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Abstract We investigate strong-coupling properties of a two-dinamel ultracold Fermi
gas in the normal phase. In the three-dimensional cases ibéan shown that the so-called
pseudogap phenomena can be well described by a (non-selistent)T-matrix approxi-
mation (TMA). In the two-dimensional case, while this sgaroupling theory can explain
the pseudogap phenomenon in the strong-coupling regimepliysically gives large pseu-
dogap size in the crossover region, as well as in the weaghoguregime. We show that
this difficulty can be overcome when one improve TMA to in@udgher order pairing fluc-
tuations within the framework of a self-consistdnimatrix approximation (SCTMA). The
essence of this improvement is also explained. Since theraditson of the BKT transition
has recently been reported in a two-dimensi¢haFermi gas, our results would be useful
for the study of strong-coupling physics associated wiith qjuasi-long-range order.

PACS numbers: 03.75.Hh, 05.30.Fk, 67.85.Lm.

1 Introduction

An ultracold Fermi gas is well known as a system with high hilitg of various physical
parameters[l) 2]. For example, one can experimentallythumstrength of a pairing interac-
tion associated with a Feshbach resonance. This has enabledystematically study how
superfluid properties continuously change from the wealpliog BCS (Bardeen-Cooper-
Schrieffer )-type to the BEC (Bose-Einstein condensatidightly bound molecular boson
with increasing the interaction strength, which is alsenefd to as the BCS-BEC crossover
in the literature. In the crossover region, pairing fluctued are expected to be strong near
the superfluid phase transition temperaflyeso that the so-called pseudogap phenomenon
has been discussed there[3, 4].

Another example of the high tunability is the realizationaofow dimensional Fermi
gas by using an optical lattice technique. Since pairingtdlations are enhanced by the
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low dimensionality of the system, together with the tungid&ing interaction, this is also
use for the study of strong-coupling physics in a systemaaoner. In particular, two-
dimensional Fermi gases have recently attracted muchtiattein this field[%, 6/ 7| 8.9,
10,11} 1P], because the quasi-long-range superfluid ardéed the Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-
Thouless (BKT) phase is expected there[13, 14]. Indeeihwsphysical quantities, such as
photoemission spectra[6] , as well as thermodynamic cires(®, 12], have been measured
in this system, and the observation of BKT transition hagmég been reported in a two-
dimensionafLi Fermi gas[10,_11].

In the three-dimensional case, a (non-self-consistEmt)atrix approximation (the de-
tail of which is explained in Sec. 2) has been extensivelgusesuccessfully explain vari-
ous interesting phenomena observed in the BCS-BEC craseznien [15) 16| 17]. In this
regard, however, when TMA is applied to the two-dimensiarade, while it is valid for
the strong-coupling regime, it overestimates strong-togpeffects in the weak-coupling
regime[18/| 19]. For example, TMA does not give free-pagtidénsity of states even in the
weak-coupling regime, when the pairing interaction is weeak. Thus, in the current stage
of research, it is a crucial theoretical issue to improve TBtAthat one can correctly deal
with the weak-coupling regime.

In this paper, we show that the self-consistBmatrix approximation (SCTMA), which
involves higher-order pairing fluctuations than TMA, mesis demand. Within this frame-
work, we clarify how the so-called pseudogap phenomenapgisars in a two-dimensional
Fermi gas as one approaches the weak-coupling regime fgirtimg-coupling side. Com-
paring SCTMA results with TMA ones, we also discuss the reagoy the above mentioned
problem in TMA can be eliminated in SCTMA.

Throughout this paper, we take= kg = 1 and the two-dimensional system area is taken
to be unity, for simplicity.

