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BC S-BEC crossover in a relativistic super uid and its signi cance to quark m atter
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T he character change of a super uid state due to the variation of the attractive force is inves—
tigated In the relativistic fram ework with a m assive ferm ion. Two crossovers are found. One is
a crossover from the usualBCS state to the BoseE instein condensation BEC) of bound ferm ion
pairs. The other is from the BEC to the relativistic BoseE instein condensation (RBEC) of nearly
m assless bound pairsw here antiparticles aswellas particles dom inate the therm odynam ics. Possible
realization ofthe BEC and RBEC states in the quark m atter is also pointed out.

PACS numbers: 7420Fg, 03.75Nt, 11.10W x, 1238t

Recently, new super uid states in the ultraoo]d gas of
ferm donic akaliatom s ((°K ;° Li) were realized EL] U sihg
the Feshbach resonance, the long-standing idea of the
crossover from the BC S state to the BoseE instein con-—
densation BEC) f_?:,:_:%,:f!] hasbeen extensively exam ined.
T he basic concept ofthe BC S-BEC crossover isas follow s:
A s Iong as the attractive interaction between ferm ions is
weak, the system exhbits the super uidity characterized
by the energy gap in the BCS m echanisn . O n the other
hand, if the attractive interaction is strong enough, the
ferm jons rst orm bound m olecules (posons). T hen they
start to condense into the bosonic zero-m ode at som e
critical tem perature. T hese two situations are an oothly
connected w ithout the phase transition.

The possble realization of the BCS-BEC crossover
In various systam s has been theoretically investigated.
T hese include the liquid He ﬂ the trapped akaliatom s
[5'] and the nuclkarm atter [6] 0 ne of the m ost striking
features of the crossover is that the critical tem perature
In the BEC region is independent of the coupling for the
attraction betw een ferm ions. T his isbecause the Increase
of the coupling only a ects the intemal structure of the
bosons, while the critical tem perature is determ ined by
the boson’s kinetic energy. Thus, the critical tem pera—
ture reaches a ceiling for the large coupling as long as
the binding e ect on the boson m ass can be neglected.
Even in the nuclearm atter w here the Interaction is rela—
tively strong, the binding energy ofthe deuteron ism uch
an aller than the nuclon mass. This fact allows us to
work within a nonrelativistic fram ework for describing
such a crossover.

Tt is interesting to ask how the situation changes in
relativistic system s where the binding e ect can not be
neglcted. T he color superconducting phase in the dense
quark m atter Ej,:@'] and the pion super uid phaseat nite
isospin density [4] would be examples. In this article,
we will show that there could be two crossovers in the
relativistic super uids. One is the ordinary BCS-BEC
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crossover, w here the critical tem perature in the BEC re—
gion would not plateau because of the relativistic e ect.
T he other is from the BEC state to the novel state, the
relativistic BEC RBEC), where the critical tem perature
Increases to the order of the Fem ienergy.
In order to explore the BCSBEC and BEC-RBEC

crossovers in the relativistic system , we start w ith the
follow ing contact four¥Fem iinteraction m odel:
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Here = (;x) isaDirac ferm ion eld having a spinor
Index im plicitly. The ferm ion m ass and chem ical poten—
tial are denoted by m and . C = i, , is the chame
conjugation m atrix and G is a coupling constant for the
attraction in the J¥ = 0" channel. Qualitative resuls
shown below are not m odi ed even when ferm ions have
Intemal degrees of freedom other than soin. T herefore,
we w illm ake our analysis w thout them for sim plicity.
T he partition function can be w ritten as

z Z .. Z
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where Ly is the Lagrangian densiy In the Euclidean
space. Introducing Hubbard-Stratonovich elds ( ;x)
ori T sC and ( ;x) ori?¥ sC  and integrating
out the ferm ion elds lead to

Z
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HereZy= e °' ) isthe free form ion part of the par—
tition fuinction, while S [ ; ] is the e ective action
for the bosonic elds. In order to include the e ect of
the uctuation, we evaluate the finctional integralin the
G aussian approxin ation, w hose validiy w illbe discussed
later. E xpansion of the e ective action up to the second

order in resulsin
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where “({1! ,;p) isthe m om entum representation of the
pair ed wih !, = 2 nT being the M atsubara fre—
quency. (1!, ;p) is a pair susceptibility at the one loop

level {1()] T he critical tem perature for the super uidiy,
T., is given by the solution of the equation:

©;0) = 0: ®)
T=T,

T his is nothing but the Thouless criterion which states
that the pair uctuation becom es tachyonic at low m o—
m entum because of 1=G 0;0)3<7. < 0. This is the
signal ofthe BC S instability to the form ation of C ooper
pairs.

