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W e present sin ple, concrete, tw o-ferm ion m odels that exhib it thermm odynam ically stable isotropic
translationally-invariant gapless super uid states (preached pair super uidiy). Them ass ratio be—
tw een the com ponentsand them om entum structure ofthe interaction are crucial for determ ining the
stability of such states: Idealized, m om entum —=independent (\contact") interactions are insu cient.

PACS numbers: 64.104h,65.904 i,71274a,7425Dw

INTRODUCTION

Recently there has been interest in super uid ferm ion
system s where there exist super uid states that retain
gapless ferm ionic excitations E'!j,:j,:_i,:ff]. T hese statesem —
body \phase separation in m om entum space": som e de—
grees of freedom pair, form ing a super uid, while others
rem ain unpaired, m aintaining the properties of a Ferm i
surface. They are likely to becom e experin entally acoes—
sblk in the near future .

The in portant new result is that such states are sta—
ble, but to see this, onem ust perfom a carefilanalysisof
them om entum dependence ofthe interaction. A ppropri-
ate system s (such as two-band m odels i_é, :j]) have been
studied, but these states were m issed because the pos—
sibility of m om entum dependence was ignored. W e also
address the questions of instability tow ard phase separa—
tion [_9] and local currents fg] raised in response to the
proposal b:].

W e shall consider system s of two species that, In the
absence of Interactions, would have two distinct Femn 1
surfaces. Sin ple heuristic considerations suggest the pos—
sbility that pairing takes place about the Femm i sur-
faces, but that there is no pairing in a region between
the surfaces: this Jkd to the term \breached pair" 1.
A breached pair super uid state BP) is characterized
by the coexistence of a super uid and a nom al com —
ponent in a transhtionally nvariant and isotropic state.
T hese com ponents are accom m odated in di erent regions
ofm om entum space w ith the nom alcom ponent residing
n the \breaches", bounded by gapless Fem i surfaces.

A state ofthis type was also considered by Sam a {_l-Q']
H e considered the case ofa superconductor in an extemal
m agnetic eld, and found that, although there is a self-
consistent m ean— eld solution with gapless m odes, it is
unfavored energetically to the fiillly gapped BC S solution.
Sin ilar results were considered in the context of color
superconductivity f_l-]_]], again concluding that these states
are not stable at xed chem icalpotential.

Sihce the fully gapped BCS solution enforces equal
num bers of each species, i was ncorrectly suggested i'g]
that one m ight stabilize the gapless phase by enforcing
constraintson the particle num bers. Indeed, by enforcing

unequalnum bers of each species, one forbids the form a—
tion of a fully gapped BC S state, but adm its \breached
pair" states in which the excess in one species can be ac—
com m odated by the breach. In the QCD context, a sin -
ilar argum ent has been m ade by im posing charge neu—
trality E’ :?41]. R ecently, however, Bedaque, Caldas and
Rupak ﬁ, :_lg] pointed out that a spatially m ixed phase
m ay be energetically preferable: this rules out the st
possibility E_Z] but m ay not a ect the QCD case due to
the Iong-range gauge interactions.

Here we clarify, broaden, and correct this discussion.
W e conclude that:

For extensive system s, one can not stabilize a state
by Imposing di erent global constraints (such as

xed particle number): The com position of the
state can be com pletely determ ined from an anal-
ysis of the grand canonical ensem ble. The speci ¢
exam ples considered in [_2] are accordingly unstable.

W ih the proper m om entum structure, how ever,
onem ay realize breached pairsuper uidiy in states
that are them odynam ically stable for xed chem -
icalpotentials. W e exhibit these below .

O ur considerationsdo not apply directly to non-extensive
system s. Charge conservation or color neutrality con—
straints enforced by long-range gauge forcesm ight stabi-
lize BP phases. (O foourse, the possibility ofa com peting
m ixed phase m ust still be considered quantitatively.)

THERM ODYNAM IC STABILITY

In the context of two com ponent ferm ionic system s as
considered in Er_Z, :_8, :_1-2_;], three com peting hom ogeneous
phases have been considered: a nomm al state of free
ferm jons NN ), a ully gapped super uid phase BCS), and
agaplessBP phase. TheBC S phase has com plete pairing
between the two species, and thus enforces equal densi-
ties. T he other phases adm it di ering densities.