2 Formulation

We consider a two-dimensional uniform Fermi atomic gas isting of two atomic hyper-
fine states, described by the BCS Hamiltonian,

_ T t T
H= ;TEPCP,UCW -U % Cpra/21C p+q/2,.C-p+a/2..Cp+a/21 )
= p.Pq

Here,cfw is a creation operator of a Fermi atom with pseudospi&1,] and the two-
dimensional momentunp = (px, py). &p = p?/(2m) — p is the kinetic energy, measured
from the Fermi chemical potentigl, wheremis an atomic mass. The pairing interactiotd

(< 0) is assumed to be tunable by adjusting the threshold enéeglyeshbach resonance. As
usual, we measure the interaction strength in terms of thedimensionas-wave scattering
lengthayp, which is related t&J as[20],

1 m m
= = 5~ In(keazp) + -, v
U 2m D;F p?

wherekg = /27N is the Fermi momentum, witN being the total number of Fermi atoms.
Using this scale, lIfkrazp) < —1 (> 1) corresponds to the strong-coupling (weak-coupling)
regime.—1 < In(keagp) < 1 is the crossover region.
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Fig. 1 (a) Self-energyz (p,iwn) in the self-consistent -matrix approximation (SCTMA). The double-solid
line shows the dressed Green'’s functi®in SCTMA. The dotted line represents the pairing interactidJ .
We also show the self-ener@y/™A (p,iay) in the non-self-consisterfit-matrix approximation (TMA) in (b),
where allG appearing in (a) are replaced by the free propagagos 1/ (ian — &p).

Many-body corrections to Fermi single-particle excitai@an be conveniently incorpo-
rated into the theory by considering the self-ene¥dyp, icy,) in the single-particle thermal
Green'’s function, L
ion—&p—Z(P,ion)” ®)
Here,w, is the fermion Matsubara frequency. The self-eneXgp, i w,) in the self-consistent
T-matrix approximation (SCTMA) is diagrammatically dedenl as Fig.J1(a), which gives
[21,22) 23],

G(p,ian) =

Z(p.ian) =T 3 (0,iva)G(q— p,ivn—ian). (4)
Q,1Vn
Here, v, is the boson Matsubara frequency. The particle-particétedng matrix™ (g,iv,)
in SCTMA has the form (see the second line in[Big.1(a))

. U
r(q,lvn):*m» (5)
where q q
rn(q,iva) =T Gp+5,ivht+iwh)G(—p+ 5, —itn (6)
" p;% ( 20 ) ( 2 )

is a pair-correlation function, describing fluctuationshe Cooper channel.

The self-energy ™A (p,iwy) in the non-self-consistefit-matrix approximation (TMA)
is given by replacing all the the dressed Green’s functiarthé SCTMAZ(p, i) by the
free Fermi Green’s functionSo(p, i) = (ich — &p) 1, as shown in Fig]1 (b). That is,

T™MA(pian) =T Y I™A(q,ivn)Go(Q— P,iva —ian), (7)

q,1vn

wherel ™A (q,iv,) = —U/(1-UM™A(q,ivy)) and the TMA pair correlation function is
given byl1™A(q,ivn) =T ¥ piwy, Go (P+3.iVa+iwn) Go (—p+ 3, —iwn). Because of this
simplification, in contrast to SCTMA, strong coupling caitiens to Fermi single-particle
excitations, as well as the resulting pseudogap phenomenecompletely ignored in eval-
uating the TMA particle-particle scattering matixMA (q,iv,). We will show how this
ignorance leads to the overestimation of the pseudogapopiemon in the weak-coupling
case when lfkrazp) = 0.

In both SCTMA and TMA, the Fermi chemical potentjais determined from the equa-
tion of the total numbeN of Fermi atoms,

N=2T § G(p.iax). ®)
p.TGn
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Fig. 2 Calculated density of statggw) in a two-dimensional Fermi gas. The solid line and the dasihed
show the results in SCTMA and TMA, respectivepy = m/2mis the density of state in a two-dimensional
free Fermi gas. We set (eazp) = 0.57, andT = T, = 0.146T, whereTg > is the observed BKT phase
transition temperature at this interaction strength $higeermi gad[10/_1/1]. (Color figure online.)

