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W e consider interacting Fem i system s close to the unitary regim e and com pute the corrections
to the energy densiy that are due to a large scattering length and a sm all e ective range. Our
approach exploits the universality of the density functional and detem ines the corrections from the
analyical results for the ham onically trapped twobody system . T he corrections due to the nite
scattering length com pare wellw ith the result ofM onte C arlo sim ulations. W e also apply our resuls

to sym m etric neutron m atter.

PACS numbers: 03.75.5s,03.75Hh,0530Fk,21.654+ £

U tracold ferm ionic atom gases have attracted a lot
of interest since Ferm i degeneracy was achieved by D e-
M arco and Jin l]. T hese system s are In the m etastable
gas phase, as threebody recom binations are rare. M ost
Interestingly, the e ective twobody interaction itself can
be controlled via extemalm agnetic elds. This m akes
it possbl to study the system as it evolves from a
diluite Ferm i gas wih weak attractive interactions to
a bosonic gas of diatom ic m olecules. This transition
from a super uid BCS state to Bose E instein conden—
sation BEC ) hasbeen the sub fct ofm any experim ental
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At the m dpoint of this transition, the twobody sys—
tem has a zero-energy bound state, and the scattering
length diverges. Ifotherparam etersasthee ective range
ofthe Interaction can be neglected, the Interparticle spac—
Ing becom es the only relevant length scale. This de nes
the unitary 1m it. In this lin i, the energy density ispro—
portional of that of a free Fem igas, the proportionality
constant denoted by
rections are due to a nite, large scattering length a and
a sn all e ective range ry of the potential. W ithin the
local density approxim ation (LDA ), the energy densiy
isgiven as

Here,
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is the energy densiy ofthe free Ferm igas. The universal
constant hasbeen com puted by severalauthors. M onte

Carlo calculations by Carlson et al .], A strakharchik
etal .], and by Bulgac et al. .] agree wellw ith each
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. Close to the unitary lim i, cor-

other and yield 0:44 001, 042 001, and

0:42, respectively. A calculation by Steelell ] based
on e ective eld theory yields = 4=9, whilk an appli-
cation ofdensity finctionaltheory OFT) B0, vieds

042 .]. O ther calculations deviate considerably
from these results. Heiseberg .] obtained = 0:326,
while Baker .] found = 0326 and = 0568 from
di erent P ade approxin ations to Fermm i gas expansions.
Engebrecht et al .] obtained = 0:59 in a calculation
based on BCS theory, whilk a very recent M onte C arlo
sin ulation by Lee ] yields 025. The experim en—
tal valies are 074 o071, = o0s1 004,

07l = 027222 1. The constant ¢ in Eq. W)
has also been determ ined. The M onte Carlo resuls by
Chang et al. ] and by A strakharchik et al. ] yied
a 0:28.] and are very close to Steele’s analytical
result .]. W e are not aware of any estim ate for the
constant ; in Eq. M) that concems the correction due
to a an alle ective range. It is the purpose of this work
to Ilthisgap. This is particularly interesting as exper—
In ents also have control over the e ective range. Note
that the regin e of a large e ective range has recently
been discussed by Schwenk and Pethick 1.

In this work, we detemm ine the coe cientsc 1, and ¢,
via density functional theory. Recall that the density
functional is supposed to be universal, ie. it can be used
to solve the N —ferm ion system forany particle num berN ,
and for any extemalpotential. E xploiing the universal-
ity ofthe density functional, the param etersc; and ¢; can
be obtained from a tto an analytically known solution,
ie. the ham onically trapped two-ferm ion system .].
This sin ple approach has recently been applied .] to
determm ine the universal constant , and willbe followed
and extended below .