U pon sokring the selfconsistency conditions (gap equa—
tions), one comm only nds that over a range of chem
cal potentials there are three distinct solutions. To de—
term Ine which is stabl in this grand canonical ensem —


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0405059v2

ble, onemust m inim ize the grand them odynam ic poten—
tial (equivalently, m axin ize the pressure) of the system .
T ypically, two of the three solutions are m inim a on et
ther side ofthe third BP state which isa localm axim um :
Fig § show sa typicalpotential. T he gapless states found
in 'g:, :_1-(_5] correspond to localm axin a, thus the com pet—
Ing statew ith lJargergap param eter hashigherpressure

and renders the BP state unstable In this ensemble.

If the stable solution is fully gapped, then i hasequal
densities. By xing the particlke densities to be unequal,
onem ay forbid thisBC S state. Furthem ore, upon com —
paring the Helm holtz free energies H | which must be
m nin ized in thisensemble| onemay nd that the \un—
stable" BP state is favored over the nomm alstate N .

This apparent contradiction in the stability analysis
based on di erent ensembles can be resolved by con-
sldering a m ixed phase iﬁ, :_lé] which has an even lower
Helm holtz free energy H . That such a resolution is al-
ways possible, however, m ay not be apparent; indeed, i
isgenerally hard to determ ine them ixed phase explicitly.
By using general properties [_15] of the grand them ody—
nam ic potential , however, one can argue that such a
solution is always possble, as ollow s. By de nition,

PV= ()=mih@®#H ~ N); @)
m inin ized over all com peting phases. Thus, isa con-
cave function of the chem ical potentials ~ = ( 4; p).

W e consider here xed T = 0, but concaviy n T also
follow s from m axin izing entropy.) Furthem ore, there
is a one-to-one correspondence between tangents and
states of xed particle num ber:

N= —: )

W hen isnot di erentiable, there is a cone of possble
tangent hyperplanes which contact and which bound
from above (see Fig. i:) . This cone of tangents de—
scribbes various possible m ixed phases com posed of the
pure phases Where is di erentiable) that intersect at
the singularity. To nd the state that m Inin izes H for
som e xed constraint N = N’y one sim ply form s the hy-
perplanew ith gradient Ny and dropsthisuntil it contacts
the surface . The st point of contact willde ne e
ther a pure orm ixed state w hich satis esthe appropriate
constraints. Since this state also ieson , i m inin izes
for the =xed chem ical potentials de ned by the con-
tact point. No m atter what constraints we apply, there
isalways a stable state in the grand canonicalensem ble.
This argum ent is valid only for extensive therm ody—
nam ic system s. Long-range Interactions can render the
energy of som e pure phases non-extensive (due, for ex—
am ple, to the rapidly diverging C oulom b energy perunit
volime V asV ! 1 ). In such cases, a m ixed phase
would contain bubbles of Iim ited size. The surface en—
ergy of these phase boundaries becom es a volum e e ect

and must therefore be taken into account, even in the
therm odynam ic lin it (see for example [14]). This com -
plicates the relation between N' and ~. In this rest ofthis
Jetter, we shallconsider only niterange Interactions.
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FIG .1l: The cone of tangent (hyper)planes to a them ody-
nam ic potentialdensity P = ( )=V . Inm ediately to the
left of ( is a pure phase w ith density n;, while inm ediately
to the right is another pure phase w ith density ng . The den—
sﬂnersI are the negative slopes of the tangents at ( according
to @). At = o there is a continuum of m ixed phases:
These consist of a volum e fraction x at density n; and the
rem aining fraction 1  x at density nr . T he average density
overallspace,n = xn;, + (1 x)nr,ldeswithinn 2 (y;nr).

STABLE BREACHED PAIR SUPERFLUID S

W e now dem onstrate, by exam ple, how to realize pure
BP super uid states in extensive system s. W e shall con—
siderthem ean- eld analysisoftwom odels, each w ith two
species of ferm ions a and bofdi erimngmassesm 5, < my:
Z
&Ep o 0?
H= o ma;aﬂ mﬁ;ﬁp +Hri: ()
T he m odels have di erent interactions H 1 : ('_4) and ('_9) ;
W e shall consider these system s In the grand canonical
ensam ble at zero tem perature by m Inin izing the them o—
dynam ic potential density ( a; )=V . It will be nat-
ural, however, to use the parametersp, = ~ 2m; ; In
place of the chem icalpotentials ;.
The rst modelposis a spherically symm etric static
twobody potential interaction V (r) between the two
species a and b:

