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T he application ofthe exact renom alisation group to am any—-ferm ion system w ith a short-
range attractive force is studied. W e assum e a sin ple ansatz for the e ective action w ih
e ective bosons, describing pairing e ects and derive a set of approxin ate ow equations for
the e ective coupling including boson and ferm ionic  uctuations. T he phase transition to a
phase w ith broken symm etry is found at a critical value ofthe running scale. Them ean— eld
resuls are recovered if boson-loop e ects are om itted. The calculations w ith two di erent
form s of the regulatorwas shown to lead to a sim ilar resuls.
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There is a grow Ing Interest In applying the Exact Renom alisation Group ERG) form alisn
to few — and m any-body system s [, I, I}, 1] when the underlying interaction is essentially non-—
perturbative. R egardless of the details all ERG based approaches share the sam e distinctive fea—
ture, a successive elin ination/suppression of som e m odes, resulting In e ective interaction betw een
the ram aining degrees of freedom [[1]. O ne speci ¢ way of in plem enting such a procedure is to
elim inate m odes by applying a m om entum -space blocking transform ation w ith som e physically
m otivated cuto . Thee ect ofvarying a cuto isdescribed by nonlinear ERG evolution equations,
which Include the e ect of the ellin inated m odes. By solving the ERG equations one can nd a
scale dependence of the coupling constants and thus determ ine a path in the space of Lagrangean
functionals. The ERG fom alism is closely linked to an other approach which hasbecom e increas—
Ingly popular In both few—and m any-body physics, E ective Field Theory E€FT).EFT is also
based on a ssparation of scales, ram ovalof som e (m ainly high-energy) degrees of freedom and use
the e ective degrees of freedom instead of the fiindam ental ones.

In a sense, EFT and ERG com plim ent each other. EFT can provide the guidance for xing
the Initial conditions and ERG can be used as an analytic m ethod to study the evolution of the
system as a function of som e generic scale param eter. T his is especially usefiil in the case of truly
non-perturbative problem s, w here there are no am all param eters one can expand in. T his situation
isquite com m on both In f&w —and m any-body problem . O ne notes that, although we w ill focus on
the system s consisting of nuclons, m any aspects of the follow ing discussion are relevant for the

other types of ferm ionic system s, egpecially ferm ionic atom s In traps.
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P robably the m ost in portant dynam ical feature of the nuckon-nuckon interaction is the un-
naturally large scattering length that m akes a perturbative expansion m eaningless both for free
nuckons and in nuclkar m atter. In addition, the presence of the Fermm i m om entum signals the
appearance of another scale which firther com plicates the use of any perturbative technigque. O ne
notes that the use of the perturbation theory for the twonuclon system In vacuum can be justi-

ed only for the hypothetical case of weakly interacting nuclkons w ith a an all scattering length .In
m edium , however, even a weak attraction between nuckonsm ay lad to the Intrinsically nonper—
turbative phenom enon, the super uidiy, characterised by rearrengem ent of the ground state and
appearance ofthe gap in the spectrum . T he ferm ions form correlared pairswhich, depending on the
strength ofthe interaction, m ay lead to di erent physicalregin es. Theweak coupling regine BC S
phase) corresponds to a pair w ith the spatial size m uch larger then the radius of the interaction
so that no actualbound twobody subsystem is form ed, whilke in the strong regin e corresponding
to the BoseE instein C ondensation BEC) the ferm ion pairs form com pact deeply bound two-body
states.

Tt would be an appealing to describe all these regin es by starting at a lJarge initial scale w ith
som e EFT m otivated e ective action and then run the scale down to the physical point w here the
scale param eter vanishes. T hus the results w ill depend on one physical param eter, the scattering
Jength of the nuclkon—nuclon interaction in free space.

