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D ensity functionaltheory for ferm ions close to the unitary regim e
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W e consider interacting Ferm isystem sclose to the unitary regim e and com pute the corrections

to the energy density that are due to a large scattering length and a sm alle�ective range. O ur

approach exploitstheuniversality ofthedensity functionaland determ inesthecorrectionsfrom the

analyicalresults for the harm onically trapped two-body system . The corrections due to the �nite

scattering length com parewellwith theresultofM onteCarlo sim ulations.W ealso apply ourresults

to sym m etric neutron m atter.

PACS num bers:03.75.Ss,03.75.H h,05.30.Fk,21.65.+ f

Ultracold ferm ionic atom gases have attracted a lot

ofinterest since Ferm idegeneracy was achieved by De-

M arco and Jin [1]. These system sare in the m etastable

gasphase,asthree-body recom binationsare rare. M ost

interestingly,thee�ectivetwo-body interaction itselfcan

be controlled via externalm agnetic �elds. This m akes

it possible to study the system as it evolves from a

dilute Ferm i gas with weak attractive interactions to

a bosonic gas of diatom ic m olecules. This transition

from a superuid BCS state to Bose Einstein conden-

sation (BEC)hasbeen thesubjectofm any experim ental

[2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12]and theoreticalworks

[13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23].

Atthe m idpointofthis transition,the two-body sys-

tem has a zero-energy bound state,and the scattering

length diverges.Ifotherparam etersasthee�ectiverange

oftheinteractioncan beneglected,theinterparticlespac-

ing becom esthe only relevantlength scale.Thisde�nes

theunitary lim it.In thislim it,theenergy density ispro-

portionalofthatofa freeFerm igas,theproportionality

constantdenoted by �. Close to the unitary lim it,cor-

rectionsaredueto a �nite,largescattering length a and

a sm alle�ective range r0 ofthe potential. W ithin the

localdensity approxim ation (LDA),the energy density

isgiven as

E[�]= EFG

�

� +
c1

a�1=3
+ c2r0�

1=3

�

: (1)

Here,

EFG [�]=
3

10

�
3�

2
�2=3 ~

2

m
�
5=3

(2)

istheenergy density ofthefreeFerm igas.Theuniversal

constant� hasbeen com puted by severalauthors.M onte

Carlo calculationsby Carlson etal. [21],Astrakharchik

etal.[22],and by Bulgacetal.[23]agreewellwith each
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other and yield � � 0:44 � 0:01,� � 0:42 � 0:01,and

� � 0:42,respectively.A calculation by Steele[24]based

on e�ective �eld theory yields � = 4=9,while an appli-

cation ofdensity functionaltheory (DFT)[25,26]yields

� � 0:42 [27]. O ther calculations deviate considerably

from these results. Heiselberg [19]obtained � = 0:326,

while Baker [28]found � = 0:326 and � = 0:568 from

di�erentPad�e approxim ationsto Ferm igasexpansions.

Engelbrechtetal.[29]obtained � = 0:59 in a calculation

based on BCS theory,while a very recentM onte Carlo

sim ulation by Lee [30]yields � � 0:25. The experim en-

talvalues are � � 0:74� 0:07 [6],� = 0:51� 0:04 [12],

� � 0:7 [4],� = 0:27
+ 0:12
�0:09 [9].The constantc1 in Eq.(1)

has also been determ ined. The M onte Carlo results by

Chang etal. [31]and by Astrakharchik etal. [22]yield

c1 � � 0:28 [32]and are very close to Steele’sanalytical

result [24]. W e are not aware ofany estim ate for the

constantc2 in Eq.(1) that concerns the correction due

to a sm alle�ective range.Itisthe purpose ofthiswork

to �llthisgap.Thisisparticularly interesting asexper-

im ents also have controlover the e�ective range. Note

that the regim e ofa large e�ective range has recently

been discussed by Schwenk and Pethick [20].

In this work,we determ ine the coe�cientsc 1,and c2

via density functionaltheory. Recallthat the density

functionalissupposed to beuniversal,i.e.itcan beused

tosolvetheN -ferm ion system foranyparticlenum berN ,

and forany externalpotential.Exploiting theuniversal-

ityofthedensityfunctional,theparam etersc1 and c2 can

beobtained from a �tto an analytically known solution,

i.e. the harm onically trapped two-ferm ion system [33].

This sim ple approach has recently been applied [27]to

determ ine the universalconstant�,and willbe followed

and extended below.

