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Abstract We investigate the formation of rashbon bound states amshgitoupling ef-
fects in an ultracold Fermi gas with a spherical spin-ontigiactionHso = A p- o (where

o = (0x, 0y, 07) are Pauli matrices). Extending the strong-coupling thetyeloped by
Nozieres and Schmitt-Rink (NSR) to include this spin-bdaiupling, we determine the su-
perfluid phase transition temperatdig as functions of the strength of a pairing interaction
Us, as well as the spin-orbit coupling strength Evaluating poles of the NSR particle-
particle scattering matrix describing fluctuations in theo@er channel, we clarify the re-
gion where rashbon bound states dominate the superfluie preassition in théJs-A phase
diagram. Since the antisymmetric spin-orbit interactiag breaks the inversion symmetry
of the system, rashbon bound states naturally have, notaospin-singlet and even-parity
symmetry, but also a spin-triplet and odd-parity symmefhus, our results would be also
useful for the study of this parity mixing effect in the BCE8 crossover regime of a spin-
orbit coupled Fermi gas.

PACS 03.75.Ss, 67.85.Lm

1 Introduction

Recently, an ultracold Fermi gas has attracted much atteas a useful quantum simula-
tor to study various many-body problems in strongly cotesleEermi systends?:34 Using

a tunables-wave pairing interacting associated with a Feshbach eegm we can now
study thes-wave Fermi superfluid state from the weak-interacting BB&deen-Cooper-
Schrieffer) regime to the strong-coupling BEC (Bose-Egitstondensation) limit in a uni-
fied manne?:6.7.8:9.10.11.12.13,14,1%n addition, the recent experimental progress on artlficia
gauge field techniqu€:17:18.1as enabled us to introduce a spin-orbit interaction to mFer
gas, in spite of the fact that this is a neutral gas. In pdefcsince an antisymmetric spin-
orbit interaction breaks the spatial inversion symmetng, $o-called parity-mixing effect

Department of Physics, Faculty of Science and Technologig Kiniversity,
3-14-1, Hiyoshi, Kohoku-ku, Yokohama 223-8522, Japan
Tel.:+81-45-566-1454 Fax:+81-45-566-1672

E-mail: tmatuura@rk.phys.keio.ac.jp


http://arxiv.org/abs/1508.01673v1

2 T. Yamaguchi et al.

has been discuss&t?1.22:23.24.25Ag an interesting application of this unique phenomenon,
the possibility of ap-wave superfluid Fermi gas by using this effect has been g,

In this regard, we briefly note that, while a tunalgevave pairing interaction associated
with a p-wave Feshbach resonance has already been reliZeP the p-wave superfluid
state has not been reported yet. Since this unconventia@iahg state has been realized
in various Fermi systems, such as liqdide3%:31 as well as heavy-fermion superconduc-
tors32:33:34 the realization of g-wave superfluid Fermi gas with a tunable interaction would
contribute to the further development of unconventionglesfiuid physics.

Besides the parity-mixing effect, it is also known that anspibit interaction produces a
two-body bound state even in the weak-coupling BCS regintee(evthe ordinary contact-
type sswave pairing interaction never produces a bound statak dtvel bound state is
sometimes referred to as the rashbon in the literature, fahdsi also been pointed out
that they enhance the superfluid phase transition temper&tin the weak-coupling BCS
regime, as in the case of the strong-coupling BEC regime rgvtiee superfluid phase tran-
sition is dominated by tightly bound two-body states). Thuken we consider the phase
diagram of a spin-orbit coupled Fermi gas with respect tosthength of es-wave pairing
interaction and the strength of a spin-orbit interactioms an interesting problem to iden-
tify the region where the superfluid phase transition can bk @escribed by the BEC of
rashbons.

In this paper, we investigate a spin-orbit coupled ultrddeérmi gas in the BCS-BEC
crossover region &t. To simplify our discussions, we treat the case of a sphiesja-orbit
coupling,Hso = A p- 0 (Whereo = (0y, gy, 0;) are Pauli matrices). Within the framework
of the BCS-BEC crossover theory developed by Noziéres amngt-Rink (NSRE®, we
determineT,, and an effective Fermi chemical potentjalin a consistent manner. Noting
that the region with a negative Fermi chemical potentidl.ahay be regarded as the BEC
regime, we divide the phase diagram of this system into th& B&gime and (molecular)
BEC regime. In addition, using that the rashbon mass is beévan the mass of a Cooper
pair, we further divide the BEC regime into the “rashbon-B&gime” and the “ordinary
BEC regime” where the superfluid phase transition is simglgithated by tightly bound
Cooper pairs. Although there is actually no phase tramsitietween, for example, BCS
regime and rashbon-BEC regime, this phase diagram woule@lpéuhto grasp the overall
behavior of a spin-orbit coupled Fermi gas in the BCS-BEGsower region. Throughout
this paper, we sdi= kg = 1, and the system voluméis taken to be unity, for simplicity.

