom eexperim entally acces-
sible in the nearfuture [5].

The im portantnew resultis thatsuch statesare sta-
ble,buttoseethis,onem ustperform acarefulanalysisof
them om entum dependenceoftheinteraction.Appropri-
ate system s(such astwo-band m odels[6,7])have been
studied,but these states were m issed because the pos-
sibility ofm om entum dependence wasignored. W e also
addressthequestionsofinstability toward phasesepara-
tion [8]and localcurrents [9]raised in response to the
proposal[1].

W e shallconsider system s oftwo species that,in the
absence ofinteractions,would have two distinct Ferm i
surfaces.Sim pleheuristicconsiderationssuggestthepos-
sibility that pairing takes place about the Ferm i sur-
faces,but that there is no pairing in a region between
the surfaces: this led to the term \breached pair" [2].
A breached pair superuid state (BP) is characterized
by the coexistence of a superuid and a norm alcom -
ponentin a translationally invariantand isotropicstate.
Thesecom ponentsareaccom m odated in di�erentregions
ofm om entum spacewith thenorm alcom ponentresiding
in the \breaches",bounded by gaplessFerm isurfaces.

A stateofthistypewasalso considered by Sarm a [10].
Heconsidered thecaseofasuperconductorin an external
m agnetic �eld,and found that,although there isa self-
consistent m ean-�eld solution with gapless m odes,it is
unfavored energeticallytothefully gapped BCS solution.
Sim ilar results were considered in the context ofcolor
superconductivity[11],againconcludingthatthesestates
arenotstableat�xed chem icalpotential.

Since the fully gapped BCS solution enforces equal
num bersofeach species,itwasincorrectly suggested [2]
that one m ight stabilize the gapless phase by enforcing
constraintson theparticlenum bers.Indeed,byenforcing

unequalnum bersofeach species,one forbidsthe form a-
tion ofa fully gapped BCS state,butadm its\breached
pair" statesin which theexcessin onespeciescan beac-
com m odated by the breach.In theQ CD context,a sim -
ilar argum ent has been m ade by im posing charge neu-
trality [3,4]. Recently,however,Bedaque,Caldas and
Rupak [8,12]pointed outthat a spatially m ixed phase
m ay be energetically preferable: this rules out the �rst
possibility [2]but m ay not a�ect the Q CD case due to
the long-rangegaugeinteractions.
Here we clarify,broaden,and correctthis discussion.

W e concludethat:

� Forextensivesystem s,onecan notstabilizea state
by im posing di�erent globalconstraints (such as
�xed particle num ber): The com position of the
state can be com pletely determ ined from an anal-
ysisofthe grand canonicalensem ble. The speci�c
exam plesconsideredin [2]areaccordinglyunstable.

� W ith the proper m om entum structure, however,
onem ayrealizebreachedpairsuperuidityin states
thatare therm odynam ically stable for�xed chem -
icalpotentials.W e exhibitthese below.

O urconsiderationsdonotapplydirectlytonon-extensive
system s. Charge conservation or color neutrality con-
straintsenforced by long-rangegaugeforcesm ightstabi-
lizeBP phases.(O fcourse,thepossibility ofacom peting
m ixed phasem uststillbe considered quantitatively.)

T H ER M O D Y N A M IC STA B ILIT Y

In the context oftwo com ponent ferm ionic system s as
considered in [2,8,12],three com peting hom ogeneous
phases have been considered: a norm al state of free
ferm ions(N),afully gapped superuid phase(BCS),and
agaplessBP phase.TheBCS phasehascom pletepairing
between the two species,and thusenforcesequaldensi-
ties.Theotherphasesadm itdi�ering densities.
Upon solvingtheself-consistencyconditions(gapequa-

tions),one com m only �nds that overa range ofchem i-
calpotentials there are three distinct solutions. To de-
term ine which is stable in this grand canonicalensem -
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ble,onem ustm inim izethegrand therm odynam icpoten-
tial(equivalently,m axim ize the pressure)ofthe system .
Typically,two ofthe three solutions are m inim a on ei-
thersideofthethird BP statewhich isalocalm axim um :
Fig.5showsatypicalpotential.Thegaplessstatesfound
in [2,10]correspond to localm axim a,thusthe com pet-
ingstatewith largergap param eter� hashigherpressure
and rendersthe BP stateunstable in thisensem ble.
Ifthestablesolution isfully gapped,then ithasequal

densities.By �xing the particle densitiesto be unequal,
onem ay forbid thisBCS state.Furtherm ore,upon com -
paring the Helm holtz free energies H | which m ust be
m inim ized in thisensem ble| onem ay �nd thatthe\un-
stable" BP stateisfavored overthe norm alstateN.
This apparent contradiction in the stability analysis

based on di�erent ensem bles can be resolved by con-
sidering a m ixed phase [8,12]which has an even lower
Helm holtz free energy H . That such a resolution is al-
wayspossible,however,m ay notbe apparent;indeed,it
isgenerallyhard todeterm inethem ixed phaseexplicitly.
By using generalproperties[13]ofthe grand therm ody-
nam ic potential
,however,one can argue that such a
solution isalwayspossible,asfollows.By de�nition,