Let us briey turn to the harm onically trapped two-

ferm ion system . The wave function u(r) in the relative

coordinate r = r1 � r2 ofthe spin-singletstate is given

in term s ofthe parabolic cylinder function U (� ";r=�)

[33,34,35]. Here,"~! is the relative energy,and � =
p
~=(m !)denotesthe oscillatorlength. W e are dealing

with a short-ranged two-body interaction and quantize
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theenergy through theboundary condition attheorigin

@ru(r)

u(r)

�
�
�
�
r= 0

= kcot�; (3)

where ~2k2=m = "~!,and � denotes the s-wave phase

shift.Theevaluation ofEq.(3)fortheparaboliccylinder

function yields

p
2
�(3=4� "=2)

�(1=4� "=2)
=
�

a
�
r0"

2�
: (4)

Here,we haveem ployed the e�ective rangeexpansion of

the phase shift. Note thatEq.(4)isvalid forarbitrary

valuesofthe scattering length a and the e�ective range

r0.

As an introductory exam ple,we consider the case of

a dilute Ferm igas with a sm allvalue ofthe (positive)

scattering length a � � and zero range. W e expand

Eq.(4)around the energy ofthe noninteracting system

as" = 3=2+ �".The energy correction ful�lls�"� 1,

and we �nd

�"=

r
2

�

a

�
: (5)

The form ofthisresultsuggeststhatthe energy density

ofthe weakly interacting system isthatofthe noninter-

acting system plusthe term

�E[�]= c

�

a�
1=3

�
~
2

m
�
5=3

; (6)

which isdueto thescattering length.W ewantto deter-

m inethecoe�cientcin Eq.(6).RecallthatK ohn-Sham

DFT isvariational,and thatwearedealing with a sm all

perturbation a � �1=3.Thus,wecan insertthedensityof

thenoninteracting system �(r)= 2��3=2 ��3 e�r
2
=�

2

into

Eq.(6)and integrateoverallspace.Equating the result

with theenergy correction given by Eq.(5)yieldsc= �,

which isin fullagreem entwith m any-body perturbation

theory [36,37,38]. This result is not really surprising.

The interaction isa contactinteraction,and the energy

correction given by Eq.(6)isthe Hartree-Fock approxi-

m ation ofthisinteraction.Nevertheless,itisencouraging

thatthe sim ple DFT approach via the two-body system

yieldsa resultin agreem entwith m any-body theory.

Letusturn to thevicinity oftheunitary regim e.Con-

sider the case ofa large scattering length a � � and

zero range. W e expand Eq.(4) around the energy cor-

responding to the unitary regim e as" = 1=2+ �",and

�nd

�"= �

r
2

�

�

a
: (7)

Thisexpression suggeststhatthecorrectiontotheenergy

density �EFG isofthe form

�E 1[�]=
c1

a�1=3
EFG [�]: (8)
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FIG .1:Energyperparticle(in unitsofthefreeFerm igas)asa

function of(kFa)
�1

in thevicinity oftheunitary regim e.Solid

line:slope estim ated in thiswork;data points:M onte Carlo

resultsfrom Ref.[21](dots)and from Ref.[22](squares),re-

spectively.

W e insertthe exactdensity atthe unitary regim e,

�(r)=
4e�2(r=�)

2

�3=2�2r

r=�Z

0

dxe
x
2

=
2e�2r

2
=�

2

��2r
Er�(r=�) (9)

intothecorrectiongiven byEq.(8)and integrate.Equat-

ingtheresultwith theexactresult(7)yieldsc1 = � 0:244.

M onteCarlo calculationspredictc1 � � 0:28.O urresult

deviates only 13% from the results ofthe M onte Carlo

calculations(seeFig.1).Thedeviation isdueto thefact

thatthe sim ple functionalin Eq.(8) is the LDA ofthe

(unknown)exactdensityfunctional.G iven thesim plicity

ofourapproach,the estim ateisrem arkably accurate.

Letusconsiderthecorrectionsdueto a non-zeroe�ec-

tiveranger0 � �.Again,weexpand Eq.(4)around the

energy ofthe unitary regim eas"= 1=2+ �",and �nd

�"=
1

p
8�

r0

�
: (10)

Theform ofthisenergy correction im pliesthattheterm

�E 2[�]= c2r0�
1=3

EFG [�] (11)

has to be added to the energy density �EFG . For a de-

term ination ofthe coe�cient c 2,we insert the density

given by Eq.(9)in Eq.(11)and integrate. Com parison

oftheresultwith theexactresult(10)yieldsc2 = 0:142.

This is one ofthe m ain results ofthis work. W e esti-

m atethatthesystem aticerrorofthiscoe�cientisabout

5% -15% ,asthisisthe deviation by which the DFT esti-

m ates for� [27],and c1 deviates from the M onte Carlo

predictions [21,22]. The estim ate for c2 enables us to

discuss a sm all system atic correction of the universal

constant obtained from M onte Carlo calculations. Re-

callthat the M onte Carlo calculations[21]and [22]are

based on potentialswith a sm alle�ectiverangeofabout
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r0�
1=3 � 0:05,and r0�

1=3 = 0:01,respectively.Thissug-

gests thattheir predictions for the universalconstant�

involve a sm allpositive errorofaboutc2r0�
1=3 � 0:007

and c2r0�
1=3 � 0:001,respectively,which is within the

statisticalerrorofthese sim ulations.

