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We present a theoretical review of the recent progress in nonequilibrium BCS (Bardeen-Cooper-
Schrieffer)-BEC (Bose-Einstein condensation) crossover physics. As a paradigmatic example, we
consider a strongly interacting driven-dissipative two-component Fermi gas where the nonequilib-
rium steady state is tuned by adjusting the chemical potential difference between two reservoirs
that are coupled with the system. As a powerful theoretical tool to deal with this system, we em-
ploy the Schwinger-Keldysh Green’s function technique. We systematically evaluate the superfluid
transition, as well as the single-particle properties, in the nonequilibrium BCS-BEC crossover re-
gion, by adjusting the chemical potential difference between the reservoirs and the strength of an
s-wave pairing interaction associated with a Feshbach resonance. In the weak-coupling BCS side,
the chemical potential difference is shown to imprint a two-step structure on the particle momen-
tum distribution, leading to an anomalous enhancement of pseudogap, as well as the emergence
of exotic Fulde-Ferrell-Larkin-Ovchinnikov-type superfluid instability. Since various nonequilibrium
situations have recently been realized in ultracold Fermi gases, the theoretical understanding of
nonequilibrium BCS-BEC crossover physics would become increasingly important in this research
field.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A. Overview of conventional thermal equilibrium
BCS-BEC crossover

An [1] ultracold Fermi gas is an extremely dilute gas
of charge-neutral Fermi atoms, which is cooled down to
O(nK). The strength of a pairing interaction between
Fermi atoms can experimentally be tuned by adjusting a
Feshbach resonance [1–6], where two Fermi atoms form a
quasi-molecular boson, and it dissociates into two Fermi
atoms again. Within the second-order perturbation the-
ory with respect to the Fershbach resonance, one ob-
tains the effective interaction between Fermi atoms, given
by [5]

UFR
eff = −g2

1

2ν
. (1)
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FIG. 1. Illustration of BCS-BEC crossover in a thermal equi-
librium Fermi gas. Largely overlapping Cooper pairs in the
weak-coupling BCS regime gradually shrink with increasing
the strength of a pairing interaction, to eventually become
the BEC of diatomic molecules.

Here, g is a coupling constant of a Feshbach resonance,
and 2ν is the energy difference between the intermediate
molecular state (closed channel) and the atomic states
before and after the scattering event (open channel). The
energy 2ν is referred to as the threshold energy of a Fes-
hbach resonance. Since the atomic hyperfine states in
the closed channel are different from those in the open
channel, their Zeeman energies also become different un-
der an external magnetic field B. This naturally leads
to the B-dependent threshold energy 2ν. Thus, one can
tune the strength of the Feshbach-induced effective inter-
action UFR

eff in Eq. (1), by adjusting the magnitude B of
an external magnetic field.

An advantage of this tunable interaction is the
realization of the crossover phenomenon from the
Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) state of Cooper pairs
to the Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) of diatomic
molecules, as schematically shown in Fig. 1 [7–14].
Figure 2 shows the first observation of the superfluid
phase transition, as well as the BCS-BEC crossover phe-
nomenon in a 40K Fermi gas. In this experiment, 40K
atoms in two different hyperfine states (which are fre-
quently described by pseudospin ↑ and ↓ in the literature)
are trapped in a harmonic potential, and Cooper pairs
are formed between them by a Feshbach-induced tunable
s-wave pairing interaction. In Fig. 2, ∆B = B − Bres is
an external magnetic field, measured from the Feshbach
resonance field Bres. Physically, ∆B is directly related to
the strength of a pairing interaction, that is, the decrease
of ∆B corresponds to the increase of the interaction
strength. In particular, the region ∆B > 0 (∆B < 0)
is the weak-coupling BCS (strong-coupling BEC) side.
In this experiment, the superfluid state is identified as
the parameter region where the number N0 of condensed
Cooper pairs takes a non-zero value. Thus, the super-
fluid phase transition temperature Tc exists around the
sky-blue area in the T -∆B plane in Fig. 2. We thus find
that, starting from the weak-coupling regime (∆B > 0),
Tc gradually increases with increasing the strength of
pairing interaction, to approach a constant value in the
strong-coupling regime (∆B < 0), which is known as a
typical BCS-BEC crossover behavior of Tc [7–14].

FIG. 2. Observed superfluid phase transition in a 40K Fermi
gas [12]. The temperature T is normalized by the Fermi tem-
perature TF = 0.35µK. ∆B = B−Bres is an applied external
magnetic field, which is measured from the Feshbach reso-
nance field Bres ≃ 202 G. This axis physically represents the
strength of an s-wave pairing interaction associated with a
Feshbach resonance. N0/N is the number of condensed Fermi
atoms, being normalized by the total number N of Fermi
atoms. This experiment regards the region with N0 > 0 as
the superfluid phase, so that the superfluid phase transition
temperature Tc exists around the sky-blue area in the T -∆B
plane. Adapted from Ref. [12]

Soon after the realization of the above-mentioned 40K
superfluid Fermi gas, the superfluid phase transition, as
well as the BCS-BEC crossover phenomenon, has also
been realized in a 6Li Fermi gas [15–17]. At present,
one can examine superfluid properties in the whole BCS-
BEC crossover region by using these two kinds of Fermi
gases in cold-atom physics. We also briefly note that
the BCS-BEC crossover has recently been discussed in
condensed matter physics, such as superconductors like
FeSe and ZrNCl [18–21], as well as astrophysics, such as
neutron-star interior [14, 22–24].

B. Strongly interacting Fermi gas in a
driven-dissipative steady state

In cold-atom physics, since the achievement of the su-
perfluid phase transition in 40K and 6Li Fermi gases,
strong-coupling properties in the BCS-BEC crossover re-
gion have mainly been studied in the thermal equilib-
rium case. This is because the usual experimental situ-
ation of a trapped Fermi gas is well isolated from the
environment and also in the (quasi)equilibrium state.
However, a strong interest in nonequilibrium proper-
ties of this strongly interacting quantum system has re-
cently emerged, being fueled by the rapid development
of nonequilibrium quantum many-body physics [25–28].
For example, quench dynamics [29–32] and transport
phenomena [33, 34] in a strongly interacting Fermi gas
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have been experimentally studied. Periodically-driven
systems [35, 36] and open systems with particle loss [37]
have also been realized in an ultracold Fermi gas.

Motivated by such a recent trend in cold-atom physics,
in this review, we consider a driven-dissipative Fermi
gas, as schematically shown in Fig. 3(a) [38–41]: A
three-dimensional two-component Fermi gas (main sys-
tem) with a tunable pairing interaction −U is coupled
with left (L) and right (R) reservoirs, consisting of non-
interacting Fermi gases. Both reservoirs are assumed to
be huge compared to the main system and are in the
thermal equilibrium state at temperature Tenv. The main
system becomes out of equilibrium when one imposes the
chemical potential difference between the reservoirs as
µL = µ+∆µ and µR = µ−∆µ, where µα=L,R is the Fermi
chemical potential in the α-resevoir [see Fig.3(b)]. Thus,
by tuning the pairing interaction strength −U , as well as
the chemical potential difference ∆µ = [µL − µR]/2 be-
tween the reservoirs, we can study nonequilibrium BCS-
BEC crossover physics in the main system.

The model nonequilibrium Fermi gas in Fig. 3(a) is in-
spired by the recent transport experiment on a 6Li Fermi
gas in a two-terminal configuration [42–46]: In this exper-
iment, a two-component Fermi atomic cloud is shaped in
a two-terminal setup, where two reservoirs are connected
by a mesoscopic channel. By extending this two-terminal
setup to the case with multiple junctions, we can prepare
a system coupled with multiple reservoirs, just like the
model in Fig. 3(a). We note that a narrow repulsive po-
tential barrier produced by a Gaussian beam [47–49] is
also useful to separate a Fermi gas cloud into multiple
subsystems. Indeed, a Josephson junction of a 6Li Fermi
gas is implemented with this technique. By extending
the technique, we could divide a Fermi gas into the main
system and the two reservoirs shown in Fig. 3(a).

To realize the model in Fig. 3(a), we need to apply an
external magnetic field only to the main system, to ad-
just the Feshbach-induced pairing interaction −U there.
This could be done by using the technique of the spatial
manipulation of interaction strength [50–55]. In particu-
lar, in a two-component 6Li Fermi gas, the combination
of the magnetic Feshbach resonance technique and the
optical control enables us to adjust a scattering length
with high spatial resolution [53–55]. Thus, using this
technique, one can independently tune the interatomic
interaction in the reservoirs and the main system.

C. Outline of this article

In this review article, we discuss the nonequilibrium
BCS-BEC crossover in the model shown in Fig. 3(a), as a
paradigmatic example of nonequilibrium quantum many-
body phenomenon in strongly interacting Fermi gases.
We explain that the driving and the dissipation lead to
exotic states that are never obtained in the thermal equi-
librium case.