T he integration over ; nEqg. 6'_3") Jleads to the ther—
m odynam ic potential in the G aussian approxin ation:

(;T)= o(;T)+ w(;T)wih
Z
Cimy=T P g I @) ®
uc \ 7 = — 1lh7 :
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Follow Ing N ozieres and Schm itR ink @], ue can be
written In tem s of a phase shift (! ;p) de ned by

(!;p) = arg [1=G (! + i0;p)]. By di erentiat-
ing the them odynam ic potentialw ith , we cbtain the
ferm ion num ber density as follow s:

Z
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wih fr (!') = 1=(xp[!=T ]+ 1) being the Fem i distri-
bution function and f5 (!) = sign(!)=(xpd +T1 1)
behg the Bose distrbution fiinction! The st tem

which wedenoteby Nyr = Ng N representsthe con-
tribution of form ions and antiferm ions at themean eld
level and the second one which we denote by N . rep—
resents the contribution of pair uctuations. Instead of
N tota1, We will som etim es use the Ferm im om entum pr,
which isde ned by N tora1= Pp=3 2.

If the attraction is strong enough, bound states ap—
pear and we can extract the bound boson (antiboson)
contrbution Ny N) from N . @,'S]. By picking up
thebound statepolesin @ (! ;p)=@ in the ! -integralof
Eqg. é'j), we obtain

Z
dp e!'s ) ,
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Ng PR s (s ©) ) ®
and
Z
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1 W e use this Bose distribution function so that the therm ody—
nam ic potential is sym m etric under !

Here, !5 ) and ! (o) arethe solutions of1=G (!

2 ;p) = 0 and correspond to the energy of the boson
and the antiboson, respectively. T hen the rem aining part
N unstablE — N . @ Ng) can be interpreted as the
contrbution ofunstable o -shellbosons.

In num erical calculations, a m om entum cuto is
Introduced In order to regularize the ultraviolet diver—
gence and all the dim ensionfiil quantities are scaled by

. W e take a characteristic parameter set m= = 02
and pr= = 0:l) so that we can analyze the e ect of
relativity. W e con m ed that the variation of pr does
not change our qualitative argum ents below . A 1so, how
the variation of m a ects our results will be discussed
later. Figures :J:(a) and :;I:(b) show num erical resuls of
the critical tem perature T, and the chem icalpotential
as functions of G with the total number density N total

xed, which are obtained by solving Egs. (5) and 7')

m ultaneously. T he ratios ofthe ferm ion and stable boson
densitiesto N yora1 at T = T, are also plotted in Fjg.-';l: ().
Based on these three gures, we w illargue that there are
three physically distinct regions; the weak, interm ediate,
and strong coupling regions. T he super uid states real-
ized in the three regions w illbe interpreted asthe BCS,
BEC, and relativistic BEC phases, respectively.

In the weak coupling region G=Gj 086, T, In—
creases exponentially as is wellkknown in the weak cou-
pling BCS theory. Its behavior is well described by
themean eld approxin ation (the left thin solid line in
Fjg.:}'(a)). this region is alm ost equalto the Fem 1
energy Er = m?+ p?. Accordingly, the form fon den-
sity N ¢ dom inatesthe totaldensity. From these facts, the
super uid state realized In this region can be regarded as
the BC S state.

In the intemm ediate coupling region 0:86 . G=G,
107, T. Increases much slwly and decreases
m onotonously. Once  becomes an aller than m , sta—
bl bosonswih themassM g (Tc) = 2 appear and they
dom inate the totaldensity? T he criticaltem perature for
the idealB ose gas is approxin ately given by

2 Ng 2=3_ 10y
BEC  My; 2 (3=2) ’

T his nonrelativistic form ula forthe BEC criticaltem per-
ature w ith the boson massM g (Tc) = 2 isexam ined by
the dotted line in Fiy.'(a), which well approxin ates T,
In the Intem ediate coupling region. Therefore, we can
Interpret the super uid state realized in this region is in
the BEC phase. The slowly Increasing T, In the BEC

phase is in contrast to the result of the nonrelativistic
calculation where the critical tem perature approaches to
a constant value {_l-]_}] In the nonrelativistic fram ew ork,
the change of the boson m ass due to the binding can be

1
2 T he apparent singularity in the stable boson density in F ig. E (©)
does notm ean a phase transition. T he totalboson density N ¢
is a sm ooth and positive function of the coupling.



neglcted by de nition. T hus, the criticaltem perature in
the BEC phase is given by Té“ERq with Mg = 2m , which
is indicated by the arrow in Fig.i (a), and is independent
of the coupling. In our relativistic fram ew ork, however,
the boson massM g (T.) = 2 can becom e an aller, and
consequently, T. becom es larger as one increases the cou—
pling.

