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

A relatively new approach to m any-body phenom ena is that of e�ective �eld theory

(EFT).The EFT approach isdesigned to exploitthe separation ofscales in physicalsys-

tem s[1,2,3]. Only low-energy (orlong-range)degreesoffreedom are included explicitly,

with therestparam etrized in term softhem ostgenerallocal(contact)interactions.Using

renorm alization,the inuence ofhigh-energy stateson low-energy observables iscaptured

in a sm allnum beroflow-energy constants. Thus,the EFT describesuniversallow-energy

physics independent ofdetailed assum ptions aboutthe short-distance dynam ics. Further-

m ore,theapplication ofEFT m ethodsto m any-body problem sgivesa consistentorganiza-

tion ofm any-body corrections,with reliable errorestim ates,and insight into the analytic

structure ofobservables. EFT provides a m odelindependent description of�nite density

observablesin term sofparam etersthatcan be�xed from scattering in thevacuum .In low-

energy particleand nuclearphysics,EFT m ethodshavesuccessfully been applied tom esonic

system s[4],processeswith onebaryon [5],and m orerecently alsotoprocessesinvolving two

and m orebaryons[6,7].

A description in term sofquasiparticlesiscentralto m any approachesto them any-body

problem . Ithasproven usefulin m any physicalsystem sfrom condensed m atterphysicsto

nuclearphysics[8,9].Ifthe statesofthe noninteracting system aregradually transform ed

into the interacting stateswhen the interactionsare switched on adiabatically,the excita-

tions ofthe interacting system near the Ferm isurface (the quasiparticles) have the sam e

characterasthe excitationsofthe noninteracting Ferm igas. Thisisthe basic assum ption

underlyingLandau’stheory ofFerm iliquids[10,11].Theassum ption holds,e.g.,foradilute

Ferm isystem with repulsive,short-ranged interactions.Thissystem hasbeen a benchm ark

problem form any-body techniques fora long tim e [12,13,14,15]. In particular,the low

density allowsforacontrolled expansion in kF as wherekF istheFerm im om entum and as is

theS-wavescattering length oftheferm ions.In thefram ework ofEFT,thiscorrespondsto

an expansion in kF =� where� isthebreakdown scaleoftheEFT.Fora naturalsystem the

scale� setsthescaleofas and allothere�ectiverangeparam eters.Initially,therewerenot

m any applicationsforthism odelsystem ,butrecently ultra-cold Ferm igasesofatom shave

been achieved [16,17]. The dilute Ferm igasalso servesasa sim plertestcase on the way

to an EFT description ofnuclearm atter. The quasiparticle propertiesin the dilute Ferm i

gasto O ((kF =�)
2)were �rst calculated by Galitskii[18]. An incom plete num ericalstudy

ofthequasiparticle propertiesto O ((kF =�)
3)wascarried outin Ref.[19].In Ref.[20],the

properself-energy wascalculated o�-shellto O ((kF =�)
2)and them om entum dependenceof

thee�ective m asswasstudied in detail.

In this paper,we perform the �rst com plete calculation ofthe quasiparticle properties

in thediluteFerm igasto O ((kF =�)
3)in thelow-density expansion.Atthisorderboth the

S-wave e�ective rangers and the P-wave scattering length ap contribute.W ecalculate the

quasiparticle energies �k,width k,and e�ective m ass M �. As a check,we also calculate

the chem icalpotential� and the energy perparticle and com pare with the known results

[12,13,14,15]. The outline ofthis paper is as follows. In Sec.IIwe repeat briey the

elem entsofan EFT approach to dilute Ferm isystem s.In Sec.III,we calculate theproper

self-energy atorder(kF =�)
3. The quasiparticle propertiesto O ((kF =�)

3)are derived from

theself-energy in Sec.IV.In Sec.V,wesum m arizeand presentourconclusions.
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II. EFFEC T IV E FIELD T H EO RY FO R D ILU T E FER M I SY ST EM S

In thissection,we review briey the EFT approach fordilute Ferm isystem s. W e will

restrictourselvesto repulsive interactions.An EFT forsuch a system isdiscussed in detail

in Ref.[15].In contrastto m oretraditionalm any-body approaches[12,13,14]theEFT for

the dilute Ferm igasisfully perturbative. Itisappropriate to considera naturalEFT for

heavy,nonrelativisticferm ionsofm assM with spin-independentinteractionswhosestrength

iscorrectly determ ined bynaivedim ensionalanalysis.Thescaleofalle�ectiverangeparam -

etersissetby 1=�,where� isthebreakdown scaleofthetheory.Form om enta k � �,all

interactionsappearshort-ranged and can bem odeled by contactterm s.Therefore,wecon-

sidera localLagrangian fora nonrelativistic ferm ion �eld thatisinvariantunderGalilean,

parity,and tim e-reversaltransform ations:

L =  
y

�

i@t+

�!
r

2

2M

�

 �
C0

2
( y

 )2 +
C2

16

h

(  )y( 
$

r 2
 )+ H.c.

i

+
C 0
2

8
( 

$

r  )y � ( 
$

r  )+ :::; (1)

where
$

r =
 �
r �

�!
r is the Galilean invariant derivative and H.c.denotes the Herm itian

conjugate. Higher-order tim e derivatives are not included,since itis m ost convenient for

ourpurposesto elim inatethem in favorofspatialgradients.

Forconvenience,we choose dim ensionalregularization with m inim alsubtraction asour

renorm alization schem e.Calculatingthetwo-particlescatteringam plitudein thevacuum to

O ((k=�)3),thecoe�cientsC 2i can bedeterm ined by m atching to theleading coe�cientsof

thee�ectiverangeexpansion (see,e.g.,Ref.[15]fordetails).Thus,theC 2ican beexpressed

com pletely in term softhee�ective rangeparam eters:

C0 =
4�as

M
; C2 = C0

asrs

2
; and C

0
2
=
4�a3p

M
; (2)

where as,ap and rs are the S-and P-wave scattering lengths and S-wave e�ective range,

respectively.

W e now turn to the �nite density system . First,consider a noninteracting Ferm igas.

The single particle states ofthe system are characterized by a m om entum k and a spin

quantum num bers. In particular,the ground-state ofthe system isthe state in which all

single-particle stateswith m om entum lessthan theFerm im om entum kF areoccupied and

allothersingle-particle statesare em pty. Any excited state ofthe system can be created

by rem oving particleswith m om entum lessthan kF and adding particleswith m om entum

greaterthan kF .

Now we turn on the interactions. W e assum e thatthere isa one-to-onecorrespondence

between thestatesofthenoninteracting Ferm igasand thoseoftheinteracting system ifthe

interaction isswitched on adiabatically. Note thatthisisnotthe case ifthe interaction is

attractive.In thiscase,itisenergetically favorabletoform Cooperpairsand ourcalculation

does not lead to the correct ground state. The elem entary excitations ofthe interacting

system correspond thus to the particle and hole excitations ofthe noninteracting Ferm i

gas,and are referred to as quasiparticles and quasiholes,respectively. Inform ation about

the properties ofquasiparticles is contained in the proper self-energy ��(k0;k). In term s

ofdiagram s,the properself-energy representsone-particle irreducible and am putated self-

energy insertions. The properself-energy isrelated to the fullGreen’sfunction G ��(~k)by
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Dyson’sequation [9]:

G ��(~k)= G
0

��(
~k)+ G

0

��(
~k)��(~k)��G ��(~k); (3)

where ~k � (k0;k),�;�;:::are spin indices,and the subscript0 denotesthe noninteracting

Green’sfunction de�ned in Eq.(5)below. Forspin-independentinteractionsthisequation

can besolved analytically to give:

G ��(~k)=
���

k0 � k2=(2M )� ��(~k)
: (4)

Here,we only repeat the Feynm an rules for the proper self-energy: The vertices that

follow from the Lagrangian (1) are illustrated in Fig.1. Forshort-range interactions the

directand exchangecontributionsdi�eronly by aspin degeneracy factor.Asaconsequence,

it is convenient to use so-called \Hugenholtz" diagram s where the direct and exchange

contributionsarecom bined in localfour-ferm ion vertices.TheFeynm an rulesare[15]:

1.W ritedown allHugenholtzdiagram sthatscalewith agiven orderin kF asdeterm ined

by thepowercounting rulesgiven below.

2.Assign nonrelativisticfour-m om enta(frequency and three-m om entum )toalllinesand

enforcefour-m om entum conservation ateach vertex.

3.For each vertex, include the corresponding expression from Fig. 1. For spin-

independentinteractions,the two-body verticeshave the structure (����� + �����),

where �;� are the spin indicesofthe incom ing linesand ;� are the spin indicesof

theoutgoing lines.1 Foreach internallineincludea factoriG 0(
ek)�,where

ek � (k0;k)

isthefour-m om entum assigned to theline,� and  arespin indices,and

iG 0(
ek)� = i��

 
�(k� kF )

k0 � k2=(2M )+ i�
+

�(kF � k)

k0 � k2=(2M )� i�

!