This article is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we

FIG. 3. (a) Model driven-dissipative Fermi gas with a tunable
paring interaction −U [38–41]. The main system is coupled
with the left (α = L) and the right (α = R) reservoirs, which
are assumed to be in the thermal equilibrium state at the
temperature Tenv and the chemical potential µα. Tα describes
the tunneling amplitude between the main system and the α
reservoir. (b) Schematic energy band structure of the model.
We measure the energy from the bottom (εp=0) of the energy
band in the main system. In the α reservoir at Tenv = 0, the
energy band ξresq = p2/(2m) − µres is filled up to µα. When
the reservoirs have different Fermi levels (∆µ ̸= 0), the main
system is driven out of equilibrium due to the pumping and
decay of Fermi atoms by the two reservoirs.

quickly review the BCS-BEC crossover theory for a ther-
mal equilibrium Fermi gas. We also explain single-
particle properties in the crossover region. In Sec. III, we
deal with the driven-dissipative Fermi gas in Fig. 3(a), to
consider the nonequilibrium superfluid transition within
the mean-field approximation. We show that a nonequi-
librium particle energy distribution induces a Fulde-
Ferrell-Larkin-Ovchinnikov (FFLO) like unconventional
Fermi superfluid in spite of the absence of any spin im-
balance. We then proceed to the nonequilibrium BCS-
BEC crossover phenomenon in Sec. IV. Here we ex-
tend the thermal equilibrium BCS-BEC crossover the-
ory to the driven-dissipative Fermi gas. We then elu-
cidate nonequilibrium properties of the strongly inter-
acting driven-dissipative Fermi gas. We find that the
FFLO-like Fermi superfluid obtained in Sec. III is actu-
ally unstable against pairing fluctuations. In Sec. V, we
present a possible route to stabilize this unconventional
Fermi superfluid state.

Throughout this article, we set ℏ = kB = 1, and the
system volume is taken to be unity, for simplicity.
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II. BCS-BEC CROSSOVER IN A THERMAL
EQUILIBRIUM FERMI GAS

As a prelude to nonequilibrium BCS-BEC crossover
physics in a driven-dissipative Fermi gas, this section re-
views single-particle properties of a thermal equilibrium
Fermi gas in the BCS-BEC crossover region.

A. Strong-coupling theory for a thermal
equilibrium Fermi gas

To theoretically describe the observed BCS-BEC
crossover behavior of Tc in Fig. 2, we need to go be-
yond the mean-field approximation, to include effects
of strong pairing fluctuations. This has extensively
been attempted by many researchers by various meth-
ods, such as quantum Monte Carlo method [56–58],
renormalization group method [59–62], functional inte-
gral method [63], virial expansion [64, 65], as well as
diagrammatic method [8, 9, 11, 66–68]. Among them,
here we explain the T -matrix approximation (TMA) [69],
which is a strong-coupling theory based on the diagram-
matic technique.

Although the Feshbach-induced pairing interaction
UFR
eff in Eq. (1) is quite different from the phonon-

mediated one in conventional metallic superconductiv-
ity, we can still capture the essence of the BCS-BEC
crossover phenomenon, by employing the ordinary BCS
Hamiltonian [14], given by

H = H0 +Hint

=
∑
p

ξpa
†
p,σap,σ

− U
∑

p,p′,q

a†p+q/2,↑a
†
−p+q/2,↓a−p′+q/2,↓ap′+q/2,↑. (2)

Here, a†p,σ creates a Fermi atom with momentum p and

(pseudo)spin σ =↑, ↓. ξp = p2/(2m) − µ is the kinetic
energy measured from the chemical potential µ, where m
is an atomic mass. −U (< 0) is a contact-type pairing in-
teraction, which is assumed to be tunable by a Feshbach
resonance. To remove the ultraviolet divergence coming
from the contact-type interaction, we conveniently mea-
sure the interaction strength in terms of the s-wave scat-
tering length as [70]. The scattering length as is related
to the bare interaction U as

4πas
m

=
−U

1− U
∑pc

p
1

2εp

, (3)

where pc is a momentum cutoff. The weak-coupling BCS
side and the strong-coupling BEC side are then charac-
terized by (pFas)

−1 ≲ 0 and (pFas)
−1 ≳ 0, respectively.

Here, pF = (3π2N)1/3 is the Fermi momentum of a two-
component free gas with N fermions.
In TMA, we perturbatively include effects of pairing

interaction Hint in Eq. (2). In the thermal equilibrium

state, this is usually done by using the imaginary-time
Matsubara Green’s function technique [71]. However,
for later convenience, we employ the real-time Keldysh
Green’s function theory [72–74] in this article. As we will
see later, this formalism naturally allows the application
of TMA also to the nonequilibrium case.

We introduce the following 2×2 matrix single-particle
Green’s function:

ĜTMA,σ(p, ω) =

(
GR

TMA,σ(p, ω) GK
TMA,σ(p, ω)

0 GA
TMA,σ(p, ω)

)
. (4)

Here, the superscripts “R”, “A”, and “K” represent the
retarded, advanced, and Keldysh components, respec-
tively. These are respectively, defined by [72–74]

GR
TMA,σ(p, ω) = −i

∫ ∞

−∞
dte−iωtΘ(t) ⟨[ap,σ(t), a†p,σ(0)]+⟩,

(5)

GA
TMA,σ(p, ω) = i

∫ ∞

−∞
dte−iωtΘ(−t) ⟨[ap,σ(t), a†p,σ(0)]+⟩,

(6)

GK
TMA,σ(p, ω) = −i

∫ ∞

−∞
dte−iωt ⟨[ap,σ(t), a†p,σ(0)]−⟩, (7)

where ap,σ(t) is the annihilation operator of a Fermi atom
in the Heisenberg representation, [A,B]± = AB ± BA,
Θ(t) is the step function, and the expectation value ⟨· · ·⟩
is taken over the BCS Hamiltonian H in Eq. (2). We find
from Eqs. (5) and (6) that the retarded Green’s function
is related to the advanced one as

GR
TMA,σ(p, ω) =

[
GA

TMA,σ(p, ω)
]∗
. (8)

In addition, in the thermal equilibrium state, the Keldysh
Green’s function is related to the retarded one via the
fluctuation-dissipation relation (FDR) [72–74] as

GK
TMA,σ(p, ω) = 2iIm

[
GR

TMA,σ(p, ω)
][
1− 2f(ω)

]
. (9)

Here, f(ω) = [eω/T +1]−1 is the Fermi-Dirac distribution
function. Equations (8) and (9) mean that in the thermal
equilibrium case, once we compute the retarded compo-
nent GR

TMA,σ(p, ω), the other ones in ĜTMA,σ(p, ω) are

immediately obtained from GR
TMA,σ(p, ω). However, this

is not the case when the system is out of equilibrium. In
this case, since the FDR in Eq. (9) no longer holds, the
retarded and the Keldysh Green’s functions have to be
evaluated independently, as we will explain in Sec. IVA.

The 2 × 2 matrix Green’s function ĜTMA,σ(p, ω) in
Eq. (4) obey the Dyson equation [72–74],

ĜTMA,σ(p, ω) = Ĝ0,σ(p, ω)

+ Ĝ0,σ(p, ω)Σ̂TMA,σ(p, ω)ĜTMA,σ(p, ω), (10)



5

FIG. 4. (a) Dyson equation for 2 × 2 matrix TMA Green’s

function ĜTMA,σ (thick solid line). Σ̂TMA,σ is the self-energy

correction in TMA. (b) Particle-particle scattering matrix Γ̂0

in TMA. The wavy line represents the pairing interaction −U .
(c) Illustration of pairing fluctuations described by Γ̂0.

which is diagrammatically drawn as Fig. 4(a). Here,

Ĝ0,σ(p, ω) =

(
ĜR

0,σ(p, ω) ĜK
0,σ(p, ω)

0 ĜA
0,σ(p, ω)

)

=

(
1

ω+iδ−ξp
−2iπδ(ω − ξp)

[
1− 2f(ω)

]
0 1

ω−iδ−ξp

)
(11)

is the bare Green’s function in the case of a non-
interacting Fermi gas, where δ is an infinitesimally small
positive number.

In the Dyson equation (10), the self-energy

Σ̂TMA,σ(p, ω) =

(
ΣR

TMA,σ(p, ω) ΣK
TMA,σ(p, ω)

0 ΣA
TMA,σ(p, ω)

)
(12)

describes effects of the strong paring interaction −U .
The self-energy Σ̂TMA,σ(p, ω) in TMA is diagrammati-
cally drawn as Fig. 4(a), which gives [38, 39]

ΣR
TMA,σ(p, ω) =

[
ΣA

TMA,σ(p, ω)
]∗

= − i

2

∑
q

∫ ∞

−∞

dν

2π

[
ΓR
0 (q, ν)G

K
0,−σ(q − p, ν − ω)

+ ΓK
0 (q, ν)G

A
0,−σ(q − p, ν − ω)

]
, (13)

ΣK
TMA,σ(p, ω) = 2iIm

[
ΣR

TMA,σ(p, ω)
][
1− 2f(ω)

]
. (14)

Here, “−σ” means the opposite component to σ. In

Eq. (13), Γ
R(K)
0 (q, ν) is the retarded (Keldysh) compo-

nent of the particle-particle scattering matrix,

Γ̂0(q, ν) =

(
ΓR
0 (q, ν) ΓK

0 (q, ν)

0 ΓA
0 (q, ν)

)
, (15)

which is given by the series of the ladder-type diagrams
shown in Fig. 4(b). These ladder diagrams physically de-
scribe pairing fluctuations, that is, the sequence of pair
formation and dissociation of Fermi atoms, as schemat-
ically shown in Fig. 4(c). The summation of the ladder
diagrams in Fig.4(b) gives