W e ram ark that the criterion for the BEC state, <
m , ismodel independent. At T = T, of the BEC, the
chem icalpotential fortheboson g = 2 should beequal
to tsmassM g . On the other hand, M 5 must be lss
than 2m for the binding. Therefore, we have < m in
the BEC region.

Let usdiscuss the strong coupling region G=G o & 107,
where T, rapidly increasesand the nonrelativistic form ula
fortheBEC criticaltem perature breaksdown. Because
isan aller than T. in this region, antiparticles can be eas-
ily excited. A s is shown in Fjg.nr}'(c),the antiferm ion and
antiboson densities N ;N ) grow rapidly. At the same
tin e, the ferm jon and stable boson densities N g ;N
Increase so that the total num ber density is unchanged.
Tc in this region can be approxin ated by the idealBEC
critical tem perature in the relativistic lim i [2]:

s

3N Nz )
Thpe = 72% B a1

W e note this approxin ate form ula slightly deviates from
T. particularly in the large coupling region. T his is be-
cause a large num ber of form ions are accom panied there,
which is favorable in tem s of entropy. W e refer to the
boson condensed phase w ith antiparticles in the strong
coupling region as the relativistic BEC RBEC) phase.
W e can also understand the rapid increase of T. In
temm s of the decreasing m ean interparticle distance d, .
Let us estin ate the critical tem perature n the RBEC
phage by com paring the them al de B roglie wavelength
=( 3T)tod,.W eestinated, by N, since ferm ions

give a dom nant contribution to the density in the strong
1=3_|

coupling region. Thus, we have T \ 3, which
agrees wih T. well (see the right thin solid line In
Fig.l@)).

An essentialdi erence between the BCS and R)BEC
phases is that the stable bosons are present above T, in
the R)BEC region. As the tem perature is increased,
the binding energy of the stable boson decreases. The
bound state pole eventually disappears at a certain tem —
perature, which we call a dissociation tem perature less
Tgiss @s a function of the coupling is shown In Fig. ll @)
by the dashed line. Tgiss line appears from the point
G=Gg ’ 092 where the ferm ion pairs start to fom
the bound bosons. They get bound deeper w ith the in-
creasing coupling, and as a consequence, Tqiss InCreases
m onotonically. Tqiss line separates the nom alphase into
two regions; a nom al phase w ithout stabl bosons for
T > Tgissy and a preform ed boson phase with stable
bosons for T < T < Tgiss- T he preform ed boson phase
In the Interm ediate and strong coupling regionsm ay pro-—
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FIG.1l: (@) Critical tem perature T nom alized by the Ferm i
energy Er = m?+ p? (thick solid line) as a function of
the coupling G=G(.Go isde ned by G = 2= 2 For other
lines, see the text. (o) Chem icalpotential =Er asa flunction
of the coupling G=G (. The dashed line represents the level
where = m;m=Er ’ 0:89 in the present case. T he dotted
line corresponds to one half of the bound boson’sm ass in the
vacuum . (c) The ratios ofN¢ ;N ;Ng and N, to the xed
N tota1 @s functions 0ofG=G o . Ny r =N tota1 and N =N ora1 are
also plotted. The line for Ny r is behind that for Nr for
G=Gg . 1:07 because of the absence of antiferm ions.