: (5)

4.Perform thespin sum m ationsin thediagram .In every closed ferm ion loop,substitute

a spin degeneracy factor� g foreach ���.

�

�iC

0

�

�iC

2

k

2

+k

0

2

2

�

�iC

0

2

k � k

0

FIG .1: Feynm an rules for the vertices arising from the Lagrangian (1). The relative m om enta

ofthe incom ing and outgoing particles,are 2k and 2k0,respectively. The spin indiceshave been

suppressed.

1 Itism ostconvenientto takecareoftheantisym m etrization in thespin sum m ations.Thisisdiscussed in

rule4.
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5.Integrateoverallindependentm om entawith afactor
R
d4k=(2�)4 whered4k � dk0d

3k.

Ifthe spatialintegrals are divergent,they are de�ned in D spatialdim ensions and

renorm alized using m inim alsubtraction asdiscussed in Ref.[15]. Fora tadpole line

with four-m om entum ~k,m ultiply by exp(ik0�)and take the lim it � ! 0+ after the

contour integrals have been carried out. This procedure autom atically takes into

accountthatsuch linesm ustbeholelines.

6.M ultiply every Hugenholtzdiagram by theappropriatesym m etry factor.2

Furtherm ore,werepeatthepower-countingrulesthatdeterm inethepowerofkF with which

a given diagram scales:

� forevery propagatora factorM =k2F ,

� forevery loop integration a factorofk5F =M ,

� forevery n-body vertex with 2iderivativesa factork2iF =(M �2i+ 3n� 5),

where�isthebreakdown scaleofthetheorywhich isdeterm ined bythephysicsnotincluded

in the EFT (such as the m ass ofa heavy exchanged particle). Thus,kF has to be m uch

sm allerthan �,which isjustthecaseforlow density system swith short-rangeinteractions

where� / k3F � 1=a3s � �3.In theabovepowercountingrules,theexternalm om entum k in

�� isalsocountedasorderkF .Thisisappropriate,sincetheexternalm om entum isconverted

to kF ifobservables like the energy density orquasiparticle propertiesare calculated. All

properself-energy diagram shave an overallfactorofthe Ferm ienergy k2F =(2M )which we

suppress in the labeling ofdi�erent orders. The leading ordercontribution then startsat

O (kF =�).Asa consequence,theexpansion of�
� reads:

��(k0;k)= ��
1 + ��

2(k0;k)+ ��
3(k0;k)+ :::; (6)

wherethelowerindex indicatesthecorrespondingpowerofkF =�.In ahom ogeneoussystem

��(k0;k)dependsonly on k = jkj.Theexpressionsfortheself-energy through O ((kF =�)
2)

fork0 = k2=(2M )(som etim escalled \on shell")were �rstcalculated by Galitskii[18].The

generalexpressionsforarbitrary k0 were obtained in Ref.[20].Forcom pleteness,we quote

theon-shellexpressionsfor��
1
and ��

2
which willbeneeded lateron:

��
1 =

k2F

2M
(g� 1)

4

3�
(kF as); (7)

Re��
2(

k2

2M
;k)=

k2F

2M
(g� 1)(kF as)

2
4

15�2

1

v

�

11v+ 2v5ln

�
�
�
�

v2

v� 1

�
�
�
�

� 10(v2 � 1)ln

�
�
�
�

v+ 1

v� 1

�
�
�
�� (2� v

2)5=2ln

�
�
�
�

1+ v
p
2� v2

1� v
p
2� v2

�
�
�
�

�

; (8)

0< k < kF : Im ��
2
(k2

2M
;k)= (g� 1)

k2F

4�M
(kF as)

2(1� v
2)2; (9)

kF < k <
p
2kF : Im ��

2
(k2

2M
;k)= (1� g)

k2F

15�M
(kF as)

2
1

v

�

5v2 � 7+ 2(2� v
2)5=2

�

;(10)

2 Thissym m etry factorism osteasily obtained by resolving the Hugenholtz verticesin Fig.1 into vertices

with direct and exchange contributions. For a Hugenholtz diagram with n vertices this substitution

generates2n new diagram s. Now identify the sym m etry factorthatcorrectsfor the double counting of

topologically equivalentdiagram sam ong the 2n diagram s.
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(1)