T he ideal tool to treat this problem is provided by a variant of the ERG approach, based on
the average e ective action AEA) [1]. The AEA) is the generating fiinctional of the oneparticle
irreducihble (1P I) correlation function in the presence ofan infrared cuto scale k. Only uctuations
w ith m om enta larger then k are taken into acocount. Fork ! 0 all uctuations are ncluded and we
arrive at standard e ective action from which all physical correlation fiinctions can be extracted.

T he evolution equation for the AEA has the follow ing one-doop form
; h i
G = JTr @&R)(® R)T (1)

Here @ isthe second fiunctional derivative of the AEA taken w ith respect to all types of eld
Incluided in the action. and R is a requlator which should suppressthe contributions of states w ith
m om enta less than or ofthe order of running scale k. To recover the fiille ective action we require
R () to vanish ask ! 0, In other respects its form is rather arbitrary. T he concrete functional
form ofthe requlator hasno e ect on physical resulsprovided no approxin ations/truncations w ere
m ade. In practice, how ever, approxin ations/truncations are always required to render the system

of the evolution equations nite and solvable. T herefore, som e dependence on the functional form



of regulator is nevitable. T he sin plest way to estin ate this dependence is to solve the system of
evolution equations using several choices of regulators. O £ course, it does not garantee the fully
quantitative estin ate of the errors introduced but m ay at least give an idea about the size of the

corresponding uncertainty.

I. ANSATZ FOR

W e dem and that at high scale our theory be a purely fermm ionic theory w ith the contact inter—

action decsribed by the lagrangian
1 T T
Li= 2 Co Y2 2 )

Since we are Interested in the appearance of the correlated ferm ion pairs In a physicalground state,
we need to param etrise our e ective action in a way that can descrbe the qualitative change in
the physics when this occurs. A naturalway to do this is to Introduce a boson eld whose vacuum

expectation value VEV ) describes this correlated pair []At the start of the RG evolution, the
boson el isnot dynam icaland is Introduced through a Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation of
the fourpoint Interaction. A s we integrate out m ore and m ore of the ferm ion degrees of freedom

by running k to lower values, we generate dynam ical term s In the bosonic e ective action. In this
paperw e treat a sihgle goecies of ferm Jon . T he corresponding ansatz for the boson—ferm ion e ective

action can be w ritten as
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Here M is the mass of the farm ions In vacuum and the factor 1=2m i the boson kinetic term
is chosen sin ply to m ake Z, din ensionless. The couplings, the chem ical potential , the wave-
function renom alisations Z ; and the kineticm ass renom alisations Z, » allrun w ith on k, the
scale of the regulator.

The bosons are , in principle coupled to the chem ical potential via a quadratic tetm in , but
this can be absorbed into the potentialby de ning U = U 2z Y

W e expand this potential about itsm ininum , ¥ = ¢, so that the coe cients u ; are de ned



1 , 1 s
U ()= u+ up( o)+§uz( o)+gu3( 0)” + ;

where we have Introduced = Y . The phase of the system is determm ined by the coe cient u 7.

In the sym m etric phase we have = 0 so that the expansion takes the form
1 2
U()=1u+ u; +5u2 +

T he potential in the condensed phase can be sinpli ed to

1 2
U()=UO+§U2( 0) +

In ourcurrent work we shalltruncate thispotential at quartic order In the eld (oxder 2).How ever,
the fact that we de ne our coupling constants at the m Inim um ofthe potentialdoesm ean that we
need to consider the next term In the expansion. Thisw illallow usto treat the im plicit dependence
of the coe cientson (. W e treat the wave finction renomm alisation factor for the bosons in the

sam e way, expanding it about = g as
Z ()=1z¢+ 2z 1( o) +

T he other couplings and renom alisation factors can be treated sim ilarly.

The ferm ions are not dressed at this point and the bosons are jist auxiliary elds and so we
can assumethatZ K )= 1; Zy K)=1:

W e have a choice between follow ing the evolution for xed cham ical potential, and allow ing

to run so that the ferm ion density is kept xed. The region corresponding to a BoseE instein
condensate BEC) of tightly bound pairs corresoonds to negative valies of and is not accessble
to evolution at xed chem ical potential. W e therefore follow the evolution at xed densiy, n. In
this context it is convenient to de ne the Fermm im om entum , pr , corresponding to this density and

pE (3 ) ’ (I: ) 2 pE . (8)

T his connection between and pr only holds in the sym m etric phase, where does not run.