2 Formulation

We consider a spin-orbit coupled two-component Fermi gds ans-wave pairing interac-
tion —Us (< 0). In the functional integral formalis#§:27, this interacting Fermi system is
described by the action,

A2

s= [ ax@00[ 3=+ &~ 1+2p-0]9(0 - UG 0B 0w 0B K] @

Here, we have employed the simplified notatioxs; (r,7) and [dx= ffdrfdr, where

B = 1/T is the inverse temperaturgi;(x) and (x) is the Grassmann variable and its
conjugate, describing a Fermi atom with pseudospiat, | (denoting two atomic hyperfine
states) and with atomic mass In Eq. [3),¥(x) = (¢, @), p= —i0, andy is the Fermi
chemical potentiald p- o is a spherical spin-orbit interaction with the coupling stamtA ,
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whereg = (0y, 0y, 07) are Pauli matrices. We briefly note thlatan be taken to be positive,
without loss of generality.
For the actiorSin Eq. (1), we evaluate the partition function,

z— / 1 DT DgeS. @)

For this purpose, we conveniently employ the Hubbard-Gtatich transformatio?f, to
carry out the functional integrals with respectifig(x) and /s (x), which gives

z= / DN GAeSHBLY), @3)

whereA(x) is a Cooper-pair field, and the effective actfg has the form,

Si(B,4%) = /dx% - %Trm[féfl}. @)
Here,
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is the 4x 4-matrix single-particle thermal Green’s function in rephce?®:4°,

In the NSR theory?, the superfluid phase transition temperafliyés conveniently de-
termined from the saddle point conditidiS/6A* (x) = 038 with A(x) — 0. The resulting
Tc-equation formally has the same form as the ordinary BCS gapt®n afl; as,

VRN O

> z ——tanh

1 ;
pBe 288 2T

(6)

where Epi = [p+mAJ?/(2m) — [i is the single-particle dispersion in the presence of the
spherical spin-orbit interactiofi = u +mA?/2 is the Fermi chemical potential, measured
from the bottom of the lower band. As usg2P8 we solve theT.-equation, together with
the equation for the total numblr= —0 Qnsgr/d u of Fermi atoms. Here, the NSR thermo-
dynamic potentiaRysgr = —T InZ is obtained by expanding the acti8g; in Eq. [4) around
A(x) = 0 to the quadratic order, which is followed by carrying outdtional integrals with
respect taA (x) andA*(x). The resulting NSR number equation is given by

a J L "
N:p’az:if(fp)*Ta z In[fr 1(q,|vn)}e' 3, @)

q,ivn

where f(x) is the Fermi distribution functiorv, is the boson Matsubara frequency, and
is an infinitely small positive number. In Edl(7), the firstneis just the same form as the
number of free Fermi atoms, and the second term describésdtion corrections. Here,

"

r(q,ive) = 8

1+ 42 [11(q,iv) — 5, 3]
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Fig. 1 (Color online) (a) Calculated superfluid phase transitemperaturd in a spin-orbit coupled ultra-
cold Fermi gas. (b) Effective chemical potentiakt T, as a function of the spin-orbit coupling constant
normalized by the Fermi velocityk.

is the particle-particle scattering matrix, and

1- f(‘fgw/z) B f(ég;wq/z)

i 3
o a/ .
4 pa@=+ Spig2T & pra/2— !Vn

(P+9/2)-(P—0/2)
Ip+a/2|[p—q/2|

r(g,iva) =

[1+ aa’ } 9)

is the lowest-order pair-correlation function, involvieffects of spin-orbit couplingf. As

in the absence of spin-orbit interaction, the pair-cotietafunction I1(q,ivy) in Eq. [9)
exhibits the ultraviolet divergence. This singularitywever, has been eliminated in El (8),
by introducing thes-wave scattering lengths, given by28

4mas Us

—— : 10
m 1-Usyp (10)

wherepc is a momentum cutoff.