+�

(2)

+�

(3)

+�

(4)

+�

(5)

+�

(6)

+�

(7)

+�

(8)

+	

(9)

FIG .2: Hugenholtzdiagram scontributingto��
3(k0;k).Solid linesindicatenoninteractingferm ion

propagator (5),while dotted lines indicate am putated ferm ion propagators. The expressions for

the verticesaregiven in Fig.1.

with v = k=kF .Iftheim aginary partsin Eqs.(9)and (10)areexpanded around theFerm i

surface atv = 1,the �rstnonvanishing contribution occursatO ((1� v)2)asrequired by

Luttinger’s generaltheorem [21]. In the next section,we calculate the proper self-energy

contribution ��
3
atO ((kF =�)

3)fork0 = k2=(2M ).Aswe willshow in Section IV,only the

on-shellvalueof��
3
isrequired forthequasiparticleproperties.

III. P R O P ER SELF-EN ER G Y AT O ((kF =�)
3)

In this section,we calculate the contribution to the proper self-energy at O ((kF =�)
3):

��
3
.��

(3)
(k0;k)isgiven by theninediagram sin shown Fig.2.W ewillom itthecalculational

detailsinthissectionandshow asam plecalculationofdiagram (7)inAppendixA.Diagram s

(1)to (3)vanish when evaluated.Diagram s(4)and (5)can be related to the derivative of

��
2
(k0;k)with respectto k0:

��
3(4)

(k0;k)+ ��
3(5)

(k0;k)= � ��
1

@��
2
(k0;k)

@k0

�
�
�
�
�
k0=

k2

2M

: (11)

They do notcontribute thequasiparticle propertiesatO ((kF =�)
3)aswillbe shown in the

nextsection.Diagram s(8)and (9)can beevaluated analyticallyand givepurely realresults.

Fordiagram s(6)and (7),wecould notobtain analyticalresults;instead wehavesim pli�ed

theanalyticalexpressionsasfaraspossibleand calculated them num erically usingtheVegas

M onteCarlo integration routine[22].Below,wegiveparam etrizationsforthecontributions

ofdiagram s(6)and (7)to ��
3
from a �tto thenum ericalresults.W ehave�tted theresults

fordi�erentexternalm om entak topolynom ialsin (kF � k)in an expansion around theFerm i

surface.W ehavetruncated theexpansion attheorderin (kF � k)atwhich adding another

term doesnotim provethe�2 ofthe�tanym ore.Accordingtothiscriterion apolynom ialof
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seventh degreeissu�cientfortherealparts,whiletheim aginary partsrequireapolynom ial

ofninth degree in (kF � k). The resultsforthe contributionsto the properself-energy at

O ((kF =�)
3)are:

Re��
3(6)(

k2

2M
;k) =

k2F

2M
(g� 1)(g� 3)

23

�3
(kF as)

3

�

0:5908� 0:8829(1� v)

+0:2140(1� v)2 + 3:7284(1� v)3 � 2:7392(1� v)4

� 4:7509(1� v)5 + 7:0977(1� v)6 � 2:6709(1� v)7
�

; (12)

Re��
3(7)

(k2

2M
;k) =

k2F

2M
(g� 1)

23

�3
(kF as)

3

�

0:7811+ 1:0589(1� v)

+0:4160(1� v)2 + 1:9942(1� v)3 � 3:1936(1� v)4

� 4:8352(1� v)5 + 9:6964(1� v)6 � 4:1846(1� v)7
�

; (13)

Re��
3(8)

(k2

2M
;k) =

k2F

2M

(g+ 1)

�
(kF ap)

3

�
1

5
+
1

3
v
2

�

; (14)

Re��
3(9)

(k2

2M
;k) =

k2F

2M

(g� 1)

2�
k
3

F a
2

srs

�
1

5
+
1

3
v
2

�

; (15)

Im ��
3(6)

(k2

2M
;k) =

k2F

2M

16(g� 1)(g� 3)

�2
(kF as)

3

��

� 0:0065(1� v)2 � 1:0778(1� v)3

+5:2913(1� v)4 � 13:0528(1� v)5 + 18:7234(1� v)6

� 15:4468(1� v)7 + 6:7036(1� v)8 � 1:1653(1� v)9
�

�(1� v)

+

�

� 0:0700(1� v)2 � 5:3866(1� v)3 � 84:0177(1� v)4

� 721:4519(1� v)5 � 3546:7045(1� v)6 � 9902:6272(1� v)7

� 14617:8867(1� v)8 � 8855:7811(1� v)9
�

�(v� 1)