II. EVOLUTION EQUATIONS:GENERAL STRUCTURE

In this section we consider the general structure of the evolution equations. W e start by con—

sidering the sin pler case of evolution at constant chem ical potential. The boson potential U is

4)



obtained by evaluating the e ective action for uniform boson elds. It is given by

U = V—l4 @ 7 )
where V, is the volum e of spacetin e. Substituting our expansion of U, Eq. ), on the keft-hand
side leads to a set of ordinary di erential equations for the u, . W e choose to evolre ollow ing the
m ininum ofthe potential and use the expansion around them Ininum = (k) to de ne the u,,

asin Eq. ). In the symm etric phase, = 0, it gives the fllow ing set of equations

dup, @"

dk @n
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In the condensed phase we need to de ne the total derivative

d d @
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Acting on R"U=@R " with this (and taking the higher derivative term over to the LH S) gives a set
of equations, each of which is coupled to the coe cient of the next term through the evolution of

0r
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The coe cient u ;1 is special since it vanishes for the expansion around them Inin um . Im posing the

condiion u; k) = 0 gives an equation for the evolution of o,

d o Q
— = — U : 13
Uzdk a k 13)

=0

The coe cient u o provides Inform ation on the energy densiy ofm atter. It satis es the equation

dU.o .
a=@kU]=of (14)

w hich does not couple back into the other equations.

In the condensed phase, we could truncate our potential at quadratic order, as we do on the
right-hand sides of these equations, and sin ply set uz = 0 on the kft hand-side of the equation
foru, . However, a better approxin ation can be cbtained by substituting the exact form forus (k)
taken from the evolution w ith fermm ion loops only, as describbed in below . T his is the approach we
adopt here. It has the bene t of providing an approxin ation to u, k) and ¢ k) that becom es
exact in situations where boson loops can be neglected.

T he evolution of the boson wave-flinction renom alisation factor Z can be cbtained from

1 @ @2
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If we substitute our expansion, Eq. ), we get another set of coupled equations in the condensed

phase. Only the st of these is of interest w ithin our current truncation

d d 1 @ @2
0 g S0 = = @y : (16)
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Again, z 1 corresponds to a term beyond our current level of truncation and so we w ill take the

resul from ferm ion loops only. The evolution ofZ can also be deduced from

0z = - i &U ; a7
8 2e @
w hich gives
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=0
The evolution equations for the other couplings (Zn ;Zm ;2 ;Z4) can be derived in a sim ilar
m anner. However, In thispaperwe allow to run only Z , param eters in the potential and chem ical
potential since this is the m Inin al set needed to Include the e ective boson dynam ics and study
the BCSBEC crossover.

T he ferm ion num ber density is given by
n= — : 19)

T he evolution equation forn can be w ritten as

-, 80 ¢ Q.U 20)
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T he equations constructed so far describe the evolution at constant . If we want to follow

the evolution at constant density wemust allow  to run with k. In this case we de ne the total

derivative
d d @ d @
— = Ot — —+ — — e1)
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Applying thisto QU=@ at = g givesthe evolution equation forn
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w here we have introduced the ferm ion-num ber susogptibility

—_— 2U .
- — : (23)
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Ifn is kept constant (dn=dk = 0) this becom es

2zoﬁ+ 4 . & QU : (24)
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T his equation describes evolution of chem ical potential in the broken phase

T he ram aining set of evolution equations to be solved (In the broken phase) is
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w here we have de ned
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T he set ofevolution equations in sym m etric phase can easily be recoved using the fact that chem ical
potential does not run In sym m etric phase and that ¢ = 0. The kft-hand sides of these equations
contain a num ber of coe cients that lie beyond our current level of truncation, such as ,u 3 and
z 1. W e propose to replace these by their exact expressions obtained from evolution w ih ferm ion
loops only. The fom al derivation of the corresponding expressions w ill be considered In m ore

details below .