ΓR
0 (q, ν) =

[
ΓA
0 (q, ν)

]∗
=

−U

1 + UΠR
0 (q, ν)

, (16)

ΓK
0 (q, ν) = 2iIm

[
ΓR
0 (q, ν)

][
1 + 2nB(ω)

]
, (17)

where nB(ω) = [eω/T −1]−1 is the Bose distribution func-
tion. In Eq. (16),

ΠR
0 (q, ν) =

i

2

∑
p

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

×
[
GR

0,↑(p+ q/2, ω + ν)GK
0,↓(−p+ q/2,−ω)

+GK
0,↑(p+ q/2, ω + ν)GR

0,↓(−p+ q/2,−ω)
]

=
∑
p

f(ξp+q/2) + f(ξ−p+q/2)− 1

ν + iδ − ξp+q/2 − ξ−p+q/2
. (18)

is the lowest order pair correlation function [38, 39]. In
obtaining the second line in Eq. (18), we have usesd
Eq. (11).
The Dyson equation (10) gives the dressed retarded

(advanced) Green’s function G
R(A)
TMA,σ(p, ω) as

G
R(A)
TMA,σ(p, ω) =

1

ω − ξp − Σ
R(A)
TMA,σ(p, ω)

. (19)

The Keldysh component GK
TMA,σ(p, ω) is then immedi-

ately obtained from the FDR in Eq. (9).
In TMA, physical quantities are obtained from the

dressed Green’s function ĜTMA,σ(p, ω) in Eq. (4). The
total number N of Fermi atoms is evaluated from the
Keldysh component GK

TMA,σ(p, ω): Noting the definition

of the Keldysh component in Eq. (7), we have

N =
∑

σ=↑,↓

∑
p

⟨a†p,σap,σ⟩

= −1

2

∑
σ=↑,↓

∑
p

⟨
[
ap,σ, a

†
p,σ

]
−⟩+

1

2

= − i

2

∑
σ=↑,↓

∑
p

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
GK

TMA,σ(p, ω) +
1

2
. (20)

The substitution of Eq. (9) into Eq. (20) gives

N =
∑

σ=↑,↓

∑
p

∫ ∞

−∞
dωATMA,σ(p, ω)f(ω)

=
∑

σ=↑,↓

∫ ∞

−∞
dωρTMA,σ(ω)f(ω). (21)
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Here,

ATMA,σ(p, ω) = − 1

π
Im
[
GR

TMA,σ(p, ω)
]

=
1

π

−ImΣR
TMA,σ(p, ω)[

ω − ξp − ReΣR
TMA,σ(p, ω)

]2
+
[
ImΣR

TMA,σ(p, ω)
]2 ,

(22)

ρTMA,σ(ω) =
∑
p

ATMA,σ(p, ω). (23)

are the single-particle spectral function and the density
of states, respectively [72–74].

One sees from the expression for the spectral function
in Eq. (22) how the pairing interaction affects single-
particle excitations: The pairing interaction gives rise to
the energy shift ReΣR

TMA,σ(p, ω), as well as the broad-

ening of the linewidth ImΣR
TMA,σ(p, ω). We will explain

these effects in more detail in Sec. II B.
In the TMA scheme, the strong-coupling effects asso-

ciated with the pairing interaction are incorporated into
the theory by solving the number equation (21) to de-
termine the chemical potential µ for a given number N
of Fermi atoms and the temperature T (≥ Tc). The su-
perfluid phase transition temperature Tc is determined
by solving the number equation (21), together with the
Thouless criterion [75]. As shown by Kadanoff and Mar-
tin [76, 77], the system experiences superfluid instabil-
ity, when the retarded particle-particle scattering matrix
ΓR
0 (q, ν) in Eq. (16) has a pole at q = qpair and ν = µpair,

that is, [
ΓR
0 (q = qpair, ν = µpair)

]−1
= 0. (24)

We note that the momentum qpair and the energy µpair

physically describe the center-of-mass momentum and
the energy of a Cooper pair, respectively. Since ΓR

0 (q, ν)
in Eq. (16) is a complex function, Eq. (24) actually con-
sists of two equations,

Re
[
ΓR
0 (q = qpair, ν = µpair)

]−1
= 0, (25)

Im
[
ΓR
0 (q = qpair, ν = µpair)

]−1
= 0. (26)

The latter equation is solved analytically: Substituting
ΠR

0 (q, ν) in Eq. (18) into ΓR
0 (q, ν) in Eq. (16), one has

δ(µpair − ξp+qpair/2 − ξp+qpair/2)

×
∑
p

f(ξp+qpair/2) + f(ξ−p+qpair/2)− 1

ξp+qpair/2 + ξ−p+qpair/2
= 0. (27)

Since f(x) + f(−x) = 1, Eq. (27) is satisfied only when
µpair = 0. Substituting this into Eq. (25), we have

1

U
=
∑
p

1− f(ξp+qpair/2)− f(ξ−p+qpair/2)

ξp+qpair/2 + ξ−p+qpair/2
, (28)

which is just the well-known Thouless criterion (or the
gap equation) [75]. In Eq. (28), qpair is chosen so as to

obtain the highest Tc. In the thermal equilibrium and
spin-balanced (N↑ = N↓) case, we obtain qpair = 0 be-
cause Cooper pairs must have zero center-of-mass mo-
mentum in this case. Setting qpair = 0 in Eq. (28), we
have

1

U
=
∑
p

1− 2f(ξp)

2ξp
. (29)

Figure 5(a) shows Tc obtained by solving the TMA
coupled equations (21) and (29). For comparison, we also
show the results in the case when the Thouless criterion
in Eq. (29) is solved for the fixed value of the chemi-
cal potential µ = εF. The latter is just the mean-field
approximation, which is also referred to as the Kadanoff-
Martin (KM) theory in the literature [76, 77]. Fig-
ure 5(a) indicates that the behavior of the calculated Tc

in TMA agrees well with the experimental result shown
in Fig. 2. That is, starting from the weak-coupling BCS
regime, Tc gradually increases with increasing the in-
teraction strength, to approach a constant value in the
BEC regime. Since all Fermi atoms form tightly bound
molecules in the extreme BEC limit, this value just equals
the BEC phase transition temperature

TBEC =
2π

ζ(3/2)2/3
N

2/3
M

MM
≃ 0.218TF (30)

in an ideal gas of NM = N/2 bosons with the molecular
mass MM = 2m. In Eq. (30), ζ(3/2) ≃ 2.612 is the
Riemann zeta function.
On the other hand, the mean-field KM theory can-

not properly describe the behavior of Tc in the strong-
coupling BEC regime [see the dashed line in Fig. 5(a)].
This is simply because the KM theory ignores pair-
ing fluctuations, as well as the formation of diatomic
molecules in this regime.

B. Single-particle properties in the thermal
equilibrium BCS-BEC crossover regime

In the BCS-BEC crossover region, a characteristic
strong-coupling phenomenon appearing in the single-
particle excitations is the pseudogap, where fluctuations
in the Cooper channel play an essential role [67, 69, 78–
81]. To explain this phenomenon, we first recall the
non-interacting case, where the single-particle spectral
function A0,σ(p, ω) and the density of states ρ0,σ(ω) in
the non-interacting Fermi gas are, respectively, obtained
from GR

0,σ(p, ω) in Eq. (11) as

A0,σ(p, ω) = − 1

π
Im
[
GR

0,σ(p, ω)
]
= δ(ω − ξp), (31)

ρ0,σ(ω) =
∑
p

A0,σ(p, ω) =
(2m)3/2

2π2

√
ω + µ. (32)

As seen from these expressions, the spectral function
A0,σ(p, ω) has the peak line along the particle disper-
sion ω = ξp. The single-particle density of states ρ0,σ(ω)
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FIG. 5. (a) Calculated Tc in a thermal equilibrium Fermi gas
in the BCS-BEC crossover region. “TMA” (solid line) and
“KM” (dashed line), respectively, show the results of TMA
and the mean-field KM theory. (b)-(d) Single-particle prop-
erties in the BCS-BEC crossover region. (b1)-(d1) Density
of states ρTMA,σ(ω) in Eq. (23). (b2)-(d2) Spectral function
ATMA,σ(p, ω) in Eq. (22). Each panel shows the result at (b)-
(d) in panel (a). In panel (b2), “hole” is the peak line along
the hole dispersion ω = −ξp.

is a monotonically increasing function of ω. These sim-
ple structures are remarkably modified in the BCS-BEC
crossover region due to the presence of strong pairing
fluctuations, as shown in Fig. 5(b)-(d). Although the su-
perfluid order parameter vanishes at Tc, Fig. 5(b1) shows
that the single-particle density of states ρTMA,σ(ω) still
exhibits a dip structure around the Fermi level (ω = 0).
This so-called pseudogap structure [67, 69, 78–81] be-
comes more remarkable, as one passes through the BCS-
BEC crossover region [see Figs. 5(c1) and 5(d1)].