�

; (16)

Im ��
3(7)

(k2

2M
;k) =

k2F

2M

8(g� 1)

�2
(kF as)

3

��

� 0:3835(1� v)2 + 3:1281(1� v)3

� 7:1868(1� v)4 + 12:1392(1� v)5 � 16:3114(1� v)6

+14:4972(1� v)7 � 7:2813(1� v)8 + 1:5639(1� v)9
�

�(1� v)

+

�

0:3715(1� v)2 + 8:0530(1� v)3 + 77:9691(1� v)4

+532:4357(1� v)5 + 2237:8794(1� v)6 + 5462:8759(1� v)7

+7100:2592(1� v)8 + 3791:8271(1� v)9
�

�(v� 1)

�

; (17)

Im ��
3(8)

(k2

2M
;k) = 0;

Im ��
3(9)

(k2

2M
;k) = 0; (18)
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wherev = k=kF .In Eqs.(12),(13),(16),and (17),wegivethenum ericalconstantsto four

decim alplacestoensurethattheparam etrizationsdi�erfrom theexactnum ericalvaluesby

lessthan 1% . Also,note thatthe param etrizationsforthe im aginary partsstartwith the

(1� v)2 term and satisfy Luttinger’stheorem [21]by construction.

IV . Q U A SIPA RT IC LE P R O P ERT IES

Theelem entary excitationsoftheinteracting system correspond to theparticleand hole

excitationsofthenoninteracting Ferm igas,and arereferred to asquasiparticlesand quasi-

holes,respectively. Inform ation aboutthe properties ofquasiparticles is contained in the

properself-energy ��(k0;k).ThesingularitiesofthefullGreen’sfunction (4)determ inethe

excitation energies�k ofthesystem and theircorresponding widthsk.In thequasiparticle

approxim ation,thefullGreen’sfunction (4)can bewritten as

G(k0;k)=
Z

k0 � �k � ik
+ regularterm s; (19)

whereZ isthewavefunction renorm alization.To determ ine�k and k,wehaveto solvethe

equation:

�k + ik �
k2

2M
� ��(�k + ik;k)= 0; (20)

whilethewavefunction renorm alization Z isgiven by

Z
� 1 = 1�

@��(k0;k)

@k0

�
�
�
�
�
k0= �k+ ik;k= kF

: (21)

The e�ective m ass M � ofthe quasiparticle is de�ned using the group velocity ofa quasi-

particle state at the Ferm isurface;that is the slope ofthe excitation energy at p = kF

[9]:

M
� = kF

�
@�k

@k

�
�
�
�
k= kF

�� 1

: (22)

The e�ective m asscan be extracted from the heatcapacity ofthe system in the zero tem -

peraturelim it[9]:

CV

V
=
k2B TM

�kF

3
as T ! 0 : (23)

Various other observables can be com puted from these results as well. The chem icalpo-

tential� describesthe m inim alenergy required to add an additionalparticle to a system .

Consequently,itisgiven by thequasiparticleexcitation energy attheFerm isurface:

� = �kjk= kF : (24)

Another observable,which allows a sim ple check ofthe calculated excitation energies,is

the energy perparticle.Onecan com pute theenergy perparticle directly from the proper

self-energy ��(p0;p).Itiseasier,however,to usetherm odynam icalidentities.Thechem ical

potentialatzero entropy S isrelated to theexactground-stateenergy E by thetherm ody-

nam icidentity:

� =

�
@E

@N

�

V

at S = 0 : (25)
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Integrating thisequation ata constantvolum eV and zero entropy gives:

E =

Z
N

0

dN 0
�(S = 0;V;N 0): (26)

Since the N dependence of� is hidden in the Ferm im om entum kF through the relation

kF = (6�2N =gV )1=3,theenergy perparticleiseasily evaluated by m ultiplying each term in

thechem icalpotentialoforder(kF )
� by a factorof3=(3+ �).