IIT. CHOICE OF CUT-OFF

In the bosonic sector, we take the regulator to be an additional quadratic tem , proportional
to Y (x) x%. I the representation used to w rite down the second derivatives above, it has the

m atrix structure

Ry @ik) 0 k?
Rp @k) = A ; Rg (@ik) = pe. f @=k); @31)

0 Rg @k)

wheref x)! lasx ! 0.



In the ferm jon case, our regulator should be positive for particle states @y F=2M > Z )
and negative for hok states @y =2M < Z ). It should suppress the contrbutions of states
w ith energies near . One easy way to ensure this would be to use the o -diagonal regulator and
SO generates an arti cialgap In the ferm ion spectrum around . However such a regulator could
not be used w ithout a Fermm i sea and so would not allow us to connect our results in m atter to

the Interaction between the fermm ions in vacuum . W e therefore choose our regulator to have the

structure
0 1
p SM@ PIRr @iprik) 0 C
Rr (@prik) = @ A ; (32)
0 son@ pP)Ry @pr ik)
w here we have introduced
s
Z 2M
p = —i (33)
Zy

the Fermm im om entum corresponding to the (running) valie of

T he function Ry (@;pr ;k) should suppress the contributions of states w ith m om enta near the
Fem isurface, 4§ @ j° k. Once a a Jarge gap has appeared in the form jon spectrum , there are
no low -energy ferm ion excitations and so the ferm ionic regulator plays little fiirther role. H ow ever,
w hile the gap is zero or am all, it is crucial that the sign of the regulator m atch that of the energy,
Zu F=2M Z ,and hence £ is which appears in the sign functions.

In order for to be sure that we are m atching onto the sam e bare NN interaction at the starting

scale K , the ferm ionic regulator should satisfy Ry (@;pr ;K )" Rr @ 0;K ).

IVv. DRIVING TERM S:POTENTIAL

In this section w e derive the evolution equations for the param eters ofthe potential. C alculating
the ferm ion propagator, multiplying by QxR r and taking the m atrix trace gives
h i

1 @) 1 2Err @prik) son@ p)GkRr @pr 7k)
— tr (@R R = : 34
w here
z
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T he poles in this propagator occur at

1P
P = 7 Err @prik)?+ 2: (36)




Atk =0 Ry = 0) in the condensed phase, these becom e

S

1

2
- Z_M 2.
®D ; o @ g) + % 37)

and so the gap in the fermm ion spectrum at g= pr is2 =2

T he corresponding boson m atrix trace can be worked out in a sin ilar way. P utting everything

together gives
Z 3
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The driving tem s in the evolution equations for the coe cients in our expansion, Eq.(l), are

obtained from the derivatives of @,U wih respect to = Y so that we get in the condensed
phase
Z
@ o5 &g Err
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K >z PBE = Sn@ p)e&Rr
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m
and sin ilarly for the second derivative of @ U with respect to = Y . The equations for the

couplings u; () In the both phases can be cbtained in a sin ilarway from the driving term s rem em —
bering that In the symm etric phase ( = (;u; 6 0). The driving term for the evolution of the
ferm ion num ber density is given by the derivative ofU w ith respect to . T he sign functions in the
ferm ion part of Eq. ) depend on  and so, In principle, di erentiating w ith respect to  could
generate surface term s. H ow ever the sign change occurs at precisely the point where Ex g vanishes
and hence such temm s do not arise. The resulting driving term vanishes in the sym m etric phase,

and so evolution at constant n and at constant are the sam e there.