W ealso tried to im provetheaccuracy ofourestim ates

forc1 and c2 by going beyond the LDA.The m ain idea

consists of adding gradient term s to the energy func-

tional,and to use K ohn-Sham DFT.The system atic in-

clusion ofthe nonlocalkinetic energy density in the en-

ergy functionalcan lead to im provem entsin the density

and energy spectrum [39,40]. Here,we follow a phe-

nom enologicalapproach. W e replace the functionalin

Eq.(1)by the functional

E[�]= �E�[�]+
c1

a�1=3
Ea[�]+ c2(r0�

1=3
)Er0[�]: (12)

Here

E�[�]=
~
2

m

0

@
f�

2

NX

j= 1

jr �jj
2
+ (1� f�)

3

10
(3�

2
)
2

3 �
5

3

1

A ;

(13)

and sim ilar expressionswith param etersfa and fr0 are

em ployed for the term s involving the scattering length

and thee�ectiverange,respectively.Notethatthefunc-

tional (1) is the Thom as-Ferm i approxim ation of the

functional(12),and that both functionals are identical

for f� = fa = fr0 = 0. Note also that the density-

dependentterm in Eq.(13)istheThom as-Ferm iapprox-

im ation ofthe corresponding gradient term . The pair

ofparam eters (�;f�) was determ ined in Ref.[27], and

the universalconstant � varies only very little when f�

is varied. This is very di�erent for the param eterpairs

(c1;fa) and (c2;fr0),as the energy obtained from inte-

gration ofthegradientterm in Eq.(13)di�ersbyafactor

of2.1 and 0.7,respectively from the energy ofthecorre-

sponding density-dependentterm .This�nding indicates

thatthefunctionalsEa[�]and Er0[�]exhibitconsiderable

�nite-size corrections(as the gradientterm s di�er from

their respective Thom as-Ferm ilim its for the two-body

system ).Forthisreason,wedonotusephenom enological

gradientcorrectionsforam oreaccuratedeterm ination of

the constantsc1 and c2.

Letusalsoinvestigatethedeep bound-statelim it("!

� 1 ) ofthe two-body system corresponding to a posi-

tivescattering length a � � and zero range.Taking this

lim itin Eq.(4),and noting that�(x + 1=2)=�(x)!
p
x

for x ! 1 ,we �nd that the binding energy is "~! =

� ~
2=(m a2).Thus,onecan trivially writedown theden-

sity functionalforthe system in thislim itas

EB [�]= �
~
2

2m a2
�; (14)

and the energy perparticleis� ~
2

2m a2
.Interestingly,this

valuecoincidesexactlywith the1=a2 correction thatBul-

gacand Bertsch [32]obtained from a �tto M onte Carlo

resultsclose to the unitary regim e,and itisabout20%
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FIG . 2: Energy per particle for sym m etric neutron m at-

ter as a function of the density. Full line: Friedm an-

Pandharipande [41]; dashed line: result from D FT;dotted

curve: Ferm i gas in unitary regim e. The inset shows the

D FT resultand includes�nite range corrections.

largerthan theanalyticalresultthatcan beinferred from

Steele’swork [24].

Finally,weapply Eq.(1)to neutron m atter,forwhich

a = � 18:3 fm and r0 = 2:7 fm .W edrop ther0�
1=3 term

in Eq.(1),asthiscorrection isonly sm allforvery sm all

densities. In Fig.2 we com pare ourresultsto the equa-

tion of state (EO S) by Friedm an-Pandharipande [41].

Note thatthatEO S isbased on a realisticHam iltonian,

which includes higher partialwaves and three-body in-

teractions.Recallthatourapproach islim ited tos-waves

and two-body interaction.The insetofFig.2 showsthe

com parison forvery sm alldensities;here,the correction

dueto thee�ectiverangeisincluded,and therestriction

to s-wavesisjusti�ed.W e notethatthe inclusion ofthe

e�ective range correction for values ofr0�
1=3 less than

0:6 im provesthe DFT result.

To sum m arize,we have considered interacting dilute

Ferm isystem sneartheunitary regim eand com puted the

correctionsto itsenergy density dueto a largescattering

length and a �nite e�ectiverangeofthetwo-body inter-

action.O urcalculationsarebased on theuniversality of

thedensity functional,and wedeterm ineitslocaldensity

approxim ation through com parison with exactresultsfor

the harm onically trapped two-ferm ion system . The cor-

rection duetothelargescatteringlength agreeswellwith

resultsfrom M onte Carlo calculationsand e�ective �eld

theory,while the correction due to the �nite range im -

plies a sm allsystem atic correction oforder 0.01 to the

universalconstant extracted from M onte Carlo results.

Thephenom enologicalinclusion ofgradientterm sisdif-

�cultdue to �nite-size corrections. W e also applied our

resultsto neutron m atter.
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