Z
Hi= &xdyV ¥ vyj giﬁgf&éx: @)
Deningm = 2m.mp=fmy my,), = (a v)=2,
and
1 P 1 P _ P
P2 om, @ 2 2my > 2m ’
®)

and considering only hom ogeneous (translationally in-
variant) and isotropic phases, we nd that extrem a of @:)
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FIG.2: Qualitative T = 0 phase diagram for Interaction @)
wih a Gaussian potential V (r) / exp( r*=2 ?). Allmo—
m entum scales are n unisof~= and allenergy scales are in
units of ~>=@m , 2). Them ass ratio ismp=m 5 = 50 and the
coupling strength has been chosen so that 2m .+ =p§ = 01
at the point m arked \ " where (pg ;ph) = (13;10) to en—
sure weak-coupling. (T his ratio is less that 1 throughout this
diagram .) N ote that the lower BP region hasm ore heavy par-
ticles b while the upper BP region has fewer heavy pa'xtjc]es.
T he upper type m ay be realized in the QCD context E:]. ALl
phase transitions are  rst order.

satisfy the gap equation

g L
® 2 (Lt 2

where V (o) is the Fourder transform ofV (r). The in—
tegral @) runs over the region R outside any \breach".
R containsm om enta w here the tw o quasiparticle disper—
sionsE

Ep = (p)2+ 2 @)

have opposite sign. (See @] for further details about the
generic breach structure.) Note from (r_é) that  isgen—
erally largest about py, where ; = 0.

E quation @) can be solved numerically to nd ex—
trem alpoints of the them odynam ic potential. O ver this
set of selfconsistent solutions, one can m inim ize  to
determ ine the phase structure.

W e have done this for a variety of interactions, and

nd sin ilar qualitative structure: a central strip of fully
gapped B C S-lke phase about pi = pf, , w ith nom alun—
paired phases outside (see F1ig. :gi.) D egpending on the
m odel param eters, these phases m ay be separated by a
region of BP super uid phase. To verify that these In—
deed contain gaplessm odeswe plot In Fjg.?. a sam ple set
ofoccupation num bers, quasiparticle digpersions, and the
gap param eter o,

Z

d3
b= Q—fﬂvu‘s OHpa pi ®)
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FIG. 3: Quasiparticle disgpersions E, (top), occupation

numbers n, and n, (middl), and gap parameter , for a
sam ple BP state at (o, ;p. ) =, (13;10). A1l units and pa—
ram eters are descrbbed in Fig. 4. Notice that there are two
\Fem i" surfaces at p 103 and p = 13. The 1rst occurs
where , becom es too an all to support the gap. T he second
is sin ply the Fem isurface for bwhich is virtually una ected
by the pairing. The \breach" occurs between these surfaces
and odgly the region R outside contributes to the gap equa-
tion (@).

T he presence of gapless ferm ion m odes depends cru—
cially on two factors: 1) them om entum structure of |
and, 2) the m ass ratio.

First, , must be Jarge In som e regions and am all in
others. If | is lJarge enough at a Fem i surface, it will
Induce pairing at that surface and support a super uid.
If it is also am all enough at the other Fem i surface, i
w il not appreciably a ect the nom al free-ferm ion be—
haviour. The problem wih previous analyses is that
they assum e pointlke interactions, In plying a constant

p = . Physical interactions, however, tend to exhibit
m ore com plicated behaviour and suitable , are quite
generic: , tendsto peak about the Fermm isurface ofthe
lighter speciesand fallo to at least one side. Them odel
shown in Fig. .-'2 and Fig. :_3, for exam ple, has a Gaus-
sian interaction. Longerrange forces (such as a screened
Coulom b interaction) tend to plateau to the left ofpy but
still 211 to the right ofpy .

Second, as was em phasized in E.'], the onem ay reduce
the cost associated w ith shifting the Fem isea g by in—
creasing them assm . T hus, by choosing a lJarge enough
m ass ratio, one m ay always m ove the Fem i surface for

the heavy species to region w here of is sm allenough to
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FIG.4: T = 0 phase diagram for m odel C_Ql)withahard
cuto £ (p) (© 10 ) that has been am oothed over the

range from p 2 (977;103). Allmomenta are expressed in
units of where 10 is the cuto scale, and all energies are
expressed In unitsof 2=2m, ). Themassratio ismp=m » = 4
and the coupling g has been chosen so that 2m .+ =p§ = 02
at gt = pf) = po = 10 to ensure weak-coupling. (T his ratio
is Jess that 1 throughout this diagram ). A llphase transitions
are  rst order as discussed In the text. The m ied phases
of &_i, EZU would be found on the solid lines. T he sam ple state

inFig.bat (©f ;pi )= (11:5;92) ismarked \ ".