To quickly understand the role of pairing fluctuations
in the pseudogap phenomenon, we approximate the re-
tarded self-energy ΣR

TMA,σ(p, ω) in Eq. (13) in the fol-

lowing manner: Noting that ΓR,K
0 (q = 0, ν = 0) diverges

when the Thouless criterion in Eq. (24) is satisfied at Tc,
one approximates the self-energy to

ΣR
TMA,σ(p, ω) ≃ −∆2

PGG
A
0,−σ(−p,−ω). (33)

Here,

∆2
PG = − i

2

∑
q

∫ ∞

−∞

dν

2π
ΓK
0 (q, ν), (34)

describes effects of pairing fluctuations, which is also
referred to as the pseudogap parameter in the litera-
ture [69]. Substituting Eq. (33) into the Dyson equa-
tion (10), we have

GR
TMA,σ(p, ω) ≃

1

ω + iδ − ξp −∆2
PG

1

ω + iδ + ξp

. (35)

Equation (35) indicates that pairing fluctuations de-
scribed by the pseudogap parameter ∆PG brings about
a coupling phenomenon between the particle band (ω =
ξp) and the hole band (ω = −ξp). Evaluating the single-
particle spectral function in Eq. (22) in this so-called
pseudogap approximation, one obtains

ATMA,σ(p, ω)

≃ 1

2

1 + ξp√
ξ2p +∆2

PG

 δ
(
ω −

√
ξ2p +∆2

PG

)

+
1

2

1− ξp√
ξ2p +∆2

PG

 δ
(
ω +

√
ξ2p +∆2

PG

)
. (36)

Equation (36) just has the same form as the single-
particle spectral function in the mean-field BCS theory
where the superfluid order parameter is replaced by the
pseudogap parameter ∆PG. Thus, Eq. (36) has the ex-
citation gap ∆PG around ω = 0. From the viewpoint
of the above-mentioned particle-hole coupling by pairing
fluctuations, the level repulsion between the particle- and
hole-band around ω = 0 opens this energy gap [see also
Fig. 5(b1)]. While the pseudogap approximation gives a
clear single-particle excitation gap as in the BCS super-
fluid state, quasiparticle lifetime associated with particle-
particle scatterings actually rounds this gap structure to
some extent. Because of this, this phenomenon appears
as a dip in the single-particle density of states, as seen in
Fig. 5(b1).
The pseudogap develops with increasing the interac-

tion strength, reflecting the enhancement of pairing fluc-
tuations, as shown in Fig. 5(c1) and (c2). In the strong-
coupling BEC regime, the density of states ρTMA,σ(ω),
as well as the spectral function ATMA,σ(p, ω) has a clear
energy gap, rather than the pseudogap. These gapped ex-
citation spectra reflect the formation of tightly-bounded
diatomic molecules [69]. The energy gap corresponds to
the binding energy 2|µ| = 1/(mas)

2 of a two-body bound
molecule in the strong-coupling BEC limit.
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In the current stage of cold Fermi gas physics, it is still
difficult to directly observe the single-particle spectral
function, as well as the density of states. Regarding this,
however, we note that the photoemission spectrum (PES)
LTMA,σ(p, ω) is observable [82–84], which is related to
the spectral function ATMA,σ(p, ω) as [84]

LTMA,σ(p, ω) ∝ p2f(ω)ATMA,σ(p, ω), (37)

where f(ω) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function. In a
sense, PES may be viewed as the occupied spectral func-
tion. Thus, the structural changes of the spectral func-
tion in the BCS-BEC crossover region can be observed
through the photoemission-type experiment [83, 85].

III. NONEQUILIBRIUM SUPERFLUID
TRANSITION IN THE DRIVEN-DISSIPATIVE

FERMI GAS: MEAN-FIELD APPROACH

We now proceed to the nonequilibrium case. In
Sec. III A, we present the model Hamiltonian for the
driven-dissipative Fermi gas in Fig. 3(a). In Sec. III B, we
explain how the couplings with the reservoirs affect the
single-particle properties of the main system. To apply
the mean-field KM theory to the driven-dissipative Fermi
gas, we extend the Thouless criterion to the nonequilib-
rium case in Sec. III C. Using the nonequilibrium Thou-
less criterion, we study the nonequilibrium superfluid
phase transition within the mean-field approximation in
Sec. IIID.

A. Model Hamiltonian for the driven-dissipative
Fermi gas

The model driven-dissipative Fermi gas in Fig. 3(a) is
described by the Hamiltonian [38–40]

H = Hsys +Henv +Hmix. (38)

Here,

Hsys =
∑

σ=↑,↓

∑
p

εpa
†
p,σap,σ

− U
∑

p,p′,q

a†p+q/2,↑a
†
−p+q/2,↓a−p′+q/2,↓ap′+q/2,↑

(39)

describes the main system (nonequilibrium interacting
Fermi gas) in Fig. 3(a), where a†p,σ is the creation opera-
tor of a Fermi atom with pseudospin σ =↑, ↓ in the main
system. εp = p2/(2m) is the kinetic energy of a Fermi
atom with an atomic mass m. −U is a tunable pairing
interaction associated with a Feshbach resonance. As in
the thermal equilibrium case discussed in Sec. IIA, we
measure the interaction strength in terms of the s-wave
scattering length as, which is related to −U via Eq. (3).

The left (α = L) and right (α = R) reservoirs in
Fig. 3(a) are described by

Henv =
∑

α=L,R

∑
σ=↑,↓

∑
p

ξresp cα†p,σc
α
p,σ. (40)

Here, cαq,σ is an anhiration operator of a Fermi atom in
the α reservoir, and ξresp = εp −µres is the single-particle
energy in the reservoirs [see Fig. 3(b)]. We assume that
the reservoirs are huge compared to the main system and
always in the thermal equilibrium state at the common
(environment) temperature Tenv. Under this assump-
tion, the Fermi atoms in the reservoirs obey the ordinary
Fermi-Dirac distribution function,

fenv(ω) =
1

eω/Tenv + 1
. (41)

The tunnelings of the Fermi atoms between the main
system and reservoirs are described by the tunneling
Hamiltonian Hmix, given by

Hmix =
∑

α=L,R

Nt∑
j=1

∑
σ=↑,↓

∑
p,q

×
[
eiµαtTα,q,pcα†q,σap,σe−iq·Rα

j e−ip·rα
j +H.c.

]
, (42)

where Tα,q,p is a tunneling matrix element between the
main system and the α (=L, R) reservoir. For simplic-
ity, we ignore the momentum and α dependence of the
tunneling matrix element, to set TL,q,p = TR,q,p ≡ T . In
the tunneling Hamiltonian in Eq. (42), the atom tunnel-
ing is assumed to occur between randomly distributing
spatial positions Rα

i in the α reservoir and rαi in the
main system (i = 1, · · · , Nt ≫ 1). The introduction of
the random tunneling points is just a simple theoretical
trick to study the bulk properties of the main system
[38–41]. After taking the spatial average over the ran-
domly distributing tunneling positions, the translational
invariance of the main system is recovered.
The factor eiµαt in Eq. (42) describes the situation

where the energy band ξq in the α reservoir is occupied
up to their respective Fermi levels µα = µ ± ∆µ when
Tenv = 0, as schematically shown in Fig. 3(b). Due to
this factor, Fermi atoms are injected into and extracted
from the main system when µL ̸= µR.
We note that the temperature in the main system is

not well defined in the nonequilibrium case when ∆µ ̸= 0.
In this case, the superfluid instability in the main sys-
tem is controlled by the temperature Tenv in the thermal
equilibrium reservoirs. To emphasize this, in what fol-
lows, we write the superfluid transition temperature in
the driven-dissipative Fermi gas as T c

env.

B. Nonequilibrium properties of the
driven-dissipative non-interacting Fermi gas

When the main system is in the nonequilibrium steady
state due to the couplings with the reservoirs, the Fermi
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FIG. 6. Dyson equation for 2 × 2 matrix nonequilibrium
Green’s function Ĝneq,σ (double solid line). The self-energy

Σ̂env,σ describes the system-reservoir coupling effects in the
second-order Born approximation with respect to the tunnel-
ing amplitude T (solid square). D̂α,σ (dotted line) denotes
the non-interacting Green’s function in the α (=L, R) reser-
voir.

atoms in the main system obey a nonequilibrium energy
distribution fneq(ω) that has a different structure from
the ordinary Fermi-Dirac distribution function. To ob-
tain the distribution fneq(ω) in the absence of pairing
interaction (U = 0), we conveniently introduce the 2× 2
matrix nonequilibrium Green’s function in the main sys-
tem, given by

Ĝneq,σ(p, ω) =

(
GR

neq,σ(p, ω) GK
neq,σ(p, ω)

0 GA
neq,σ(p, ω)

)
, (43)

which obeys the Dyson equation,

Ĝneq,σ(p, ω) = Ĝ0,σ(p, ω)

+ Ĝ0,σ(p, ω)Σ̂env,σ(p, ω)Ĝneq,σ(p, ω). (44)

The Dyson equation (44) is diagrammatically drawn as

Fig. 6. In Eq. (44), Ĝ0,σ(p, ω) is the bare Green’s func-
tion in the absence of the system-reservoir couplings,
given in Eq. (11). We emphasize that the distribution

function f(ω) in Ĝ0,σ(p, ω) has nothing to do with the
distribution function fenv(ω) in the reservoirs in Eq. (41).