We then examine the pseudogap appearing in the singlelpadensity of statep(w),
given by

p(w):leTZImG(p,iwnawMé). 9)
P

We briefly note that neither SCTMA nor TMA can describe the BptTase transition
temperaturdgkr. Thus, this paper only deals with the normal phase abgye.

3 Pseudogap Phenomena in the crossover regime

Figure[2 shows the density of states (DQf}w) in a two-dimensional Fermi gas, when
In (krazp) = 0.57 (in the crossover region) at the observed BKT phase trangempera-
ture Tph = 0.146T (whereTg is the Fermi temperature) infai Fermi gas[10, 11]. We see
that SCTMA gives a pseudogap, that is, a dip structure arourdO. As discussed in the
three-dimensional casge [15], this dip structure origisdtem pairing fluctuations around
the Fermi surface, and the resulting formation of prefor@edper pairs. Such an anoma-
lous structure is also seen in the case of TMA, as shown irid-igowever, the pseudogap
structure in this case is much more remarkable than thatarcése of SCTMA, and the
overall structure is rather close to the BCS-type superfleidsity of states with the coher-
ence peaks of the gaps edges (although the system in thexpcase is still in the normal
state). At this interaction strength, the binding enegy= 1/(ma3,) of a two-body bound
state equal&y, = 0.64¢r (Whereeg is the Fermi energy). While this value is comparable to
the pseudogap size seengfw) in SCTMA in Fig.[2, the peak-to-peak energyiw) in
TMA (Z 4er) is much larger thaky,. This implies that the pseudogap size in TMA does not
reflect the binding energy of a preformed pair in this regime.

Figure[3 shows the interaction dependence of the densityatésp(w) whenT =
0.15Tg. In the case of SCTMA shown in panel (a), the dip structurebess less remark-
able with decreasing the interaction strength, as expeéiszbrding to the preformed pair
scenario for the pseudogap phenomenon [15], the pseudagdpally disappears when
T = Ep. Noting thatEp(In (krazp) = 1.23) = 0.17¢r, andEy (In (krazp) = 1.72) = 0.064¢k,
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Fig. 3 Calculated density of statgs(w) in a two-dimensional Fermi gas @t= 0.15T¢ (a) SCTMA. (b)
TMA. (Color figure online.)

one finds that the interaction dependence of the pseudogagise seen in Fid.l3 (a) is
consistent with this scenario.

However, a large gap still remains in the case of TMA even éleak coupling case
when In(kragp) = 1.72, as shown in Fidgl]3 (b). This is clearly contradict with trdinary
pseudogap case because= 0.15T¢ is much larger than the binding energy = 0.064¢
at this interaction strength.

To explain the reason why TMA gives very different resultsridhose in SCTMA in
the weak-coupling regime ((tkeazp) 2 0), it is instructive to consider the weak-coupling
limit [In (krazp) — ] at T = 0, where the system should become a free Fermi gas with no
pseudogap. In a two-dimensional uniform system, althobghiohenberg-Mermin-Wagner
theorem[24| 25] prohibits the long-range superfluid ordef & O, it may be realized at
T =0, when the Thouless criterion [26],

r-1(q=0,iva,=0) =0, (10)

is satisfied. When one uge™A (q,iv,) given below Eq.[{7), the TMA Thouless criterion
gives the chemical potentigihma (T = 0) = —Ey/2, indicating that all the Fermi atoms form
two-body bound molecules with the binding enefgly= 1/ma3,. Even not in the weak-
coupling limit but at Inkrayp) = 0.57, trma (T) is found to approach-E,/2 ~ —0.32¢¢

at low temperatures, as seen in Fify. 4. When the Thoulessioritin Eq. [(ID) is satisfied,
one may approximate the self-energy in Eg. (7)50" (p,icn) ~ —A35Go(—p, —ion),
wherelApg = \/—T Yqive [ (Q,iVn) is sometimes referred to as the pseudogap parameter in

the literature[15, 16, 19]. In this so-called static apfmmtion, the TMA Green’s function
is approximated to