To obtain allthese quantities,we solve Eq.(20)perturbatively in kF =�. W e therefore

expand �k and k in powersofkF =� aswell:

�k = �k;0 + �k;1 + �k;2 + :::;

k = k;0 + k;1 + k;2 + :::: (27)

Inserting Eqs.(6)and (27)into Eq.(20)and requiring Eq.(20)to hold forevery orderin

kF =�,we obtain the m atching equations. The solutions through order(kF =�)
2 were �rst

obtained by Galitskii[18](seealso Ref.[9]).Forcom pleteness,wequotetheirresults:

�k;0 =
k2

2M
; k;0 = 0;

�k;1 = ��
1; k;1 = 0;

�k;2 = Re��
2(

k2

2M
;k); k;2 = Im ��

2(
k2

2M
;k): (28)

AtO ((kF =�)
3)we�nd theequation:

�k;3 + ik;3 = ��
3
(k2

2M
;k)+ ��

1

@��
2(k0;k)

@k0

�
�
�
�
k0=

k2

2M

: (29)

Then thethird ordercontribution to�p and p isjustgiven by thesum ofrealand im aginary

partsofthediagram s,respectively:

�k;3 = Re��
3(6)

(k2

2M
;k)+ Re��

3(7)
(k2

2M
;k)+ Re��

3(8)
(k2

2M
;k)+ Re��

3(9)
(k2

2M
;k); (30)

k;3 = Im ��
3(6)

(k2

2M
;k)+ Im ��

3(7)
(k2

2M
;k): (31)

Therealand im aginary partsofquasiparticleenergy and width in unitsoftheFerm ienergy

E F = k2F =2M up to order(kF =�)
3 areshown in Figs.3 and 4,respectively.Asan exam ple,

we have chosen the param eterskF as = kF ap = kF rs = 0:5 and g = 4.The width k shows

thebehaviorpredicted by theLehm ann representation,thatisk > 0fork < kF and k < 0

fork > kF .Ourresultsagreequalitatively with thepreviousincom pletecalculation ofBund

and W ajntal[19]wheretheparticle-holeand e�ectiverangecontributionswereom itted.For

those contributions forwhich a detailed com parison ispossible,quantitative agreem ent is

obtained aswell.

Using Eqs.(28,30,31),wecan im m ediately calculatethethird ordercontributionsto the

abovem entioned observables.Asthee�ectivem assM � isproportionalto theinverseofthe

slopeoftheexcitation energy attheFerm isurface,weneed thecom pleteresultfor�k up to

order(kF =�)
3:

M �

M
=

�

1+ (g� 1)
8

15�2
(kF as)

2(1� 7log2)+
(g+ 1)

3�
(kF ap)

3 +
(kF as)

2kF rs

6�
(g� 1)

+0:11(g� 1)(g� 3)(kF as)
3 � 0:15(g� 1)(kF as)

3

�� 1

(32)
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FIG .3: Thequasiparticleenergy �p in unitsoftheFerm ienergy E F up to order(kF =�)
0 (dotted

line), (kF =�)
1 (dashed line), (kF =�)

2 (dash-dotted line), and (kF =�)
3 (solid line) for kF as =

kF ap = kF rs = 0:5 and g = 4.
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FIG .4: The quasiparticle width p in unitsofthe Ferm ienergy E F up to order(kF =�)
2 (dash-

dotted line)and up to order(kF =�)
3 (solid line)forkF as = kF ap = kF rs = 0:5 and g = 4.

In orderto check ourcalculation,wecalculatethethird ordercontribution to thechem ical

potentialandtheenergyperparticle.AccordingtoEq.(24),thecontribution tothechem ical

potentialatO ((kF =�)
3)isgiven by:

�(3) =
k2F

2M

�

(g� 1)
4

15�
(kF as)

2
kF rs + (g+ 1)

8

15�
(kF ap)

3
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+(g� 1)f0:20+ (g� 3)0:15g(kF as)
3

�

: (33)

Thethird ordercontribution to theenergy perparticleisthen given by:

�
E

N

�

(3)

=
k2F

2M

�

(g� 1)
1

10�
(kF as)

2
kF rs + (g+ 1)

1

5�
(kF ap)

3

+(g� 1)f0:076+ (g� 3)0:057g(kF as)
3

�

; (34)

which isin good agreem entwith previousresults[12,13,14,15].

Finally,we also calculate the wave function renorm alization Z de�ned in Eq.(21).3 It

isrelated to thediscontinuity in the m om entum distribution attheFerm isurface[23].W e

obtain forZ(kF ):

Z(kF )
� 1 = 1�

4(g� 1)

�2
log2(kF as)

2

+
8(g� 1)

�3
f0:184� (g� 3)0:224g(kFas)

3
: (35)

W e used the results ofSartor and M ahaux [20]for the occupation num bers to obtain an

analyticalexpression forthesecond orderterm .W everi�ed thisresultnum erically.Atthird

order,theresultswerecom puted num erically.