We can regard f(ω) in Ĝ0,σ(p, ω) as the energy distribu-
tion in the isolated Fermi gas, before the main system is
connected to the reservoirs. As we will see below, the
nonequilibrium distribution fneq(ω) in the main system
does not depend on f(ω), when the system relaxes into
the nonequilibrium steady state due to the couplings with
the reservoirs.

In Eq. (44), the self-energy Σ̂env,σ(p, ω) describes ef-
fects of system-reservoir couplings. Within the second-
order Born approximation with respect to the tunneling
matrix T , the self-energy is diagrammatically given in
Fig. 6. Evaluating this diagrammatic equation, we ob-
tain [39, 40]

Σ̂env,σ(p, ω) =

(
ΣR

env,σ(p, ω) ΣK
env,σ(p, ω)

0 ΣA
env,σ(p, ω)

)
= Nt|T |2

∑
α=L,R

∑
q

D̂α,σ(q, ω − µα)

=

(
−2iγ −2iγ

[
tanh

(
ω−µL

2Tenv

)
+ tanh

(
ω−µR

2Tenv

)]
0 2iγ

)
.

(45)

For the derivation of Eq. (45), we refer to Ref. [39]. Here,

D̂α,σ(q, ω) =

( 1
ω+iδ−ξresq

−2iπδ(ω − ξresq )
[
1− 2fenv(ω)

]
0 1

ω−iδ−ξresq

)
(46)

is the non-interacting 2 × 2 matrix Green’s function in
the α (= L, R) reservoir, and

γ = πNtρ|T |2, (47)

describes the quasiparticle damping originating from the
system-reservoir coupling. In Eq. (47), ρ = ρα is the
single-particle density of states in the α reservoir, where
we have ignored the α dependence of this quantity, for
simplicity. We have also ignored the ω dependence of
ρ, which is sometimes referred to as the wide-band limit
approximation in the literature [74]. This approximation
is justified in the case when the reservoirs are so huge that
the energy dependence of their density of states around
ω = µ can be ignored, within the variation of ∆µ.
The substitution of Eq. (45) into the Dyson equa-

tion (44) gives

Ĝneq,σ(p, ω)

=

 1
ω−εp+2iγ

−4iγ[1−fenv(ω−µL)−fenv(ω−µR)]
[ω−εp]2+4γ2

0 1
ω−εp−2iγ

 . (48)

Here, the Fermi-Dirac function fenv(ω) in the reser-
voirs is given in Eq. (41). As mentioned previously,
while the nonequilibrium steady-state Green’s function
Ĝneq,σ(p, ω) depends on fenv(ω), it is not affected by the
distribution function f(ω) in the initial state of the main
system. This is because the initial memory of the iso-
lated Fermi gas is wiped out due to the coupling with
the reservoirs.
The energy distribution function fneq(ω) in the main

system is obtained from the Keldysh component of
Ĝneq,σ(p, ω) in Eq. (48). Although the FDR, like Eq. (9),
does not hold between the retarded and the Keldysh com-
ponents in the nonequilibrium state (∆µ ̸= 0), they still
possess a similar relation: The Keldysh component in
Eq. (48) can be written as

GK
neq,σ(p, ω) = 2iIm

[
GR

neq,σ(p, ω)
][
1− 2fneq(ω)

]
, (49)

where

fneq(ω) =
1

2

[
f(ω − µL) + f(ω − µR)

]
. (50)

By analogy with the FDR in the thermal equilib-
rium case, we can interpret fneq(ω) in Eq. (50) as
the nonequilibrium energy distribution function in the
driven-dissipative Fermi gas. The distribution function
fneq(ω) has a clear two-step structure (at ω = µL and
ω = µR) when Tenv ≪ ∆µ, originating from the dif-
ferent Fermi levels between the left and right reservoirs.
We note that such a nonequilibrium energy distribution
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FIG. 7. Calculated nonequilibrium momentum distribution
nneq,σ(p) as a function of |p| in the driven-dissipative Fermi
gas. Panels (a) and (c) show the effects of the system-reservoir
coupling strength γ in the presence and the absence of the
chemical potential bias ∆µ, respectively. Panel (b) shows
effects of ∆µ, when γ = 0.01µ. We set Tenv = 0.

with the two-step structure has experimentally been ob-
served in mesoscopic wires [86–88], as well as carbon nan-
otubes [89], under a bias voltage V (which corresponds
to the chemical potential bias ∆µ in the present model
driven-dissipative Fermi gas).

The couplings with the reservoirs affect, not only the
energy distribution, but also the spectral function in
the main system. The single-particle spectral function
Aneq,σ(p, ω) is obtained from the retarded component of

Ĝneq,σ(p, ω) as

Aneq,σ(p, ω) = − 1

π
Im
[
GR

neq,σ(p, ω)
]
=

1

π

2γ

[ω − εp]2 + 4γ2
.

(51)
A comparison of Aneq,σ(p, ω) in Eq. (51) and A0,σ(p, ω)
in Eq. (31) shows that the system-reservoir couplings give
rise to the linewidth 2γ in the excitation spectrum. The
linewidth physically means the finite lifetime τ (∼ 1/γ)
of the excitation mode εp in the driven-dissipative Fermi
gas, due to the atom tunneling between the main system
and the reservoirs.

The momentum distribution nneq,σ(p) = ⟨a†p,σap,σ⟩ is

FIG. 8. (a) Particle-particle scattering matrix Γ̂neq in the
driven-dissipative Fermi gas. The nonequilibrium Green’s
function Ĝneq,σ (double solid line) is diagrammatically given

in Fig. 6. Γ̂neq physically describes paring fluctuations in the
presence of pumping and decay of Fermi atoms, as schemati-
cally shown in panel (b).

obtained from the Keldysh component GK
neq,σ(p, ω) as

nneq,σ(p) = − i

2

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
GK

neq,σ(p, ω) +
1

2

=

∫ ∞

−∞
dωAneq,σ(p, ω)fneq(ω). (52)

Equation (52) indicates that nneq,σ(p) involves in-
formation about the single-particle spectral function
Aneq,σ(p, ω) in Eq. (51), as well as the energy distribution
function fneq,σ(ω) in Eq. (50).
Figure. 7 shows the calculated nneq,σ(p). In the zero

bias case (∆µ = 0) shown in Fig. 7(a), the effects of
system-reservoir couplings are dominated by the quasi-
particle damping described by γ in Eq. (47). Since the
quasi-particle peak in the single-particle spectral function
Aneq,σ(p, ω) is broadened by this damping, the smearing
of the sharp Fermi edge at |p| ≃ pF becomes more re-
markably with increasing the value of γ, as shown in
Fig. 7(a).
Once non-zero bias (∆µ ̸= 0) is imposed, one finds in

Fig. 7(b) that the momentum distribution nneq,σ(p) ex-
hibits the two-step structure expected in Eq. (50). How-
ever, as shown in Fig. 7(c), the two-step structure im-
printed on the momentum distribution nneq,σ(p) becomes
obscure as γ increases due to the broadening of the quasi-
particle peak in Aneq,σ(p, ω). Although we do not show
it explicitly, the two-step structure is also rounded by
thermal excitations as the temperature Tenv increases.
Because of these, the conditions for the two-step struc-
ture to appear in the momentum distribution nneq,σ(p)
are ∆µ ≫ γ and ∆µ ≫ Tenv.

C. Thouless criterion for the driven-dissipative
Fermi gas

To extend the Thouless criterion in Eq. (24) to the
nonequilibrium steady state, we evaluate the particle-
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particle scattering matrix Γ̂neq(q, ν) in the driven-
dissipative Fermi gas. As in the thermal equilibrium
case, Γ̂neq(q, ν) is also given by the series of the lad-

der diagrams shown in Fig. 8(a). While Γ̂0(q, ν) in-

volves the bare Green’s function Ĝ0,σ(p, ω) in Eq. (11),

Γ̂neq(q, ν) involves the nonequilibrium Green’s function

Ĝneq,σ(p, ω) in Eq. (48), to take into account the system-

reservoir coupling effects. In this sense, Γ̂neq(q, ν) phys-
ically describes pairing fluctuations in the presence of
pumping and decay of Fermi atoms, as schematically
shown in Fig. 8(b).

Summing up the ladder diagrams in Fig. 8(a), we
have [38, 39]

Γ̂neq(q, ν) =

(
ΓR
neq ΓK

neq

0 ΓA
neq

)
(q, ν)

=
−U

1− UΠ̂neq(q, ν)

=

 −U
1+UΠR

neq(q,ν)

U2ΠK
neq(q,ν)

[1+UΠR
neq(q,ν)][1+UΠA

neq(q,ν)]

0 −U
1+UΠA

neq(q,ν)

 . (53)

Here,

Π̂neq(q, ν) =

(
ΠR

neq(q, ν) ΠK
neq(q, ν)

0 ΠA
neq(q, ν)

)
(54)

is the lowest-order pair correlation function in the
driven-dissipative Fermi gas. The retarded (advanced)

component Π
R(A)
neq (q, ν) is obtained by simply replacing

GR,A,K
0,σ (p, ω) with GR,A,K

neq,σ (p, ω) in Eq. (18), which reads

ΠR
neq(q, ν) =

[
ΠA

neq(q, ν)
]∗

=
i

2

∑
p

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

×
[
GR

neq,↑(p+ q/2, ω + ν)GK
neq,↓(−p+ q/2,−ω)

+GK
neq,↑(p+ q/2, ω + ν)GR

neq,↓(−p+ q/2,−ω)
]
.

