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Two-band superfluidity from the BCS to the BEC limit

M. Iskin and C. A. R. S& de Melo
School of Physics, Georgia Institute of Technology, Atlanta, Georgia 30332, USA
(Dated: August 26, 2018)

We analyze the evolution of two-band superfluidity from the weak coupling Bardeen-Cooper-
Schrieffer (BCS) to the strong coupling Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) limit. When the inter-
band interaction is tuned from negative to positive values, a quantum phase transition occurs from
a O-phase to a m-phase state, depending on the relative phase of two order parameters. Furthermore,
population imbalances between the two bands can be created by tuning the intraband or interband
interactions. We also find two undamped low energy collective excitations corresponding to in-phase
and out-of-phase modes. Lastly, we derive the coupled Ginzburg-Landau equations, and show that
they reduce to coupled Gross-Pitaevskii equations for two types of bosons in the BEC limit.
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A two-band theory of superconductivity was intro-
duced by Suhl et al. ﬂ] in 1959 soon after the Bardeen-
Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) theory to allow for the possibil-
ity of multiple band crossings at the Fermi surface. This
model has been applied to high-T, superconductors and
MgBs, where, in the latter case, experimental properties
can be well described by a two-band weak coupling BCS
theory ﬂ, E, E, E] Unfortunately, interband or intraband
interactions can not be tuned in these condensed matter
systems, and their properties can not be studied away
from the BCS regime. However, two-band fermions may
also be produced experimentally with ultracold atomic
Fermi gases in optical lattices ﬂa] or in single traps of
several hyperfine states. In this case, (intraband and in-
terband) interactions may be tuned using Feshbach reso-
nances which allow for the study of the evolution of two-
band superfluidity from the BCS to the Bose-Einstein
condensation (BEC) limit. The BCS to BEC evolution
in the two-band problem is much richer than the one-
band case which has already been experimentally stud-
ied ﬂa, ﬁ, , E, m, |ﬁ|, E], since additional interaction
parameters (interband and intraband) may be controlled
externally.

Furthermore, a two-band model may be used not only
to describe experiments involving several hyperfine states
of the same fermion, but also may be used to study two
different fermionic species (e.g. %Li and “°K). In systems
involving mixtures of two different alkali atoms, simple
one-band theories may not be sufficient to describe the
interactions between the two species of atoms, and two-
band theories may be necessary to model future experi-
ments. Thus, due to recent developments and advances in
atomic physics described above, and in anticipation of fu-
ture experiments, we describe here the BCS to BEC evo-
lution of two-band superfluids for all coupling strengths
at zero and finite temperatures.

The main results of our paper are as follows. We show
that a quantum phase transition occurs from a 0-phase
to a m-phase state (depending on the relative phase of the
order parameters of the two-bands) when the interband

interaction J is tuned from negative to positive values.
We found that population imbalances between the two
bands can be created by tuning intraband or interband
interactions. In addition, we describe the evolution of two
undamped low energy collective excitations correspond-
ing to in-phase phonon (or Goldstone) and out-of-phase
exciton (finite frequency) modes. Near the critical tem-
perature, we derive the coupled Ginzburg-Landau (GL)
equations for a two-band superfluid, and show that they
reduce to coupled Gross-Pitaevskii (GP) equations for
two types of composite bosons in strong coupling.

In order to obtain the results described above, we start
from a generalized Hamiltonian for multi-band superflu-
ids with spin (pseudo-spin) singlet pairing

H = Z fn,a(k)al,g(k)an,a(k)
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where the indices n,m,r and s label different en-
ergy bands (or components), and o labels spins (or
pseudo-spins). The operators aim(k) and bf (q) =
ok F:‘Lm(k)aLT(k + q/2)ajny¢(—k + q/2) create a single
and a pair of fermions, respectively. The symmetry fac-
tor I'ym (k) characterizes the chosen angular momentum
channel, where T, (k) = knmyo/(kfmyo—i—kz)l/2 is for the
s-wave interaction in three dimensions. Here, kppmo ~
R,;}LO sets the scale at small and large momenta, where
Rym 0 plays the role of the interaction range. In addition
én.o(k) = €n(K) — fin,o, where €,(k) = €,,0 + k%/(2M,,)
is the kinetic energy (h = 1) and M, is the band mass of
the fermions.