� P V = 
(~�)= m in(H � ~� � ~N ); (1)

m inim ized overallcom peting phases. Thus,
 isa con-
cave function of the chem icalpotentials ~� = (�a;�b).
(W e considerhere �xed T = 0,but concavity in T also
follows from m axim izing entropy.) Furtherm ore,there
isa one-to-one correspondence between tangents
 and
statesof�xed particlenum ber:

~N = �
@


@~�
: (2)

W hen 
 isnotdi�erentiable,there isa cone ofpossible
tangenthyperplanes which contact
 and which bound

 from above (see Fig.1). This cone oftangents de-
scribes various possible m ixed phases com posed ofthe
pure phases(where 
 isdi�erentiable)thatintersectat
the singularity. To �nd the state that m inim izes H for
som e �xed constraint ~N = ~N 0 one sim ply form sthe hy-
perplanewith gradient ~N 0 and dropsthisuntilitcontacts
the surface 
. The �rst point ofcontact willde�ne ei-
therapureorm ixed statewhich satis�estheappropriate
constraints. Since thisstate also lieson 
,itm inim izes

 for the �xed chem icalpotentials de�ned by the con-
tactpoint. No m atterwhatconstraintswe apply,there
isalwaysa stablestatein thegrand canonicalensem ble.
This argum ent is valid only for extensive therm ody-

nam ic system s. Long-range interactions can render the
energy ofsom e pure phases non-extensive (due,for ex-
am ple,to therapidly diverging Coulom b energy perunit
volum e V as V ! 1 ). In such cases,a m ixed phase
would contain bubbles oflim ited size. The surface en-
ergy ofthese phase boundariesbecom esa volum e e�ect

and m ust therefore be taken into account,even in the
therm odynam ic lim it (see for exam ple [14]). This com -
plicatestherelation between ~N and ~�.In thisrestofthis
letter,we shallconsideronly �nite-rangeinteractions.
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FIG .1: The cone oftangent(hyper)planesto a therm ody-

nam ic potentialdensity � P = 
 (�)=V . Im m ediately to the

leftof�0 isa pure phase with density nL while im m ediately

to the rightisanotherpurephasewith density nR .The den-

sitiesare the negative slopesofthe tangentsat�0 according

to (2). At � = �0 there is a continuum of m ixed phases:

These consist ofa volum e fraction x at density nL and the

rem aining fraction 1� x atdensity nR . The average density

overallspace,n = xnL + (1� x)nR ,lieswithin n 2 (nL ;nR ).

STA B LE B R EA C H ED PA IR SU P ER FLU ID S

W e now dem onstrate,by exam ple,how to realize pure
BP superuid statesin extensivesystem s.W eshallcon-
siderthem ean-�eld analysisoftwom odels,each with two
speciesofferm ionsa and bofdi�ering m assesm a < m b:

H =

Z
d3~p

(2�)3

�
p2

2m a

â
y

~p
â~p +

p2

2m b

b̂
y

~p
b̂~p

�

+ H I: (3)

The m odelshave di�erentinteractionsH I: (4)and (9).
W e shallconsider these system s in the grand canonical
ensem bleatzerotem peratureby m inim izing thetherm o-
dynam ic potentialdensity 
(� a;�b)=V . It willbe nat-
ural,however,to use the param eters pFi =

p
2m i�i in

placeofthechem icalpotentials�i.
The �rst m odelposits a spherically sym m etric static

two-body potential interaction V (r) between the two
speciesa and b:

H I =

Z

d3~x d3~y V
�
j~x � ~yj

�
â
y

~x
b̂
y

~y
b̂~y â~x: (4)

De�ning m � = 2m am b=(m b � m a),�� = (�a � �b)=2,
and

�
�
p � 1

2

�
p2

2m a

� �a

�

� 1

2

�
p2

2m b

� �b

�

=
p2

2m �

� �� ;

(5)

and considering only hom ogeneous (translationally in-
variant)and isotropicphases,we�nd thatextrem aof(1)
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FIG .2: Q ualitative T = 0 phase diagram forinteraction (4)

with a G aussian potentialV (r) / exp(� r
2
=2�

2
). Allm o-

m entum scalesarein unitsof~=� and allenergy scalesarein

unitsof~
2
=(m + �

2
). The m ass ratio ism b=m a = 50 and the

coupling strength hasbeen chosen so that2m + � p0=p
2
0 = 0:1

at the point m arked \� " where (p
F
b ;p

F
a ) = (13;10) to en-

sureweak-coupling.(Thisratio islessthat1 throughoutthis

diagram .) NotethatthelowerBP region hasm oreheavy par-

ticlesb while the upperBP region hasfewerheavy particles.