(55)

In the thermal equilibrium state, the Keldysh component
ΠK

neq(q, ν) is immediately obtained from the retarded
component via the FDR. However, this is not the case for
the driven-dissipative Fermi gas. In this nonequilibrium
case, the Keldysh component ΠK

neq(q, ν) is independently
evaluated from the following expression [38, 39]:

ΠK
neq(q, ν) =

i

2

∑
p

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

×
[
GR

neq,↑(p+ q/2, ω + ν)GR
neq,↓(−p+ q/2,−ω)

+GA
neq,↑(p+ q/2, ω + ν)GA

neq,↓(−p+ q/2,−ω)

+GK
neq,↑(p+ q/2, ω + ν)GK

neq,↓(−p+ q/2,−ω)
]
.

(56)

As in the thermal equilibrium case, the superfluid
phase transition temperature T c

env is determined from the
retarded particle-particle scattering matrix ΓR

neq(q, ν).
The nonequilibrium version of the pole equation (24) is
given by

[
ΓR
neq(q = qpair, ν = µpair)

]−1
= 0, (57)

which actually consists of the following two equations:

Re
[
ΓR
neq(q = qpair, ν = µpair)

]−1
= 0, (58)

Im
[
ΓR
neq(q = qpair, ν = µpair)

]−1
= 0. (59)

In the symmetric coupling case (TL = TR ≡ T ) we are
considering, the latter equation can be solved analyti-
cally: When ΠR

neq(q, ν) in Eq. (55) is substituted into

the retarded component ΓR
neq(q, ν) in Eq. (53), Eq. (59)

is reduced to

0 =
∑
η=±

∑
p

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

η
[
tanh

(
ω+η[µL−µpair/2]

2Tenv

)
+ tanh

(
ω+η[µR−µpair/2]

2Tenv

)]
[
(ω + εp+qpair/2 − µpair/2)2 + 4γ2

][
(ω − ε−p+qpair/2 + µpair/2)2 + 4γ2

] , (60)

which is satisfied only when µpair = 2µ. We note that in the thermal equilibrium case, the imaginary part of the
pole equation (24) is satisfied when µpair = 0 rather than µpair = 2µ. The difference comes from the different origins
of energy in the thermal equilibrium and the present nonequilibrium case. Since we now measure the energy from
the bottom of the energy band (εp=0) in the main system [see Fig. 3(b)], a Cooper pair should have nonzero energy
µpair = 2µ. [The factor 2 comes from the fact that a Cooper pair is formed by two Fermi atoms.]
Substituting this solution µpair = 2µ into Eq. (58), we have

1

U
= γ

∑
p

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

[
2ω + εp+qpair/2 − ε−p+qpair/2

] [
tanh

(
ω+∆µ
2Tenv

)
+ tanh

(
ω−∆µ
2Tenv

)]
[
(ω + εp+qpair/2 − µ)2 + 4γ2

][
(ω − ε−p+qpair/2 + µ)2 + 4γ2

] , (61)
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which is the nonequilibrium version of Eq. (28), and is
referred to as the nonequilibrium Thouless criterion in
what follows. In Eq. (61), qpair is determined so as to
obtain the highest T c

env. As noted in Sec. IIA, qpair physi-
cally describes the center-of-mass momentum of a Cooper
pair. Thus, when qpair = 0, the main system transitions
to the uniform nonequilibrium BCS-type superfluid state,
where the Cooper pairs have zero center-of-mass momen-
tum. On the other hand, when qpair ̸= 0, an inhomoge-
neous superfluid state is realized, being characterized by
a spatially oscillating superfluid order parameter (sym-
bolically written as ∆(r) = ∆eiqpair·r). This is analogous
to the Fulde-Ferrell-Larkin-Ovchinnikov (FFLO) state in
a superconductor under an external magnetic field [90–
92].

D. Nonequilibrium FFLO superfluid transition in
the mean-field approximation

Figure. 9(a) shows the mean-field results of the su-
perfluid phase transition temperature as a function of
the system-reservoir coupling strength γ in the zero bias
case (∆µ = 0). This figure is obtained by solving Eq. (61)
with a fixed value of µ. (This is an extension of the mean-
field KM theory explained in Sec. II A to the driven-
dissipative Fermi gas.) As in the well-known thermal
equilibrium case, the superfluid phase is suppressed by
thermal fluctuations as the temperature Tenv increases.
The superfluid phase is also suppressed as the system-
reservoir coupling strength γ increases. This is simply
because, as shown in Fig. 7(a), the system-reservoir cou-
pling rounds the Fermi edge in the momentum distri-
bution nneq,σ(p) so that γ plays a similar role to the
temperature.

In the zero bias case (∆µ = 0) shown in Fig. 9(a),
the pole of ΓR

neq(q, 2µ) always appears at q = 0, when
Tenv = T c

env [see Fig. 9(b)]. As explained previously,
this means that the occurrence of the BCS-type uniform
superfluid transition at this temperature, being accom-
panied by BEC of Cooper pairs with zero center-of-mass
momentum.

The situation changes when the main system is in the
nonequilibrium steady state by the non-zero chemical po-
tential bias ∆µ ̸= 0. Figure 9(c) is the phase diagram of
the driven-dissipative Fermi gas in terms of the system-
reservoir coupling strength γ and the chemical potential
bias ∆µ, when Tenv = 0. When ∆µ is very large, the
system is in the normal state due to the strong pump-
ing and decay of Fermi atoms. As ∆µ decreases and the
nonequilibrium effects are weakened, the system experi-
ences superfluid instability. As shown in Fig. 9(d1), while
the pole of ΓR

neq(q, 2µ) appears at q = 0 when γ/µ ≳ 0.04,
it appears at |q| = |qpair| (> 0) when γ/µ ≲ 0.04. While
the former case (q = 0) means the BCS-type superfluid
transition at T c

env, the latter indicates the FFLO-type
superfluid transition associated with Cooper pairs with
non-zero center-of-mass momentum qpair ̸= 0.

FIG. 9. (a) and (c): Superfluid transition line obtained by
solving the nonequilibrium Thouless criterion in Eq. (61) in
the weak-coupling BCS regime when (pFas)−1 = −1. The
system experiences the BCS-type (FFLO-type) superfluid in-
stability on the solid (dashed) line. (b) and (d): Calculated
inverse particle-particle scattering matrix ΓR

neq(q, ν = 2µ) as

a function of |q|. We note that ImΓR
neq(q, ν = 2µ) = 0. Each

panel shows the results along the paths depicted in panels (a)
and (c). The pole of ΓR

neq(q, ν = 2µ) (solid circle) is obtained
at |q| ̸= 0 (|q| = 0) on the nonequilibrium FFLO (BCS) tran-
sition line.

The FFLO state was first proposed in metallic super-
conductivity under an external magnetic field [90–92],
and was later discussed in spin-imbalanced (N↑ ̸= N↓)
ultracold Fermi gas [93–97], as well as color supercon-
ductivity in quantum chromodynamics [98]. In these sys-
tems, the FFLO state is induced by the misalignment of
the Fermi surfaces. For example, as schematically shown
in Fig 10(a), the Fermi momenta pFσ of the pseudospin
σ =↑ and σ =↓ Fermi atoms are different from each other
in a Fermi gas with the spin imbalance N↑ ̸= N↓. Since
Cooper pairs are formed by Fermi atoms near each Fermi
surface, Cooper pairs acquire nonzero center-of-mass mo-
mentum |qpair| ≃ pF↑ − pF↓ due to the Fermi surface
mismatch, as schematically shown in Fig. 10(b).

However, we emphasize that the present driven-
dissipative Fermi gas is a spin-balanced (N↑ = N↓) sys-
tem, so that there is no Fermi surface misalignment in
the main system. In this sense, the mechanism of the
FFLO-type superfluid in Fig. 9(c) is different from the



13

FIG. 10. Cooper-pair formation in the FFLO state in a ther-
mal equilibrium Fermi gas with spin imbalance (N↑ ̸= N↓).
(a) Momentum distribution nσ=↑,↓(p). Since the system is
in the thermal equilibrium state, nσ(p) is simply given by
the Fermi-Dirac distribution function. However, the spin im-
balance leads to pF↑ ̸= pF↓ (where pFσ is the Fermi momen-
tum in the pseudospin σ =↑, ↓ component). (b) The mis-
alignment between σ =↑ and ↓ Fermi surfaces naturally in-
duces a Cooper pair with non-zero center-of-mass momentum,
|qpair| ≃ pF↑ − pF↓ ̸= 0.

conventional one discussed in metallic superconductivity
under an external magnetic field.

The origin of this nonequilibrium FFLO superfluid is
the nonequilibrium momentum distribution nneq,σ(p) in
Eq. (52) [40, 99]: When the momentum distribution
nneq,σ(p) has the clear two-step structure [see Fig. 7(b)],

the occupation sharply changes at pF1 =
√
2m[µ+∆µ]

and at pF2 =
√
2m[µ−∆µ], as schematically shown in

Fig. 11(a). Then if each edge structure at p = pF1 and
p = pF2 work like the ordinary Fermi edge at the Fermi
surface, each pseudospin component (σ =↑, ↓) has two
“Fermi surfaces” with different sizes. Then, as schemati-
cally shown in Figs. 11(b) and (c), several types of Cooper
pairings between Fermi atoms around the “Fermi sur-
faces” would be possible. Among them, the Cooper pairs
depicted in Fig. 11(c) have nonzero center-of-mass mo-
mentum |qpair| ≃ pF1 − pF2 ( ̸= 0), which result in the
nonequilibrium FFLO superfluid.