vide usw ith new insight into the precursory phenom enon
above T, [10

W e have discussed the character change of the super—
uld statew ith a speci csetofm and pr . Let usnow dis—
cuss the m -dependence of the crossover boundaries w ith
keepingpr xed. T he crossover boundary from the BCS



to the BEC ischaracterized by the point w here the bound
states are form ed in them edium . O n the otherhand, the
crossover boundary from the BEC to the RBEC is char-
acterized by the point where the boson m ass2 becom es
an aller than T.. T hese two points are w ell approxim ated
by the coupling G; where the boson is formed and G,
where it becom esm assless in thevacuum with = T = 0
(see thedotted Inein F jg.:_]: (o) which is Indistinguishable
from the solid line). W e can show that G, Increases
(decreases) as decreasing the ferm ion massm . It m eans
that it becom es hard to bind two ferm ons due to the
larger kinetic energy for a sm allerm , whilke less attrac-
tion w illbe needed to cancel2m by the binding. A cocord—
ingly, the BEC region shrinks w ith decreasing m , while
the RBEC dom inates the larger region in the coupling
space. In the ultrareltivistic limitm ! 0, the BEC re
gion w ill disappear because ferm ions could no longer be
bound. Even In this case, we stillhave a super uid phase
wih 2 < T. for the large coupling which is sn oothly
connected w ith the RBEC phaseatm > 0.

In summ ary, we have discussed two crossovers in the
relativistic fourfem im odelw ith the m assive ferm ion:
O ne is the crossover from the usual BCS to the BEC
of bound fem ion pairs and the other is that from the
BEC to the RBEC of nearly m asskess bound pairs. In
order to avoid the cuto artifacts, we have checked each
OofNp;Ng;N, and N, does not exceed (=2 )3 within
the coupling range shown here.

Since we have em ployed the G aussian approxin ation
which corresponds to the resumm ation of ring diagram s
Into the them odynam ic potential, all the interactions
am ong bosons are neglected In our analysis. However,
i is shown in the nonrelativistic fram ework that the 2-
body interaction between bosons becom es am aller w ith
Increasing the attraction between ferm ions I_l-]_:] The
mulibody scatterings am ong bosons are also negligble
In a dilute gas. T hus, our approxin ation is valid except
for the vicinity ofthe BCSBEC crossoverboundary and
the very dense RBEC lim it. G oing beyond the G aussian
approxin ation so as to take Into account the interactions
am ong bosons in our relativistic fram ew ork is an in por—
tant future issue. O ther approaches to the BCSBEC
crossover also m ay be usefiil [13].

F inally, we m ake som e speculative rem arks on the rel-
evance of the phases discussed above to QCD . The BC S—
BEC crossover, which takes place for T, may be
realized in the o?']d dense quark m atter B]. T he ferm ion
massm in Eq. () In this case should be interpreted as
the current or dynam icalquark m asses. A 1so, it isan in-
teresting fiture problem to generalize our mISJdelby tak-
ing Into account the plasn nomassmy; g 2+ 2T2
w ith g being the Q CD coupling constant. T he plasn ino

m ass can play a role of the chiral invariant m ass consti-
tuting the boson m ass. Further study w ith the plasm ino
e ective action [[4]w ill give usm ore nsight into the re-
alistic BCS-BEC crossover in the quark m atter. In fact,
the BEC criterion < mp kadstog & 1 for T,
which corresponds to the density relevant to the center
of com pact stars.

The BEC-RBEC crossover, which takesplace for T

0, will be relevant to the quark-glion plasna just
above the decon nem ent transition . P ossibility ofhaving
not only gg bound states [_15'] but also gg bound states
I_lg'] n the decon ned phase has close relevance to the
bound bosons In the RBEC state in this article. The
plasn nomassm; 9T again willplay a crucialrolk to
have bound bosons in the realistic situation.

The above discussions suggest that there is a band
of super uid phases BCSBEC-RBEC) between the
hadronic phase and the quark-glion plasn a phase in the
QCD phase diagram . A Iso, the preform ed boson phase
may exist between the R)BEC phase and the quark-
gluon plasn a phase. The transport properties in these
phases are also of great interest. In the nonrelativistic
fram ework, i is shown that the pair uctuation is dis—
sipative In the BCS region, whike it propagates w ithout
viscous dam ping in the BEC region {[1]. The detailed
analysis including all the relkevant hydrodynam ic m odes
m ay provide a picture for aln ost the perfect uid aspect
of quark-gluon plagm a.

T he generalization of our work so as to allow for the
ag condensation w illbe essential to see the realization of
the BEC and RBEC statesin QCD . It is known that the
one-gluon exchange generates the attraction in the scalar
ag channelw hose strength is 2 tim es larger than that in
the gqgq channel. Even though the gg condensation still
has a kinem atic advantage due to the existence of the
Fem isurface, the dom inant gq attraction m ay wash out
the R)BEC phase kading to the large gq condensation.
W hether the R)BEC phase survives in the QCD phase
diagram should be settled after taking into acocount the
possbility of the gg condensation in our analysis.
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