From now on, we focus on a two-band system such that
Vs = ViprOnm0rs with distinet intraband (Vy1, Vaa) >
0 and interband (V12 = Va1 = J) interactions. Notice
that, J plays the role of the Josephson interaction which
couples the two energy bands. In addition, we assume
that the total number of fermions is fixed (N = Ny +
N3) such that the chemical potentials of fermions are
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identical (pn, = ), and that the reference energies are
such that €1 9 = 0 and ez,0 = ep > 0, as shown in Fig. [h.
Here, ep = k3 /(2M1) < ep = ki p/(2M1), where ep
is the Fermi energy and k, r are the Fermi momenta
ki p = kp and ko p = [2Ma(ep — €p)]*/2. Since the low
energy physics depends weakly on ky, o in dilute systems
(MR} < 1) characterized by kJ > k3  where N =
N/V is the density of fermions and V is the volume, we
assume for simplicity that k, o = ko > kp.
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FIG. 1: Schematic (a) figure of two bands with reference
energies €1,0 = 0 and €20 = ep, and (b) phase diagram of
0O-phase and 7-phase states.

The gaussian action for H is (kg =1,8=1/T)

Spaue = S0+ 5 LA COF (@A), (2)

where ¢ = (q, ivy) denotes both momentum and bosonic
Matsubara frequency v, = 2¢r/3. Here, the vec-
tor Af(—q) = [Ai(g), Ai(—q), Aa(—q), A3(q) ] is
the order parameter fluctuation field, and the matrix
F~!(q) is the inverse fluctuation propagator. The sad-
dle point action is So = —f Zn,m Inm Ay, 0Amo +
5 e {BIEn (K) = B ()] — 2 In[1-+ exp( — BEn (K))] }, where
g11 = —Vaz/det'V, gog = —Vi1/det'V and gi2 = go1 =
J/det V with det V = Vy1Vao — J2 > 0. Here, E, (k) =
[€2(k)+|A, (k)[?]2 is the energy of the quasiparticles and
Ap(k) = Ay, o'y (k) is the order parameter.

The action given in Eq. (@) leads to the thermody-
namic potential Qgauss = Qo + Qguct, where Qo = So /S is
the saddle point and Qquet = 7' Y-, Indet[F~1(¢)/(25)]
is the fluctuation contribution to Qgauss. Expressing
Apo in terms of its amplitude and phase A,o =
|Ay o] exp(ipy) shows explicity the Josephson coupling
energy [Vaa|A10|? + Vi1|Az0]? — 2J]A1,0A2,0| cos(pa —
¢1)]/ det'V of Qp. When J > 0, only the 0-phase (or in
phase) p2 = 1 solution is stable. However, when J < 0,
only the m-phase (or out of phase) @2 = 1 47 solution is
stable. Thus, a phase transition occurs from the 0-phase
to the m-phase when the sign of J is tuned from negative
to positive values as shown in Fig. [[b.

From the stationary condition 0Sy/0A%(q) = 0, we
obtain the order parameter equation

O11 Ox2 Aip
’ =0 3
(021 O22> <A2,0) ’ 3)

where the matrix elements are given by Opnpm = —gnm —
Snm i [T (k)|? tanh[BE,, (k)/2]/[2Em(k)]. Here, 8,
is the Kronecker delta. Notice that the order parame-
ter amplitudes are the same for both the 0O-phase and
m-phase as can be shown directly from Eq. (@), but
their relative phases are either 0 or . In what fol-
lows, we analyse only the O-phase state, keeping in mind
that analogous results (with appropriate relative phase
changes) apply to the m-phase state. We can ellimi-
nate V,,, in favor of scattering length a,, via the re-
lation 1/Vy,, = =M,V /(47an,) + > |Tn (k) 2/ 260 (k)]
which can be solved to obtain 1/(ky, rann) = ko/kn,r —

A/ (K, Vi M V).
The order parameter equation needs to be solved self-
consistently with the number equation N = —9Q/0u

leading t0 Ngauss = No + Nauct, and is given by

m B

- (4)
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Here, the first term is the saddle point (N; + N2) and
the second term is the fluctuation (Ngyet) contribution,
where No ,,, = 1/2 — &, (k) tanh[BE,, (k)/2]/[2E., (k)] is
the momentum distribution. The inclusion of Ngyet is
very important near the critical temperature, however,
Np may be sufficient at low temperatures [13, [14]. Next,
we discuss the T'= 0 case.