IV. NONEQUILIBRIUM BCS-BEC CROSSOVER
IN THE DRIVEN-DISSIPATIVE FERMI GAS

In the previous section, we discuss the nonequilibrium
superfluid phase transition within the mean-field approx-
imation. In this section, we go beyond the mean-field
approximation to study the nonequilibrium BCS-BEC

FIG. 11. Same figure as Fig. 10 for the driven-dissipative
Fermi gas. (a) The nonequilibrium momentum distribution
nneq,σ(p) in Eq. (52). Since the main system is the spin-
balanced driven-dissipative Fermi gas, both pseudospin com-
ponents (σ =↑, ↓) obey the same momentum distribution,
nneq,↑(p) = nneq,↓(p). In each component, two Fermi edges
imprinted on nneq,σ(p) at p = pF1 and p = pF2 work like
two “Fermi surfaces” with different sizes. (b) and (c) indi-
cate possible Cooper pairings between Fermi atoms around
the “Fermi surfaces”. While Cooper pairs have zero center-
of-mass momentum in (b), they have non-zero center-of-mass
momentum in (c), which is similar to the FFLO Cooper pair
shown in Fig. 10(b).

crossover.

A. Strong-coupling theory for the
driven-dissipative Fermi gas

We extend the thermal-equilibrium TMA explained in
Sec. II A to the case when the system is out of equilib-
rium. In the nonequilibrium TMA (NETMA) scheme,
while T c

env-equation (61) obtained from the Thouless cri-
terion is still valid, we need to include strong-coupling
corrections to the number equation. For this purpose,
we introduce the nonequilibrium Green’s function in the
main system, given by

ĜNETMA,σ(p, ω) =

(
GR

NETMA,σ(p, ω) GK
NETMA,σ(p, ω)

0 GA
NETMA,σ(p, ω)

)
.

(62)
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FIG. 12. Dyson equation for NETMA Green’s function
ĜNETMA,σ (thick solid line). The nonequilibrium Green’s

function Ĝneq,σ (double solid line) is given in Fig. 6. The self-

energy Σ̂NETMA,σ describes the nonequilibrium pairing fluc-

tuation effects. The particle-particle scattering matrix Γ̂neq

is given in Fig. 8(a).

This 2×2 matrix Green’s function obeys the Dyson equa-
tion,

ĜNETMA,σ(p, ω) = Ĝneq,σ(p, ω)

+ Ĝneq,σ(p, ω)Σ̂NETMA,σ(p, ω)ĜNETMA,σ(p, ω), (63)

which is diagrammatically drawn as Fig. 12. In Eq. (63),

Ĝneq,σ(p, ω) is given in Eq. (48). (Note that it already
involves the effects of system-reservoir couplings.) The

self-energy Σ̂NETMA,σ(p, ω) describes the effects of pair-
ing fluctuations within the TMA level, which is diagram-
matically given by Fig. 12. Evaluating the last term in

Fig. 12, we obtain [38, 39]

ΣR
NETMA,σ(p, ω) =

[
ΣA

NETMA,σ(p, ω)
]∗

= − i

2

∑
q

∫ ∞

−∞

dν

2π

[
ΓR
neq(q, ν)G

K
neq,−σ(q − p, ν − ω)

+ ΓK
neq(q, ν)G

A
neq,−σ(q − p, ν − ω)

]
, (64)

ΣK
NETMA,σ(p, ω)

= − i

2

∑
q

∫ ∞

−∞

dν

2π

[
ΓA
neq(q, ν)G

R
neq,−σ(q − p, ν − ω)

+ ΓR
neq(q, ν)G

A
neq,−σ(q − p, ν − ω)

+ ΓK
neq(q, ν)G

K
neq,−σ(q − p, ν − ω)

]
, (65)

where the particle-particle scattering matrix ΓR,A,K
neq (q, ν)

is given in Eq. (53). Substituting Eqs. (64) and (65) into
the Dyson equation (63), we obtain each component in
Eq. (62) as

GR
NETMA,σ(p, ω) =

[
GA

NETMA,σ(p, ω)
]∗

=
1

ω − εp + 2iγ − ΣR
NETMA,σ(p, ω)

,

(66)

GK
NETMA,σ(p, ω) =

ΣK
NETMA,σ(p, ω) + ΣK

env,σ(p, ω)

|ω − εp + 2iγ − ΣR
NETMA,σ(p, ω)|2

.

(67)

The number N of Fermi atoms in the main system is
computed from the Keldysh component GK

NETMA,σ(p, ω)
as

N = − i

2

∑
σ=↑,↓

∑
p

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
GK

NETMA,σ(p, ω) +
1

2

= −2i
∑
p

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

2iγ
[
f(ω − µL) + f(ω − µR)

]
+Σ<

NETMA,σ(p, ω)[
ω − εp − ReΣR

NETMA,σ(p, ω)
]2

+
[
2γ − ImΣR

NETMA,σ(p, ω)
]2 . (68)

Here, we have introduced the lesser self-energy [72–74],

Σ<
NETMA,σ(p, ω) =

1

2

[
− ΣR

NETMA,σ(p, ω) + ΣA
NETMA,σ(p, ω) + ΣK

NETMA,σ(p, ω)
]
. (69)

The number equation (68) now includes both the strong-coupling effects associated with the tunable pairing inter-
action, as well as the system-reservoir coupling effects. As in the thermal equilibrium BCS-BEC crossover theory
explained in Sec. IIA, we solve the number equation (68), together with the nonequilibrium Thouless criterion in
Eq. (61), to determine µ and T c

env for a given parameter set (N , (pFas)
−1, ∆µ). When Tenv > T c

env, we only solve the
number equation (68), to determine µ.

Once µ is determined, the single-particle spectral func-
tion ANETMA,σ(p, ω), the density of states ρNETMA,σ(ω),
as well as the photoemission spectrum LNETMA,σ(ω) are

obtained from the NETMA Green’s function as, respec-
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FIG. 13. Calculated T c
env in the driven-dissipative Fermi gas

in the nonequilibrium BCS-BEC crossover region. We set
γ/εF = 0.01. (This value is also used in Figs. 14, 15, and
17-19.)

tively, [39]

ANETMA,σ(p, ω) = − 1

π
Im
[
GR

NETMA,σ(p, ω)
]
, (70)

ρNETMA,σ(ω) =
∑
p

ANETMA,σ(p, ω), (71)

LNETMA,σ(ω) = −ip2
[
−GR

NETMA,σ +GA
NETMA,σ

+GK
NETMA,σ

]
(p, ω). (72)

B. Nonequilibrium BCS-BEC crossover

Figure 13 shows the superfluid phase transition tem-
perature T c

env as a function of the chemical potential bias
∆µ, and the pairing interaction strength (pFas)

−1, in the
nonequilibrium BCS-BEC crossover region obtained by
NETMA. In the zero bias case (∆µ = 0), the overall be-
havior of T c

env is the same as Tc in a thermal equilibrium
Fermi gas shown in Fig. 5(a): Starting from the weak-
coupling BCS regime, T c

env gradually increases with in-
creasing the interaction strength, to eventually approach
a constant value in the strong-coupling BEC regime.

The main system is in the driven-dissipative steady
state when the non-zero bias ∆µ ̸= 0 is imposed. In
this nonequilibrium case, T c

env is suppressed, as shown in
Fig. 13. In the strong-coupling BEC regime, (pFas)

−1 ≳
0, T c

env is monotonically suppressed with increasing ∆µ.
On the other hand, in the weak-coupling BCS side,
(pFas)

−1 ≲ 0, T c
env is found to exhibits re-entrant behav-

ior. That is, with decreasing the temperature Tenv, al-
though the main system experiences the superfluid phase
transition at Tenv = T c

env, the main system again becomes
the normal state at low temperatures [see also Fig. 14(a)].

Figure 13 indicates that, in NETMA, the nonequilib-
rium FFLO state, which is obtained in the nonequilib-
rium mean-field theory as explained in Sec. IIID, does

not appear in the whole BCS-BEC crossover region. That
is, at Tenv = T c

env, the nonequilibrium Thouless criterion
in Eq. (61) is always satisfied at qpair = 0 in NETMA.
In general, the strong-coupling theory and the mean-field
KM theory are expected to give qualitatively the same
results in the weak-coupling BCS regime because pair-
ing fluctuations are sufficiently weak there. Indeed, in
the thermal equilibrium case, Tc obtained by TMA ap-
proaches the mean-field result in the weak-coupling limit,
as shown in Fig. 5(a). Nevertheless, in the present case,
the nonequilibrium FFLO state predicted in the mean-
field theory is not obtained in NETMA even in the weak-
coupling BCS regime.