Let us brie y tum to the ham onically trapped two—
ferm jon system . The wave function u (r) in the relative
coordinate r = 1y » of the spin-singlet state is given
In tem s of the parabolic cylinder function U ( ";r= )
[!,.,.]. Here, "~! is the relative energy, and =

~=f ! ) denotes the oscillator length. W e are dealing
w ith a short—ranged two-body Interaction and quantize
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the energy through the boundary condition at the origin

Q.u (r)

u (r)

= koot ; 3)
r=0

where ~°k?=m = "~!, and denotes the s-wave phase
shift. The evaliation ofEq. ) forthe parabolic cylinder
function yields
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Here, we have em ployed the e ective range expansion of
the phase shift. Note that Eq. W) is valid for arbitrary
values of the scattering length a and the e ective range
Ip.

A s an Introductory exam ple, we consider the case of
a dilite Ferm i gas wih a gn all value of the (positive)
scattering length a and zero range. W e expand
Eqg. W) around the energy of the noninteracting system
as"= 3=2+ ". The energy correction ful lls " 1,
andwe nd

- 22 )

The form of this result suggests that the energy density
of the weakly interacting system is that of the noninter—
acting system plus the tem

E[]=c a 3 — >3; 6)

which is due to the scattering length. W e want to deter—
m ine the coe cient cin Eq. (). Recallthat K chn-Sham
DFT isvariational, and that we are dealng with a snall
perturbation a 1=3 | Thus, we can insert the density of
the noninteracting system () = 2 32 3e* =" mto
Eq. ) and integrate over all space. E quating the result
w ith the energy correction given by Eq. ) yiedsc= ,
which is n full agreem ent w ith m any-body perturbation
theory [, 0, B8], This resul is not really surprising.
T he Interaction is a contact interaction, and the energy
correction given by Eq. [l is the H artreeFock approxi-
m ation ofthis interaction. N evertheless, it isencouraging
that the smple DFT approach via the two-body system
yields a result in agreem ent w ith m any-body theory.
Let ustum to the viciniy ofthe uniary regin e. Con—
sider the case of a large scattering length a and
zero range. W e expand Eq. ) around the energy cor-
responding to the unitary regineas "= 1=2+ ", and
nd
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T hisexpression suggests that the correction to the energy

density Eg is of the form
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FIG .1: Energy perparticle (in unitsofthe free Fermm igas) asa
fiunction of kra) ' In the vicinity oftheunitary regim e. Solid
line: slope estim ated in this work; data points: M onte C arlo
resuls from Ref. 1] (dots) and from Ref. [11] (squares), re—
Spectively.

W e Insert the exact density at the uniary regin e,
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into the correction given by Eq. ) and integrate. E quat—
ingthe result w ith theexact result M) yieldsc, = 0244,
M onte C arlo calculations predict ¢ 028.O0urresult
deviates only 13% from the results of the M onte Carlo
calculations (see Fig.l) . T he deviation is due to the fact
that the sin ple finctionalin Eq. ) is the LDA of the
(unknow n) exact density finctional. G iven the sin plicity
of our approach, the estin ate is rem arkably accurate.
Let us consider the corrections due to a non—zero e ec—
tive range 1y . Again, we expand Eq. ) around the

energy of the unitary regineas "= 1=2+ ",and nd
1 o
"= p—8_ —: 10)

The orm ofthis energy correction in plies that the tem
Eol 1= or " Eeg ] an

has to be added to the energy density Eg . Fora de—
term ination of the coe cient c,, we Insert the density
given by Eq. ) n Eq. M@ and integrate. C om parison
ofthe result w ith the exact resut [l yvields o, = 0:142.
T his is one of the m ain results of this work. W e esti-
m ate that the system atic error ofthis coe cient is about

5% -15% , as this is the deviation by which the DFT esti-
m ates for ], and ¢ deviates from the M onte C arlo
predictions [, ]. The estim ate for ¢, enables us to
discuss a am all system atic correction of the universal
constant obtained from M onte Carlo calculations. Re-
call that the M onte Carlo calculations []] and 1] are
based on potentialsw ith a sm alle ective range of about



r 3 005,and 3 =3 = 001, respectively. T his sug—
gests that their predictions for the universal constant
nvole a am all positive error of about vy *=° 0007
and gry 3 0:001, respectively, which is within the
statistical error of these sim ulations.