In weak coupling (max{|Aiol],|A20|} < e€r),
the solutions of the order parameter equation are
Inax{|A1)0|, |A2)0|} ~ 86F exp[—2 +7T]€0/(2]€F) — (b_] and
HliIl{|A1_’0|, |A210|} ~ 8€F eXp[—2 + 7TI€0/(2]€F) — ¢+],
while the number equation leads to pu ~ ep. Here
dr = Ay £ N2 — 1/detA]Y/? where Ay = (A1 £
)\22)/(2d6t)\), det A = )\11)\22 — )\12)\21, and )\nm =
Vim D are the dimensionless interaction parameters
with Dy, = M, Vk,, r/(27%) is the density of states
per spin at the Fermi energy. On the other hand, in
strong coupling (p < 0 and max{|A; o, |A20|} < |p] €
€0), the solution of the order parameter equations is
u = —eolmko/(2kpdy) — 1]?, while the number equa-
tion leads to |A, 02 = (87NG /My ) /|1l /(2M,,). Here,
€0 = k¢/(2M;) and N, = N,,,/V. Notice that the total
density of fermions is N' = M1+ N2 = (kf p+k3 1)/ (37%).
The familiar one-band results are recovered when J — 0
upon the use of the relation between V,,,, and a,,. Next,
we analyze the T' = 0 evolution from BCS to BEC for
identical bands (My = Ma = M) with zero offset (ep =
0). For this purpose, we set kg ~ 256kr and Vas = 0.001
in units of 5.78/(MkgV) [or 1/(kpasz) ~ —3.38], and
analyze two cases.

In the first case, we solve for u, |A o] and |Ag | as a
function of Vi1 [or 1/(krai1)], and show A, ¢ in Fig. Bh
for fixed values of J. The unitarity limit is reached at
Vi1 = 1.0132Vag [or 1/(kp|a11]) =~ 0] while p changes
sign at V11 ~ 1.0159 [or 1/(kpai1) =~ 0.69]. The evolution
of |Aq | is similar to the one band result [13] where it

gauss =
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FIG. 2: Plots of (a) order parameter amplitude |An | (in
units of ex), and (b) fraction of fermions N, /N versus Vi1 [in
units of 5.78/(MkrV)] and versus 1/(krai1) for J = 0.001Va2
(hollow squares) and J = 0.0001V22 (solid squares).

grows monotonically with increasing V1:. However, the
evolution of |Ag o| is non-monotonic where it has a hump
approximately Vi1 ~ 1.0155Vay [or 1/(kpai1) = 0.58],
and it decreases for stronger interactions until it vanishes
(not shown). In Fig. Bb, we show that both bands have
similar populations for Vi1 ~ Vay. However, as Vi1 /Vag
increases, fermions from the second band are transferred
to the first, where bound states are easily formed and
reduce the free energy.
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FIG. 3: Plots of (a) chemical potential p (in units of

er), and (b) fraction of fermions N,/N versus J [in units
of 5.78/(MkrV)] for Vi1 = ~Vaz where v = 1(dotted
lines), 1.010 (solid squares), 1.014 (hollow squares), 1.016
(crossed lines) and 1.030 (solid lines); or 1/(krai1) =
—3.38,—0.81,0.20,0.70 and 4.17, respectively.

In the second case, we solve for p, |Aq | and |Ag ] as
a function of J, and show u in Fig. Bh for fixed values
of Vi1 /Vaa. The order parameters |Aq o] and |Ag o] grow
with increasing J (not shown). In Fig. Bb, we show that
the band populations N7 and N, for several values of
~. Notice the population imbalance and the presence
of maxima (minima) in Ny (N2) for finite J, which is
associated with the sign change of p shown in Fig. Bh.
When Vi1 > Vahg, there is population imbalance even for
J = 0, because atom pairs can be easily transferred from

the second band to the first until an optimal J, is reached.
Further increase in J produces also transfer from the first
band to the second leading to similar populations for J >
Jo.