For the evolution of in the condensed phase we get

@ z d3q (©)2
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V. DRIVING TERM S:7Z7

For the wave function renom alisation factor, Z , we need to consider

ground eld. The evolution ofZ isthen driven by

10
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we can w rite the relevant part of the evolution equation in the form
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A frer lengthly algebra one can cbtain in broken phase
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T he corresponding expression in sym m etric phase ollow s rather trvially.
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A s a check on this result, we note that u; contalnsa piece 2 Z . Hence we can also obtain
the evolution of Z from

@2
e e Q.U : 48)

=0

NI

Taking the partial derivative w ith respect to , as discussed at the end of the previous section, the

result we obtain agreeswith Eq. [l .

VI. FERM IONS ONLY

In orderto estin ate the e ects ofthe higherorder coe cients (u 3 etc) weussthe ERG equations
when boson loops are neglected. In this case the expressions sin plify considerably and the total
e ective potential can be calculated analytically. A 11the needed coe cients can then be expracted

by sin ple di erentiation. The RG equation for the e ective potential becom es

Z
&q Err
@U = 3 —— s;n@ Pp)ERr: (49)
@) E2 4+ 2
FR
(In the absence of boson uctations, we have Z = 1.) This can be rew ritten In the fom
z d3q q
_ 2 .
QU = Q 2 ) Efp + 2. (50)
and in m ediately Integrated to give
Z .
d3q "p 2 2 b 2 2l
U(; ;k)=0(; ;K) PBE Err @pr k) + Erg @priK )+ : (51)

W e have m ade explicit the dependence of the potential on the cheam ical potential

At our starting scale K , we take the potential to have the form

U(; JK)=wpK)+uK) : (52)

T he renom alised value ofu; K )can be deduced from the scattering length. To determ ineug K ),
we use the fact that at = 0 the physical potential is just that of a free Ferm i gas, m easured

relative to the chem ical potential:

Z d3
U0; i0)=2 ﬁEFR @pei0) @ (53)
and hence
Z Z
d3q d3q
u K )= (2—)3EFR(qipFi0) Q—PEFR(q;pF;K)gjn(q B): (54)
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T he physical potential (at k = 0) is then given by

Z 53 h i
d°g p
u(; ;0 = BE Ergr @pr;0) Err (@pri0)2+ 2

z
M 2 d3q 1

2
t = 3
4 a 2 @ ) Err @0;0)

: (55)

D i erentiating w ith respect to  and setting the derivative equalto zero, we nd that 2 atthe

m Ininum satis es

z " #
M 1 d’q 1 1
— 4+ = & P = 0: (56)
4a 2 @) Err(@0;0) Erg (@pr;0)2%+ 2
T his is exactly the gap equation used in Ref.1].
To get the num ber density of ferm ions, we can di erentiate U ( ; ;0) with respect to . This
gives
Z AL #
&q Err (@pr ;0)
n= P = Y))

— 1
@) tIE]:“R(qipF;O)Z‘l’ 2

In agreem ent w ith Ref. [1].

VII. INITIALCONDITION S

W e start our evolution at som e large, xed value for the cuto scale, K , and evolve down to
k = 0. Thisclarly requires som e Initial conditions on the param eters in oure ective action. Som e
constraints on these have already been m entioned in Sec.ll, butwenow tum to xing speci cvalues
for them . These should be derived from the known interactions between the particles in vacuum .
In the vacuum case, i is relatively straightforward to x the initial values for the param eters at
the starting scake K .

In m atter, the detem ination of our renom alised param eters is com plicated by the fact that our
ferm ionic cuto depends on the Ferm im om entum . T he values of param eters such as u1 (r ;K )
must thusdepend on pr aswellasK . Note that we assum e that our starting scale K issu ciently
large that allphysicale ectsoftheFerm isea have been com pletely suppressed by ourcuto . Hence
the dependence of the Initial param eters on pr is m erely to com pensate for the pr dependence
of our regularisation and renomm alisation procedures. For exam ple, In the case of a sin ple sharp
cuto ,them aximum mom entum nclided isK + pr In m atter instead ofK . It is thus particularly
In portant to correctly renomm alise uj for ;K ), sihce this quantity cancels a linear divergence and