Jeave the Fem 1 surface undisturbed. The states shown
n Fjg.:_i and Fjg.-'_ﬂ have amass ratiom ,=m 5 = 50.

Since the variational states of m odel (:fl:) are param e~
terized by a variable function [, the set of states over
which the m inin ization (:I:) must consider is enom ous,
and we cannot be certain to have found the globalm in-
Inum . W e have searched for stable xed-points of the
gap equation é'_é) and com pared them , so our resuls for
thism odelare consistent and plausible, but not rigorous.

The second m odel allow s us to be rigorous. W e 21l
back to the type of factorized, cuto Interaction often
considered in BC S m odels:

Z

dPp g
Hi=g

(2 )3 (2 )3 ! ap B

In this m odel, the combiation £ () plays the same

rolke as , in rst model, wih the cuto function f ()

providing the required m om entum dependence. T he trial

states are now p eterized by a single number =

hiwhere "= g &’p=2 )’f ()2 . One can now
nd the gbbalm ininum by pltting (see Fig. &)

——= min hi

IT alla
\ h i i=

plp] 17 (10)

wherewem Inin ization overallBC S style ansatz j iw ih
given expectation . Thism inim ization is equivalent to
com paring all solutions of the m ean— eld gap equation
Z 3
g d'g f@

= = g—": (11)
2 R @ )3 i(q)+ 2

W e conclude that, wihin the m ean—- eld approxin ation
of hom ogeneous phases at zero tem perature, this m odel
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FIG .5: Quasiparticle dispersionsE, (top), and occupation

num bersn, and np (M iddlk), n a sam ple BP state. T his state

has gap param eter 11 which istheglobalm inim um ofthe

grand thenn_ogiynam ic potentialdensity ( )=V (oottom ) as
de ned in :gl_O) . The maxinum at 5:6 corresponds to
an unstable BP state. These gures correspond to the point
©f iP5 ) = (115;92) n Fig. 4.

has the phase diagram shown In Fig. :fl W e plot the
properties of a samplk BP state in Fig.§ to illustrate
that there are indeed gapless m odes.

Tomodel , more accurately one m ight use a func-
tion f () where the location of the cuto stays near
Po. This introduces an inconsistency in the them ody-
nam ics because f (o) is really a property of the Ham il
tonian, while py depends on the chem ical potentials i,
thusN 6 @ =@ . For amall coupling and high densi-
ties, these spurious dependencies becom e an all and the
resulting phase diagram is qualitatively like F ig. :_2 .

F inally, we address the issue ofthe nstability discussed
n E_Si] where they clain that the super uid densiy is
negative due to a large negative contrbution from the
diverging density of states at E = 0 near the transition
to the BP state. If one sinply computes d? =d 2, one

nds exactly the sam e negative contribution indicating
that the BP solution under consideration is an unstable
m axinum rather than a stablem ininum . T he solutions
we present here are allglobalm inin a, and hence stable.

T his raises an Interesting point: ifthe BP /BC S transi-
tion were second order, then the density of states would
m ally diverge. Indeed, one ndsd? ()=d 2= 1
at certain chem ical potentials. Near the BP /BC S tran—



sitions, ( ) developsa cusp separating two com peting
Jocalm nima: one is BCS and the other is BP. Thus,
In the T = 0 mean— eld approxin ation, the transition
must be st order. At nite tem perature, the cusp is
an oothed and we suspect that the transition line ends
at a criticalpoint. In thisway, the T = 0 BP transition
avoids instability. In non-extensive system s such asQ CD
w here gapless statesm ay be stabilized by neutrality con—
straints, sin ilar instabilities have been noted I_l-g:] The
resolution m ay be the form ation of a non-hom ogeneous
phase. T his possbility requires further analysis.

R ealizations of a stable BP phase require either non—
extensiviy, or a niterange m om entum dependent in-
teraction w ith a Jargem ass ratio. T he form erm ay occur
In high-density QCD i_?:,:_ll] w here gauge interactionsm ay
stabilize the state. The lJatter m ay occur In a quantum
gas af.cold neutral atom-s cperating near Feshbach reso=

nange-w ith e- ectivem asses tuned-by-a laser bitics E-]L-jp.- -

a system of trapped ions w ith dipolar interactions {L6],
or In superconductors w ith overlapping bands f_d, ::/2].
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