Next, we discuss the low energy collective excita-
tions at T = 0, which are determined by det F~1(q) =
0. The phase-only collective excitations in weak and
strong couplings lead to a Goldstone mode w?(q) =
v2|q|? characterized by the speed of sound v? =
(D1v? 4+ D2v3)/(D; + D2); and a finite frequency mode
w?(q) = wg +u?|q|* characterized by the finite frequency
’LU(2) = 40é|912A1)0A2)0|\/ EF/|/L|(D1 +D2)/(D1D2) and the
speed u? = (D1v3 + Dov?)/(D1 + D3). In weak cou-
pling, « = 1 and v, = Un7F/\/§, while « = 1/7 and
vn = |Apol//8M,|p| in strong coupling. Here, v, p
is the Fermi velocity. It is also illustrative to analyse
the eigenvectors associated with these solutions in weak
and strong couplings. In the limit of q — 0, we ob-
tain (01,02) o (|A1,0],|A2,0]) for the Goldstone mode
corresponding to an in-phase solution, while (61, 62)
(D2|Aq o], —D1]Ag,0|), for the finite frequency mode cor-
responding to an out-of-phase solution. Our findings gen-
eralize Leggett’s weak coupling results |15, [16].

Next, we discuss two band superfluidity near the crit-
ical temperature T, where |Aj | ~ |Azp| — 0. For
T =T, the order parameter equation reduces to

det O = 011022 — 012021 = 07 (5)

and the saddle point number equation Ny =
> 1en F[€n (k)] corresponds to the number of unbound
fermions, where np(z) = 1/[exp(Bx) + 1] is the Fermi
distribution. =~ While Ny is sufficient in weak cou-
pling, the inclusion of Nguct is crucial in strong cou-
plings, and can be obtained as follows. Near T =
T., the fluctuation action Squct reduces to Sauct =

(8/2) 3 g nm Lam (@A, (0)Am (q) where

Lt = =g = 3 G =R i o ()

" Ent + & —1vg

corresponds to the fluctuation propagator of band n,
L;;ém(q) = gnm, and &1 = &,(k +q/2). Thus, the re-
sulting action leads to Qayes = 871 >, In[det L~(q)/5?%.
where detL™'(g) = Ly (¢)Lys (4) — g12gz1].  No-
tice that, detL=%(0) = 0 also produces Eq. (@),
which is the Thouless condition. After the analytic
continuation v, — w + 0T, we expand L,}(q)
to first order in w and second order in q such
that L,.(¢) = an + 2 ciqiq;/(2Mn) — dow.
The  time-independent  coefficients  are  given
by an = —gnn — ok XnlLn(k)[?/[26, (k)] and
= S Xaby/BEK)] — BYudy/[166a(K)] +
B2X, Yo kik; /[16M&, (k)] }Tn(K)|?,  where X, =
tanh[3¢,(k)/2] and Y, = sech?[8¢,(k)/2].  No-
tice that, c¥ = cndi; is isotropic for the s-wave



considered here. The time-dependent coefficient
has real and imaginary parts, and for the s-wave
case is given by d, = >, X,|[n(k)|?/[4&(k)] +
i(Br/8)eoDnr/11/er®O(n)/(e0 + 1), where ©(x) is the
Heaviside function. For completeness, we present the
asymptotic forms of a,,c, and d,. In weak coupling
(b=~ ep), we find a, = —gnn + Dp[In(T/T0) + ¢—], cn =
TerD,C(3)/(12T272), and d,, = D,[1/(4er) + i/(8T:)],
where ((z) is the Zeta function, and T, is the physical
critical temperature. In strong coupling (e > |u| > T.),
we find Gn = —Gnn — 7-‘—-l)rz€(~)/[2\/§(\/m + \/5)]7
n = 7Dy /(16+/|uler) and d,, = 7D, /(8+/|1|eF).