V . SU M M A RY A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaper,we have perform ed the �rstcom plete calculation ofthe the quasiparticle

excitation energiesand widthsin the dilute Ferm igasto order(kF =�)
3. In orderto check

ourcalculation,we have derived and com pared the chem icalpotentialand the energy per

particleat(kF =�)
3 to previousresults.

Thecalculation hasbeen carried outusing an EFT fordiluteFerm isystem s[15].Using

dim ensionalregularization with m inim alsubtraction the power counting in this EFT is

particularly sim ple. Allloop m om enta are converted to Ferm im om enta which leads to a

fully perturbativeexpansion.Thisisin contrasttopreviouscalculations[12,13,14].There,

am oregeneralsetofdiagram shad tobe�rstsum m ed and then expanded with caretoavoid

double counting. The EFT approach iscontrolled and allowsforsystem atic im provem ents

by sim ply going to the nextorderin the powercounting. Errorscan be estim ated reliably

using dim ensionalanalysisand errorplots.

To order(kF =�)
3 ,no three-body inputisrequired.AtO ((kF =�)

4),however,a contact

three-body interaction enters. W ithout the three-body term ,the logarithm ic divergence

appearing atthisordercan notberenorm alized [15].A com plete calculation oftheenergy

density to thisorderisin progress[25].

3 Note that Z depends on the representation of�elds and is not an observable in the usualsense. See

Ref.[24]for a related discussion on the representation dependence ofthe m om entum distribution. W e

quoteZ in thestandard representation of�eldsin which no interaction term sproportionalto theclassical

equation ofm otion areincluded.Thisrepresentation isequivalentto the Ham iltonian used in Ref.[20].

11



Theextension ofthepresentEFT to thenuclearm atterproblem isnotstraightforward.

The breakdown scale issetby the lowestm om entum scale in the e�ective rangeexpansion

which isoforder10 M eV fornuclearm atterbecauseofthelargeS-wavescattering lengths.

Sim ilarproblem sariseforatom icsystem sneara Feshbach resonance.Forscattering in the

vacuum ,theappropriatepowercounting to dealwith thelargescattering lengthsisknown

[26,27].Itrequiresto sum allC0 interactionswhich fortwo-particlenonrelativisticscatter-

ing sim ply involves sum m ing a geom etric series. At�nite density,the diagram sinvolving

only C0 vertices are not easily sum m ed because both particles and holes are present. To

m ake theproblem tractable,an additionalordering schem e such asthehole-lineexpansion

in thestandard nuclearphysicsapproach isneeded.W hetherthehole-lineexpansion can be

justi�ed in EFT using powercounting argum entsrem ainsto beseen.An interesting possi-

bility isto exploitthe geom etry ofintersecting Ferm ispheresinherentin the �nite density

loop integralswhich leadstoan expansion in 1=D whereD isthespacetim edim ension [28].

Furtherm ore,an expansion in theinverse spin-isospin degeneracy g = 4 m ightprove useful

[29].Thenuclearm atterproblem providesadditionalchallenges.SincekF � 270 M eV,the

pion exchange islong rangeand cannotbe treated within a purely shortrange EFT.Both

the large scattering length problem and the inclusion ofthe long range pion exchange are

im portantquestionsto beaddressed by futurework.

Recent progress in the �eld ofcold Ferm igases [16,17]also opens the possibility of

applications ofEFT m ethods in the physics ofcold ferm ionic atom s. In the case ofcold

bosons, EFT m ethods have already been applied successfully to a num ber of processes

[30,31,32,33].
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A P P EN D IX A :P R O P ER SELF-EN ER G Y IN T EG R A LS

W e illustrate the calculation ofthe self-energy diagram sin Section IIIby applying the

Feynm an rules to diagram (7) from Fig.2. This diagram has a sym m etry factor of1=4.