The uppertype m ay be realized in the Q CD context[3].All

phase transitionsare � rstorder.

satisfy the gap equation

� p = �

Z

R

d3~q

(2�)3
~V
�
j~p� ~qj

� � q

2
q

(�+q )2 + � 2
q

; (6)

where ~V (p) is the Fourier transform ofV (r). The in-
tegral(6)runs overthe region R outside any \breach".
R containsm om enta wherethetwo quasiparticledisper-
sionsE �

p

E
�
p = �

�
p �

q

(�+p )2 + � 2
p; (7)

haveoppositesign.(See [2]forfurtherdetailsaboutthe
genericbreach structure.) Notefrom (6)that� p isgen-
erally largestaboutp0,where�+p0 = 0.
Equation (6) can be solved num erically to �nd ex-

trem alpointsofthetherm odynam icpotential.O verthis
set ofself-consistent solutions,one can m inim ize 
 to
determ ine the phasestructure.
W e have done this for a variety ofinteractions,and

�nd sim ilarqualitativestructure:a centralstrip offully
gapped BCS-likephaseaboutpFa = pFb ,with norm alun-
paired phases outside (see Fig.2.) Depending on the
m odelparam eters,these phases m ay be separated by a
region ofBP superuid phase. To verify that these in-
deed contain gaplessm odesweplotin Fig.3asam pleset
ofoccupation num bers,quasiparticledispersions,and the
gap param eter� p,

� p =

Z
d3~q

(2�)3
V (j~p� ~qj)ĥb~pâ� ~pi: (8)

� 6
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FIG . 3: Q uasi-particle dispersions E
�
p (top), occupation

num bers na and nb (m iddle),and gap param eter � p for a

sam ple BP state at (pFb ;p
F
a ) = (13;10). Allunits and pa-

ram eters are described in Fig.2. Notice that there are two

\Ferm i" surfaces at p � 10:3 and p = 13. The � rst occurs

where � p becom estoo sm allto supportthegap.The second

issim ply theFerm isurface forbwhich isvirtually una� ected

by the pairing. The \breach" occurs between these surfaces

and only the region R outside contributes to the gap equa-

tion (6).

The presence ofgapless ferm ion m odes depends cru-
cially on two factors:1)the m om entum structure of� p

and,2)the m assratio.

First,� p m ustbe large in som e regionsand sm allin
others. If� p islarge enough ata Ferm isurface,itwill
induce pairing atthatsurface and supporta superuid.
Ifit is also sm allenough at the other Ferm isurface,it
willnot appreciably a�ect the norm alfree-ferm ion be-
haviour. The problem with previous analyses is that
they assum e pointlike interactions,im plying a constant
� p = �.Physicalinteractions,however,tend to exhibit
m ore com plicated behaviour and suitable � p are quite
generic:� p tendsto peak abouttheFerm isurfaceofthe
lighterspeciesand fallo� toatleastoneside.Them odel
shown in Fig.2 and Fig.3,for exam ple,has a G aus-
sian interaction.Longer-rangeforces(such asa screened
Coulom b interaction)tend toplateau totheleftofp0 but
stillfallto the rightofp0.

Second,aswasem phasized in [1],the onem ay reduce
thecostassociated with shifting theFerm isea pF

b
by in-

creasing them assm b.Thus,by choosing a largeenough
m ass ratio,one m ay alwaysm ove the Ferm isurface for
theheavy speciesto region where� pF

b

issm allenough to
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FIG .4: T = 0 phase diagram for m odel(9) with a hard

cuto� f(p) � �(p � 10�) that has been sm oothed over the

range from p 2 (9:7;10:3). Allm om enta are expressed in

units of� where 10� is the cuto� scale,and allenergies are

expressed in unitsof�2=(2m + ).Them assratioism b=m a = 4

and the coupling g hasbeen chosen so that2m + � =p
2
0 = 0:2

atp
F
a = p

F
b = p0 = 10� to ensure weak-coupling.(Thisratio

islessthat1 throughoutthisdiagram ).Allphasetransitions

are � rst order as discussed in the text. The m ixed phases

of[8,12]would befound on thesolid lines.Thesam ple state

in Fig.5 at(pFb ;p
F
a )= (11:5;9:2)ism arked \� ".