W e also tried to In prove the accuracy of our estin ates
for ¢ and ¢, by going beyond the LDA . Them ain idea
consists of adding gradient tem s to the energy func-
tional, and to use Kohn-Sham DFT . The system atic in—
clusion of the nonlocal kinetic energy density in the en-—
ergy functional can lead to in provem ents in the density
and energy spectrum [, ]. Here, we ollow a phe-
nom enological approach. W e replace the functional in
Eq. ) by the finctional
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and sin ilar expressions w ith param eters £, and £, are
em ployed for the tem s involving the scattering length
and the e ective range, respectively. N ote that the func-
tional M) is the Thom asFerm i approxin ation of the
fiinctional M), and that both fiinctionals are identical
for f = £, = £, = 0. Note also that the density—
dependent term in Eq. M) isthe Thom asFem iapprox—
In ation of the corresponding gradient term . The pair
of param eters ( ;f) was determ ned in Ref. 1], and
the universal constant vardes only very little when £
is varied. This is very di erent for the param eter pairs
(¢;f5) and (@;fy, ), as the energy ocbtained from inte-
gration ofthe gradient term in Eq. W) di ersby a factor
0f2.1 and 0.7, respectively from the energy of the corre—
soonding density-dependent term . This nding indicates
that the functionalsE, [ ]and E., [ ] exhibit considerable
nite-size corrections (as the gradient temm s di er from

their regpective Thom asFem i lin its for the twobody
system ). Forthis reason, we do not use phenom enological
gradient corrections for a m ore accurate determ ination of
the constants ¢; and ¢, .

Let us also investigate the deep bound-state lim it (" !

1 ) ofthe twobody system corresponding to a posi-
tive scattering length a and zero range. Taking this
lin it .n Eq. ), and noting that &+ 1=2)= (x) ! x
forx ! 1 ,we nd that the binding energy is "~! =

2= a®). Thus, one can trivially w rite down the den—
sity functional for the system In this lim it as

2
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and the energy per particle is — . Interestingly, this
value coincides exactly w ith the 1=a? correction that Bul-
gac and Bertsch [[1]] obtained from a tto M onte Carlb
resuls close to the unitary regin e, and it is about 20%
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FIG. 2: Energy per particle for symm etric neutron m at—

ter as a function of the density. Full line: Friedm an—
Pandharpande [[]]; dashed lne: result from DFT; dotted
curve: Fem i gas in unitary regine. The inset shows the
DFT result and includes nite range corrections.

largerthan the analytical result that can be inferred from
Steele’swork [1].

Finally, we apply Eq. ) to neutron m atter, orwhich
a= 183 fn andp = 2:7 fn . W edrop the r; =3 tem
in Eq. ), as this correction is only sm all or very sm all
densities. In Fig.lll we com pare our resuls to the equa-—
tion of state (EO0S) by Friedm an-P andharipande [1].
N ote that that EO S isbased on a realistic H am ilttonian,
w hich includes higher partial waves and threebody in—
teractions. R ecallthat our approach is lim ited to swaves
and twobody interaction. The inset of F ig.ll show s the
com parison for very am all densities; here, the correction
due to the e ective range is lnclided, and the restriction
to s-waves is justi ed. W e note that the inclusion ofthe
e ective range correction for valies of rqy = less than
0:6 mprovesthe DFT resul.

To summ arize, we have considered interacting dilute
Fem isystem snearthe unitary regin e and com puted the
corrections to its energy density due to a lJarge scattering
length and a nite e ective range of the two-body inter-
action. O ur calculations are based on the universality of
the density fiinctional, and we determ ine its localdensity
approxin ation through com parison w ith exact results for
the ham onically trapped tw o-ferm ion system . The cor-
rection due to the large scattering length agreeswellw ith
results from M onte Carlb calculations and e ective eld
theory, while the correction due to the nite range in -
plies a an all system atic correction of order 0.01 to the
universal constant extracted from M onte Carlo results.
T he phenom enological inclusion of gradient tem s is dif-

cuk due to nite-size corrections. W e also applied our
results to neutron m atter.
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