Thus,oneobtainsthefollowing expression:

��
3(7)

(~p)= (� iC0)
3
i

4

4(1� g)

(2�)12

Z

d
4
k

Z

d
4
q

Z

d
4
li

5
G 0(~k)G 0(~p� ~q)G0(~k+ ~q)G 0(~p� ~l):(A1)

Afterperform ing thecontourintegrationswehave:

��
3(7)(~p) = C

3

0

g� 1

(2�)9

Z

d
3
k

Z

d
3
q

Z

d
3
l

"
2�(k� kF )�(jk + lj� kF )�(jp � lj� kF )�(kF � jk + qj)�(kF � jp � qj)

(po + !k � !k+ q � !p� q � i�)(!k+ q � !k+ l� !p� l+ !p� q + i�)

�
�(k� kF )�(kF � jk + lj)�(kF � jp � lj)�(kF � jk + qj)�(kF � jp � qj)

(po + !k � !k+ l� !p� l� i�)(po + !k � !k+ q � !p� q � i�)
(A2)

�
2�(kF � k)�(jk + lj� kF )�(jp � lj� kF )�(kF � jk + qj)�(kF � jp � qj)

(po + !k � !k+ l� !p� l+ i�)(!k+ l� !k+ q + !p� l� !p� q � i�)

+
�(kF � k)�(jk + lj� kF )�(jp � lj� kF )�(jk + qj� kF )�(jp � qj� kF )

(po + !k � !k+ l� !p� l+ i�)(po + !k � !k+ q � !p� q + i�)

#

:

By setting thisexpression on-shell(thatisp0 = p2=(2M ))and an appropriate substitution

to dim ensionlessvariablesusing

k = kF u; q = kF
1

2
(v � u � 2t); l= kF

1

2
(v � u � 2r); p = kF v ; (A3)

Eq.(A2)can besim pli�ed signi�cantly:

��
3(7)(~p) =

C 3
0
M 2k5F (g� 1)

(2�)9

Z

d
3
u

Z

d
3
t

Z

d
3
r

"
2�(u � 1)�(js� rj� 1)�(js� rj� 1)�(1� js� tj)�(1� js+ tj)

(2q2 � 2t2 � i�)(2t2 � 2r2 � i�)

�
�(u � 1)�(1� js� rj)�(1� js� rj)�(1� js� tj)�(1� js+ tj)

(2q2 � 2r2 � i�)(2q2 � 2t2 � i�)
(A4)

�
2�(1� u)�(js� rj� 1)�(js� rj� 1)�(1� js� tj)�(1� js+ tj)

(2q2 � 2r2 � i�)(2r2 � 2t2 � i�)

+
�(1� u)�(js� rj� 1)�(js� rj� 1)�(js� tj� 1)�(js+ tj� 1)

(2q2 � 2r2 + i�)(2q2 � 2t2 + i�)

#

:

W econsideronly the�rstterm in thesquarebrackets:

I1 =

Z

d
3
u

Z

d
3
t

Z

d
3
r
2�(u� 1)�(js� rj� 1)�(js� rj� 1)�(1� js� tj)�(1� js+ tj)

(2q2 � 2t2 � i�)(2t2 � 2r2 � i�)
;(A5)

where the constantoverallprefactorin Eq.(A4)hasbeen dropped. By analyzing the step

function,wecan rewritetheintegralas

I1 = 8�3
Z

1

� 1

dx

Z 1

1

du

Z
1

0

dz

Z z� (s;z)

0

dt

Z
1

0

dy

Z 1

z+ (s;y)

dr
u2t2r2�(1� s)

(q2 � t2 � i�)(t2 � r2 + i�)
;(A6)
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with

z� (s;z)= � sz+
q

1� s2(1� z2): (A7)

Theintegraloverr containsa linearly divergentterm which can beseparated by writing

Z 1

z+ (s;y)

dr
r2

t2 � r2 + i�
=

Z 1

0

dr
r2

t2 � r2 + i�
+

Z z+ (s;y)

0

dr
r2

t2 � r2 + i�
: (A8)

Theultravioletdivergence iscontained in the�rstterm on theright-hand sideofEq.(A8).

In dim ensionalregularization with m inim alsubtraction the lineardivergence issubtracted

autom atically and the�nitepartofthisterm ispurely im aginary.Thus,wecan writeI1 as:

I1 = 8�3
Z

1

� 1

dx

Z 1

1

du

Z
1

0

dz

Z
z� (s;z)

0

dt
u2t2�(1� s)

(q2 � t2 � i�)

�

�
i�t

2

�

(A9)

� 8�3
Z

1

� 1

dx

Z 1

1

du

Z
1

0

dz

Z z� (s;z)

0

dt

Z
1

0

dy

Z z+ (s;y)

0

dr
u2t2r2�(1� s)

(q2 � t2 � i�)(t2 � r2 + i�)
:

Separating the realand im aginary part ofthis integraland som e further straightforward

m anipulationslead to expressionsthatcan beintegrated num erically.Therem aining term s

in thesquarebracketsin Eq.(A4)aretreated analogously.
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