__dentép
W+ &5+ A5
Equation [(I1) just has the same form as the diagonal compafghe mean-filed BCS

Green’s function|[27], so that one has a clear energy gapBggh= 2,/ |tUrma \2+A§G. In

addition, substituting Eq[11) into the number equat[dnai8T = 0, one obtaingpg =
er(&r — ptma ), unphysically giving the large (pseudo) gap sizeEag = 4¢r > 2E,,
even in the weak-coupling limit.

Grma(p,iown) = (11)
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Fig. 4 Calculated chemical potential as a function of temperatwgen In(krazp) = 0.57. psctma and
Urma show the solution for the number equatign (8) in SCTMA and 'I',M@spectively.ug('}TMA(uTTh'}lA)
satisfies the Thouless criterion in Eq.J10) in SCTMA (TMAGo{or figure online.)

In the case of SCTMA, the static approximation for the SCTM#&&n’s function gives,

iwn+&p

Gsctma(p,ion) = — —- (12)
442
W3 +&3+203% {l+ 1+ aﬁj?%}
443 !
Apart from the factor 21+ ,/1+ aﬁTP?Z , Eq. [12) is still close to the diagonal compo-
P

nent of the mean-filed BCS Green'’s function. Indeed, wheruses Eq[{12) to evaluate the
number equatior{8), together with the Thouless critenoBd. [10), the resulting coupled
equations are found to be formally close to the number eguati the gap equation in the
mean-field BCS theory & = 0]28], giving LUsctma = &, andApg = 0, as expected.

The above discussions @t= 0 may be also applicable to the weak-coupling regime at
the finite temperatures. In this case, although the Thoulgtssion is, exactly speaking, not
satisfied, the TMA chemical potentiphma becomes very close to the valpdf,, , (which
satisfies Eq.[{10) (wherE ™A is used).) at low temperatures, as shown in Eig. 4. In the
case of Figl4, the static approximation is considered toatiel Yor T < 0.4Tg, where an
unphysically large pseudogap is expected in TMA densitytates. In the case of SCTMA,
UscTma becomes close to the valygls,,a, which satisfies the Thouless criterion in Eq
(@0) (wherel™ in SCTMA is used), only whefl /T < 0.1, so that the pseudogap structure
in this case is not so remarkable as that in the TMA case.

Physically, when the Fermi chemical potential approxinyasatisfies the Thouless cri-
terion (i ~ u™"), strong pairing fluctuations cause a dip structure in thesidenf states
p(w) aroundw = 0. However, in the weak-coupling regime, since preformedsgae dom-
inantly formed around the Fermi surface, the appearandeegbseudogap would also sup-
press pairing fluctuations, as well as the pseudogap phermm8&uch a feedback effect is,
however, completely ignored in TMA, because the free prafmdso with no TMA self-
energy is used in evaluating the particle-particle sdatjematrix I (q,iv,). In this case,
SCTMA treats pairing fluctuations in a consistent mannethabthe expected pseudogap
behavior of the density of states is correctly obtained @wleak-coupling regime.
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4 Summary

To summarize, we have discussed the pseudogap phenomeadwdrdimensional ultra-
cold Fermi gas in the crossover region, as well as in the veealpling regime. We showed
that the pseudogap phenomenon associated with pairingdhims in this regime can cor-
rectly be treated by the self-consist@ntnatrix approximation (SCTMA). In contrast to the
ordinary (non-self-consistent)-matrix approximation (TMA), which unphysically gives a
large pseudogap in the density of states even in the weghlinguegime, SCTMA gives a
expected small pseudogap, which gradually disappearsesppmoaches the weak-coupling
regime. We also pointed out the importance of a feedbackteffeheoretically dealing with
pairing fluctuations in this regime, which is completelyaged in TMA.
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