so0 can be shiffed by a niteamount even forK ! 1 .
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O ne could introduce a cuto function that tends to a pr -ndependent form forK pr-How-—
ever In practice a m odi cation of the renom alisation procedure ism ore convenient. In the region
K Pr , we can ignore boson loops. The evolution of quantities such as uj r ;K ), us or ;K ),
Z (r;K)and Z, (Er ;K ) isthussin ilar to the vacuum case, exospt for the di erent cut-o . This
allow usto de neus r ;K ) to be

iK M 1 & 1
u e iK) L1 q ssnl@ m) o 58)

g? 4a 2 (2 ) Epr @0;0)0 Ergr (@priK)

T his expression can be thought of as being generated by the vacuum evolution using a m odi ed
cuto that Interpolates am oothly between Rr (O;pr ;k) fork pr and Ry (@;0;k) ork < pr. It
ensures that our renom alised param eter u; (or ;K ), de ned using Rr (@;pr ;k) for large k, corre—
soonds to the physical scattering length in vacuum .

The Initial values or us er ;K ), 2 (or ;K ) and Z, (or ;K ) can be determ ined using sim ilar
procedures, although this is not so crucial since these quantities do not contain linearly divergent
pieces and so all their pr -dependence is suppressed by powers of pr =K . O ne convenient choice is
to take their starting values to be zero at som e Jarge but nite scake K . An altermative is to require
that they tend to zeroasK ! 1 .

The initial condiion for the energy density ism ost conveniently expressed in term s ofwg which,
in the sym m etric phase, is sin ply given by the energy of a free Ferm igas, m easured relative to the

chem ical potential, and so its initial value is just
Z
3

ad
v ® ) = 2 E%ﬂwR@mm)@~ Q- (59)

V ITI. RESULTS

W e solve the evolution equations num erically with two types of cuto s. First, we use the

an oothed step-function type of requlator (called hereafter asRq)

k? k?
Rip = CvE 1@ miki ); Rip = o 1@k ) (60)
w here
g+ k g k
1@rk; )= Fﬂ.:) Erf(k—)+ Erf(k—) (61)

wih being a param eter determ ining the sharpness of the step.
Seocond, we use a sharp cuto function denoted R 5, chosen to m ake the calculations as sinple

aspossble

k2
MF=5;<&+pﬁ 4) +k @+ (k+p)+dF 28) @ p+k); (62)
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FIG . 1l: Num erical solutions to the evolution equations for in nite g and pr = 137 fmn, starting from
K = 16 fn '. W e show the evolution of all relevant param eters or the cases of ferm jon loops only (thin

lines), and of bosonic loops wih a running Z (thick lnes). A 1l quantities are expressed In appropriate

powersof fin 1.

Rop = k—2<k2 4 k : (63)
2m
Sim ilar boson requlator was used in Ref. 1] (see also Ref.[1]).

Aswe can see the ferm ion sharp cuto oonsists of two tem s which result in m odi cation of
the particle and hol propagators respectively. The hole term is furtherm odi ed to suppress the
contribution from the surface tem s, which m ay bring in the dangerous dependence of the requlator
on the cuto scak even at the vanishingly smallk. A s an exam ple, we focus on the param eters
relevant to neutron m atter: M = 4:76fm ‘;pr = 137fm ‘.