3 Phase diagram of an ultracold Fermi gaswith a spherical spin-orbit coupling

Figure[1(a) shows the superfluid phase transition temperatin the BCS-BEC crossover
regime of a spin-orbit coupled Fermi gas. In this figure, thi@-®rbit interaction is found
to enhancd in the weak-coupling BCS regimékeas) 1 < —0.5)21:25. As in the strong-
coupling BEC regime witiA ~ 0 (where tightly bound molecules dominate over the super-
fluid instability), the superfluid phase transition in theakecoupling BCS regime with a
strong spin-orbit interaction is also dominated by boumdest (rashbons). Indeed, as shown
in Fig.d(b), the effective Fermi chemical potentjalgradually deviates from the Fermi
energyer with increasing the coupling strength to be negative in the strong spin-orbit
coupling regime, which is just the same as the well-known BBEE crossover behavior of
the Fermi chemical potential in the absence of spin-orbéractiort:234 In the latter case,
the Fermi chemical potential (Note thatfi = u whenA = 0.) approaches half the binding
energyEping = —1/(m&) of a two-body bound state in the BEC lif#t Thus, although
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Fig. 2 (Color online) Boundary between the BCS-type superfluidspheansition (‘BCS’) and the BEC-type
superfluid phase transition (‘rashbon-BEC’ and ‘BEC’) atetined from vanishing effective Fermi chemical
potential, fi(Tc) = O (solid line). The dotted line satisfies the conditibn= 2|fi(Tc)|. In the region between
the dotted line and the solid line (‘FL’), one expects thaitbmolecules dissociate thermally to some extent.
The dashed line is the boundary between the BEC phase toansitthe ordinary stable preformed Cooper
pairs (‘BEC’) and that of rashbons (‘rashbon-BEC’), whishdietermined from the conditiodg /(2m) =
1.02. We note that the no phase transition occurs at the “boigwian this figure, but the character of the
superfluid phase transition continuously changes acress.th

there is no clear boundary between the BCS-type Fermi sujukehd the BEC of tightly
bound molecules, it is convenient to distinguish betweertwo by the sign ofi.

Using this criterion, we identify the boundary between tbgion where the BCS-type
superfluid phase transition occursTat(fi(T;) > 0), and the region where the superfluid
phase transition is dominated by bound molecufesT{) < 0), as the solid line in Fid.]2.
(The conditionfi(T;) = 0 is satisfied along this line.) When one simply regarfis(2 0)
as the binding energy of a bound molecule, we expect thataulas in the latter region
(fi(Te < 0)) are still affected by thermal dissociation when the “bivgdienergy” 2i(T¢)|
is smaller than the thermal ener@y2?. Including this effect, we also draw the line which
satisfiesT; = 2|fi(T¢)| in Fig.[2. In this case, the region “FL" is interpreted as tlaéripg-
fluctuation regime where molecules partially dissociagzrtially.

While the molecular BEC region arourd= 0 is dominated by ordinary preformed
Cooper pairs, the molecular region in the weak-couplingmegn Fig.[2 is dominated by
rashbons. Although there is, of course, no clear differdreteveen these molecular states,
it is still convenient to draw a “boundary” between them lshse a physical picture. In this
regard, we recall that the mass of a rashbon is known to bereift from the mass<(2m) of
a simple molecul&. Thus, to use this difference, in this paper, we determieerhblecular
dispersion IE&” = ¢?/2Mg) at T, by evaluating the pole of the analytic continued particle-
particle scattering matrix (q,iv, — w-+1i9d) in Eq. [8). From the molecular dispersion
shown in Fig[B(a), we then evaluate the molecular ivisshown in Fig[B(b), to determine
the region of “rashbon-BEC” in Fil 2, as the region whigtig/(2m) > 1.02. In Fig[2, the
“BEC” region is thus dominated by stable preformed Coopénspaith the molecular mass
Mg ~ 2m.
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Fig. 3 (Color online) (a) DispersioEg’ of a bound molecule ak. (b) MassMg of a bound molecule at

Te whenfi < 0. We take(kras) ~* = 0.8. The filled circle shows the position at which we determinsdhe
boundary between the “rashbon-BEC” and “BEC” in [Ei. 2.

4 Summary

To summarize, we have discussed the superfluid phase ioansita spin-orbit coupled-
wave ultracold Fermi gas in the BCS-BEC crossover regiothércase of a spherical spin-
orbit coupling, from the sign of the effective Fermi chenhigatential, we distinguished the
region where the system is dominated by stable bound medguk 0) from the ordinary
BCS state {1 > 0) in the phase diagram with respect to the interaction gtherUs and
the spin-orbit coupling strength. In addition, using the molecular mass, we also divided
the former region into the rashbon-BEC regime and the BE@megonsisting of ordinary
preformed Cooper pairs. Although these boundaries invahabiguity because there is ac-
tually no phase transition there, the phase diagram olatamihis paper would be useful in
studying how rashbons affect many-body properties of asmit coupled ultracold Fermi
gas.
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