In order to obtain Qgyct, there are two contributions,
one from the scattering states and the other from poles
of L(g). The pole contribution dominates in strong cou-
pling. In this case, we evaluate det L=!(¢) = 0 and find
the poles wy(q) = Ay + Bilg)* £ [(A- + B_|q[*)?
912921/(d1d2)]1/2, where A:I: = (aldg + CLle)/(2d1d2>
and B:I: = (MQdQCl + M1d102)/(4M1M2d1d2). Notice
that, when J — 0, we recover the limit of uncoupled
bands with w,(q) = an/d, + |d|?c./(2M,d,). In the
q — 0 limit, when J > 0 (J < 0), the eigenvec-
tors [A1(0), A5(0)] = [g12.a1 — dyws(0)] correspond to
an in-phase (out-of-phase) mode for w4 (q) and an out-
of-phase (in-phase) mode for w_(q). Thus, we obtain
Qfuet = (1/8) 224, n[B(ive — w(q))] which leads to

Jw(q)
o nplw(q)]. (7)

Nﬂuct =
+,q

For sufficiently strong couplings, w4 (q)/dp = 2, and
the poles can also be written as wi(q) = —up+ +
lq?/(2Mp 1), where pup+ is the chemical potential
and Mp 4+ is the mass of the corresponding bosons.
In the case of identical bands with zero offset, ¢; =
ca = cand di = dy = d, pp+ = —fa1 + a2 £
\/(al — a2)? + 4g12921]/(2d) and Mp 1 = 2M in strong
coupling. Notice that the + bosons always condense first
for any J (independent of its sign) since up 4y — 0 first.
Next, we analyze T, in weak and strong couplings.

In weak coupling, solutions to the order parame-
ter equation Eq. @) are T.+ = (8er/m)exply — 2 +
wko/(2kr) — ¢4], while the number equation Eq. ()
leads to u =~ ep. On the other hand, in strong cou-
pling, the solution of the order parameter equation is
u = —eolmko/(2kp¢+) — 1]?, while the number equa-
tion N'/2 = N+ + Np,_ with Ng 4 > Np _ leads to

T., = n{Np 1 /[C(3/2)(Mp /M5 1))}, since the +
bosons condense first. Notice that, the physical critical
temperature is T, = max{T; 4+,Tc,—} = T+ for any J.
Therefore, T, grows continuously from an exponential de-
pendence on interaction to a constant BEC temperature.
Next, we obtain the TDGL equations for T ~ T,

g2 —idp, 9 Ay (z)

o+ bal @) = SV —id

in the real space x = (x,t) representation. The coef-
ficient of the nonlinear term b, = >, {Xn/[4& (k)] —
BY,/[862(k)]}ITn(k)[* can also be obtained analyti-
cally in weak b, = 7Dn<(3)/(8T027TQ) and strong b, =
7w Dy /(4| 1]v/2|pler) coupling limits. In weak coupling,
Eq. @) reduces to the coupled GL equations of two BCS
type superconductors. However, in strong coupling, it
is more illustrative to derive TDGL equations in the ro-
tated basis of + and — bosons (@1,@1) = (AT, ADRT,
where R is the unitary matrix that diagonalizes the linear
part of the TDGL equations. In this basis, Eq. ([8) re-
duces to generalized GP equations of ¢ and ®_ bosons
showing explicitly terms coming from density-density in-
teractions such as Uy 1 |®4[?® 1 or Upz|®o[*®. In the
case of identical bands with zero offset, this leads to
Uy =U__ =b/(2d*) and U, = U_, = 3b/(2d?)
as the repulsive density-density interactions.

In conclusion, we showed that a quantum phase tran-
sition occurs from a 0-phase to a m-phase state depend-
ing on the relative phase of the two order parameters,
when the interband interaction J is tuned from negative
to positive values. We found that population imbalances
between the two bands can be created by tuning intra-
band or interband interactions. In addition, we described
the evolution of two undamped low energy collective ex-
citations corresponding to in-phase phonon (or Gold-
stone) and out-of-phase exciton (finite frequency) modes.
Near the critical temperature, we derived the coupled
Ginzburg-Landau (GL) equations for a two-band super-
fluid, and showed that they reduce to coupled Gross-
Pitaevskii (GP) equations for two types of composite
bosons in strong coupling.
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