W e 1rst discuss the results obtained with the amooth cuto R ;. W e nd that the value of
the physical gap is practically independent of either the values of the w idth param eter  (varied
w ithin som e range) or the starting scake K provided K > 5fm !. The resuls of the calculations
are shown on Fig. 1. At starting scale the systam is in the sym m etric phase and rem ains in this
phase until u; hits zero at kepir / 12fm ! where the arti cial second order phase transition to
a broken phase occurs and the energy gap is formed. A Iready at k / 05 the running scale has
essentually no e ect on the gap. W e found very an all (on the kevelof 1% ) contrdbution to the gap
from the boson loops, due to cancellations between the direct contributions to the running of the
gap and indirect ones via uy. The boson loops play much m ore Im portant role in the evolution

ofu; and Z . In fact, they drive both couplings to zero at k ! 0 although at rather slow pace.
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FIG .2: Evolution of the chem ical potential

W e note however, that the e ect of the boson loops for the gap m ay still be m ore visbl if the
evolution of the other couplings is inclided. The resuls obtained for the gap correspond to the
case of the In nie negative scattering length. To study the BCSBEC crossover we have to solve
the evolution equation for a wider range of the scattering lengths, Including the positive values.
T he corresponding resuls for the evolution of chem ical potential as a function of the param eter
Pra are shown in Fig2. W hile the vacuum scattering length is lJarge and negative, the system is
n the BC S-lke phase w ith positive chem ical potential, whereas if the scattering length is chosen
to be large and positive re ecting the existence of a bound state near threshold the system ends
up being the collection of weakly overlaping tightly bound pairs w ith negative chem ical potential.

Now we tum to the results obtained with sharp cuto Fig3). One Inm ediate cbservation
is that that the results becom e starting scale independent as long as K > 5fm ! sin ilar to the
an ooth regulator case. H owever, the phase transition occurs at lower valies of the running scale
k'’ 0Jfm '. At approxinately k / 02fm ! the value of the gap becom es scale independent.
T he gap evolutions obtained w ith the an ooth and sharp regulators, being rather di erent at Inter—
m ediate scales, approach each otherw ith decreasing scale resulting In sin ilar values forthe physical
gap. This is an enocouraging resuls taking Into account that, although the exact results must be
Independent of the choice of the regulator, in practice it isnot garanteed. T he sam e conclusion also
holds for other quantities. T he couplingsZ and u, st grow w ith scale and then start decreasing
eventually com ing to zero. Cheam ical potential begins to decrease at the point of phase transition

1

and becom es scale independent at k ¥ 02fm . However, in this case the num erical values of

the chem ical potentials cbtained w ih di erent regulators di er by approxin ately 20% so that
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FIG . 3: Evolution of the param eters when the sharp cuto isused

this quantity ism ore sensitive to the details of e ective action and to the trancationsm ade. W e
note that the sharp regulator can also describe the BC S-BEC crossover, although gives som ew hat
an aller (negative) values of cham ical potential at pra > 1. Applying our approach to neutron
matter we nd a gap com parabl to r, of the order of 30 M €V . There is a sin ple explanation
for the sm aller values (see 1], Ll]or 11 ]) . The argum ent can be given m ost succinctly for weak

coupling, w here the gap satis es
= B=rep (D)oot @) : (64)

For nuckon-nuckon scattering, cot Increases relatively quickly w ith m om entum and the resulting
reduction in the gap is substantial. W e therefore expect that an extension of our approach to
nclude the e ective range should capture thisphysics. Indeed, ifthe \in-m edium " scattering length
is denti ed w ith the BetheG oldstone G m atrix calculated at zero energy but niemomenta [0]
then we obtain thegap / 8 M &V which is already com patible w ith the com m only acospted value.
O f course, this is only a crude estim ate and the proper calculations should be done using the
m om entum dependent part of the our-ferm ion interaction.

T here are several points where our approach could be in proved. W e have already m entioned
above the e ective range e ects. W e should also include running of all the couplings and treat
explicitly the particlke-hole channels RPA phonons) since these contain in portant physics. T hey
will allow us to rem ove the \F ierz am biguiy" associated w ith our bosonisation of the underlying
contact Interaction [1]. W e would lke to include the threebody force e ects, which are required

to satisfy the reparam etrisation invariance theorem []] and possbly the long-range forces. As
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to further applications we plan to explore the super uidity of the cold fermm ionic atom s in traps,
tem perature dependence of the BEC -BSC transitions and the form al relations of the ERG with
the otherm any-body approaches.
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