leave the Ferm isurface undisturbed. The states shown
in Fig.2 and Fig.3 havea m assratio m b=m a = 50.
Since the variationalstates ofm odel(4) are param e-

terized by a variable function � p,the setofstatesover
which the m inim ization (1) m ust consider is enorm ous,
and we cannotbe certain to have found the globalm in-
im um . W e have searched for stable �xed-points ofthe
gap equation (6)and com pared them ,so ourresultsfor
thism odelareconsistentand plausible,butnotrigorous.
The second m odelallows us to be rigorous. W e fall

back to the type offactorized,cuto� interaction often
considered in BCS m odels:

H I = g

Z
d3~p

(2�)3
d3~q

(2�)3
f(p)f(q)ây

~p
b̂
y

� ~p
b̂� ~q â~q: (9)

In this m odel, the com bination �f(p) plays the sam e
role as � p in �rst m odel,with the cuto� function f(p)
providingtherequired m om entum dependence.Thetrial
states are now param eterized by a single num ber � =
h�̂iwhere �̂ = g

R
d3~p=(2�)3f(p)̂bpâ� p. O ne can now

�nd the globalm inim um by plotting (seeFig.5)


(�)

V
= m in

h�j�̂ j�i= �

h�ĵH � �an̂a � �bn̂bj�i; (10)

wherewem inim ization overallBCS styleansatzj�iwith
given expectation �.Thism inim ization isequivalentto
com paring allsolutionsofthe m ean-�eld gap equation

� = �
g

2

Z

R

d3~q

(2�)3
�f(q)

q

�2
+
(q)+ � 2

: (11)

W e conclude that,within the m ean-�eld approxim ation
ofhom ogeneousphasesatzero tem perature,thism odel
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FIG .5: Q uasi-particledispersionsE
�
p (top),and occupation

num bersna and nb (m iddle),in asam pleBP state.Thisstate

hasgap param eter� � 11which istheglobalm inim um ofthe

grand therm odynam icpotentialdensity 
 (� )=V (bottom )as

de� ned in (10). The m axim um at � � 5:6 corresponds to

an unstable BP state. These � gurescorrespond to the point

(p
F
b ;p

F
a )= (11:5;9:2)in Fig.4.

has the phase diagram shown in Fig.4. W e plot the
properties ofa sam ple BP state in Fig.5 to illustrate
thatthereareindeed gaplessm odes.

To m odel� p m ore accurately one m ight use a func-
tion f(p) where the location of the cuto� stays near
p0. This introduces an inconsistency in the therm ody-
nam ics because f(p) is really a property ofthe Ham il-
tonian,while p0 depends on the chem icalpotentials�i,
thusN 6= � @
=@�. Forsm allcoupling and high densi-
ties,these spurious dependencies becom e sm alland the
resulting phasediagram isqualitatively likeFig.2.

Finally,weaddresstheissueoftheinstabilitydiscussed
in [9] where they claim that the superuid density is
negative due to a large negative contribution from the
diverging density ofstatesatE = 0 nearthe transition
to the BP state. Ifone sim ply com putesd2
=d� 2,one
�nds exactly the sam e negative contribution indicating
thatthe BP solution underconsideration isan unstable
m axim um ratherthan a stable m inim um .The solutions
wepresenthereareallglobalm inim a,and hencestable.

Thisraisesan interestingpoint:iftheBP/BCS transi-
tion were second order,then the density ofstateswould
form ally diverge. Indeed,one �ndsd2
(�)=d� 2 = � 1

atcertain chem icalpotentials. Nearthe BP/BCS tran-
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sitions,
(�)developsa cusp separating two com peting
localm inim a: one is BCS and the other is BP.Thus,
in the T = 0 m ean-�eld approxim ation,the transition
m ust be �rstorder. At �nite tem perature,the cusp is
sm oothed and we suspect that the transition line ends
ata criticalpoint.In thisway,the T = 0 BP transition
avoidsinstability.In non-extensivesystem ssuch asQ CD
wheregaplessstatesm ay bestabilized by neutrality con-
straints,sim ilar instabilities have been noted [15]. The
resolution m ay be the form ation ofa non-hom ogeneous
phase.Thispossibility requiresfurtheranalysis.
Realizationsofa stable BP phase require either non-

extensivity,or a �nite-range m om entum dependent in-
teraction with a largem assratio.Theform erm ay occur
in high-density Q CD [3,4]wheregaugeinteractionsm ay
stabilize the state. The latter m ay occurin a quantum
gasofcold neutralatom soperating nearFeshbach reso-
nancewith e�ectivem assestuned by alaserlattice[5],in
a system oftrapped ions with dipolar interactions [16],
orin superconductorswith overlapping bands[6,7].
W ewould liketo thank K .Rajagopaland C.K ouvaris
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