1. Weak-coupling BCS regime

We discuss the mechanism of the re-entrant behav-
ior of T c

env as well as the absence of the nonequilibrium
FFLO state, in the weak-coupling BCS regime. Fig-
ure 14(a) shows T c

env as a function of ∆µ. In Figs. 14(b)
and (c), we show the single-particle density of states
ρNETMA,σ(ω) along the paths (b1)-(b3) and the spectral
function ANETMA,σ(p, ω) at (c1)-(c5) in Fig. 14(a).
When ∆µ = 0, the pseudogap appears in the density

of states, as shown in Fig. 14(b1). We also find from
Fig. 14(c1) that the spectral function has the paek along
the particle dispersion (ω = εp), as well as the hole dis-
persion (ω = −ε−p+2µ), which is the typical pseudogap
structure explained in Sec. II B. Since the pseudogap phe-
nomenon is induced by pairing fluctuations, it should be
enhanced (suppressed) as we approach (move away from)
T c
env. Indeed, we see in Fig. 14(b1) that the pseudogap

gradually disappears, as one moves away from T c
env. At

(c2) in Fig. 14(a), the peak structure along the hole dis-
persion disappears in the spectral function, as expected.
However, a very different behavior of the pseudogap

is obtained when one moves along the path (b2) in
Fig. 14(a). In this case, although we first approach T c

env

and then move away from T c
env, the pseudogap mono-

tonically develops up to the point (c4) in Fig. 14(a), as
seen in Fig. 14(b2). This tendency is also seen in the
single-particle spectral function: Indeed, Figs. 14(c2)-
(c4) show that the level repulsion between the particle
and the hole dispersions monotonically becomes remark-
able, even when one moves from (c3) to (c4) in Fig. 14(a).
To understand the reason why the pseudogap phe-

nomenon is remarkably seen at (c4) in Fig. 14(a), we
plot in Fig. 15(b) the real part of the particle-particle
scattering matrix −Re

[
ΓR
neq(q, ν = 2µ)

]
as a function of

|q|, which informs us of the strength of pairing fluctua-
tions. (Note that q in this quantity physically has the
meaning of the center-of-mass momentum of preformed
Cooper pairs.) We find from this figure that, when one
moves along the path (b) in Fig. 15(a), although pairing
fluctuations in the BCS-type Cooper channel at q = 0
decreases, FFLO-type pairing fluctuations being charac-
terized by q ̸= 0 becomes strong.
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FIG. 14. (a) Calculated T c
env as a function of ∆µ, in the driven-dissipative Fermi gas in the BCS region at (pFas)−1 = −0.6.

T c
env exhibits re-entrant behavior in this region. (b) Single-particle density of states ρNETMA,σ(ω) along the paths (b1)-(b3) at

panel (a). For visibility, we offset each result by 0.5. (c) Single-particle spectral function ANETMA,σ(p, ω) at (c1)-(c5) in panel
(a). In (c4), the broad peak structure “FFLO” originates from FFLO-type pairing fluctuations. The intensity of the spectral
function is normalized by ε−1

F .

Since we are considering the spin-balanced case, the or-
dinary mechanism of the FFLO state does not work here.
Instead, the anomalous enhancement of −Re

[
ΓR
neq(q, ν =

2µ)
]
at q ̸= 0 seen in Fig. 15(b) is attributed to the two-

step structure imprinted on the nonequilibrium momen-
tum distribution nneq,σ(p), as explained in Sec. IIID.
Since the thermal excitations are suppressed and the
momentum distribution nneq,σ(p) has the clear two-step
structure at low temperatures, pairing fluctuations at
q ̸= 0 are enhanced as Tenv decreases. To conclude, the
pronounced pseudogap seen around (c4) in Fig. 14(a) is
induced by strong FFLO-type pairing fluctuations that
are enhanced by the two-step structure of the nonequi-
librium momentum distribution nneq,σ(p).

Regarding the vanishing FFLO phase transition in the
NETMA result, we recall that it has been shown in the
thermal equilibrium state that the FFLO state is al-
ways unstable against rotational fluctuations in the spa-
tially isotropic system, even in three dimensions [100–
105]: When the system has a continuous rotational sym-
metry in space, the FFLO state is infinitely degenerate
with respect to the direction of the FFLO-qpair vector, as
schematically shown in Fig. 16. This infinite degeneracy
remarkably enhances FFLO pairing fluctuations, which
completely destroy the FFLO long-range order. We note
that a similar instability phenomenon is also known in
the ordinary BCS superfluid in one and two dimensions,
which is sometimes referred to as the Hohenberg-Mermin-
Wagner theorem in the literature [106, 107]. However,

while the vanishing superfluid long-range order in one
and two dimensions is also due to anomalously enhanced
pairing fluctuations, in the FFLO case, the instability
occurs even in three dimensions. Since the same instabil-
ity mechanism also works in the present nonequilibrium
case [41], the FFLO-type superfluid phase transition seen
in the mean-field phase diagram in Fig. 9(c) completely
vanishes in the NETMA phase diagram.
We briefly note that, since the spatial isotropy of the

system is crucial for the vanishing FFLO long-range or-
der, the FFLO-type superfluid phase transition would be
possible when this symmetry is removed from the present
gas system, which we will examine in Sec. V.
As explained in Sec. IIID, the magnitude of the

center-of-mass momentum |qpair| of a nonequilibrium
FFLO Cooper pair depends on the difference between
the “Fermi momenta” of the two effective “Fermi sur-
faces”. That is, |qpair| ∼ pF1 − pF2 =

√
2m[µ+∆µ] −√

2m[µ−∆µ] (see Fig. 11). Indeed, we see in Fig. 15(c)
that the peak position shifts toward q = 0 with decreas-
ing ∆µ along the path (c) in Fig. 15(a). When we ar-
rive at T c

env, Γ
R
neq(q, 2µ) diverges at q = 0 (that is, T c

env-
equation (61) is satisfied at q = 0), and the main system
transitions to the uniform nonequilibrium BCS superfluid
state.
The strong nonequilibrium FFLO pairing fluctuations

also affect the single-particle excitation spectrum. As
shown in Fig. 14(c4), the spectral function at (c4) in
Fig. 14(a) exhibits a broad downward spectral peak,
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FIG. 15. (a) Phase diagram of the driven-dissipative Fermi
gas at (pFas)−1 = −0.6. (b) and (c) show the real part of the
particle-particle scattering matrix −Re

[
ΓR
neq(q, ν = 2µ)

]
as a

function of |q|. Each panel shows the result along the path
(b) and path (c) in panel (a).

which is denoted as “FFLO”. To understand the mech-
anism of this anomalous spectral structure, we apply
the pseudogap approximation to the NETMA self-energy
ΣR

NETMA,σ(p, ω): As seen from Fig. 15(b), ΓR
neq(q, ν) has

a large intensity at (q, ν) = (qpair, 2µ) around (c4) in
Fig. 14(a). Using this, one approximates the self-energy
in Eq. (64) to [39]

ΣR
NETMA,σ(p, ω)

≃ −∆2
PG ⟨GA

neq,−σ(qpair − p,−ω + 2µ)⟩
qpair

= − ∆2
PG

4|qpair||p|
log

(
ω + [|p| − |qpair|]2 − µ+ 2iγ

ω + [|p|+ |qpair|]2 − µ+ 2iγ

)
.

(73)

Here, ⟨· · ·⟩qpair
represents the average over the direction

of the qpair, and

∆2
PG =

i

2

∑
q

∫ ∞

−∞

dν

2π
ΓK
neq(q, ν) (74)

is the pseudogap parameter.

FIG. 16. Schematic illustration of a nonequilibrium FFLO
Cooper pairs. All superfluid states associated with a Cooper
pair depicted in (a)-(d) are degenerate due to the continuous
rotational symmetry of the gas system.

FIG. 17. (a) Single-particle spectral function in the pseudo-
gap approximation. We set (a1) qpair ̸= 0 and (a2) qpair = 0.
A broad downward spectral peak “FFLO” in panel (a1) is con-
sistent with Fig. 14(c4). (b) Mechanism of the broad spec-
tral peak. When a Cooper pair has nonzero center-of-mass
momentum qpair, the excitation modes along the particle dis-
persion ω = εp is coupled to the excitation modes along the
hole dispersion ω = −ε−p+qpair + 2µ with various directions
of qpair.

Figure 17 shows the single-particle spectral function
ANETMA,σ(p, ω) computed with the approximated self-
energy in Eq. (73). While we set qpair/pF = 0 in
Fig. 17(a1), we take qpair/pF = 0.2 in Fig. 17(a2). Com-
paring these two cases, we find that the “FFLO” struc-
ture seen in Fig. 17(a) is induced by nonequilibrium
FFLO pairing fluctuations, because the broad peak struc-
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ture appears only when qpair ̸= 0. The difference be-
tween the two cases (qpair = 0 and qpair ̸= 0) arises
from the degrees of freedom with respect to the direc-
tion of qpair due to the spatial isotropy of the gas sys-
tem: In the case of BCS-type pairing, where a Cooper
pair is formed between Fermi atoms at opposite mo-
menta p and −p, the excitation modes along the par-
ticle dispersion ω = εp is coupled only to the modes
along the hole dispersion ω = −ε−p + 2µ. As explained
in Sec. II B, the level repulsion between these excitation
modes results in the pseudogap. On the other hand, in
the case of FFLO-type paring, a Cooper pair is formed
between Fermi atoms at momenta p and −p + qpair.
Then, the excitation modes along the particle disper-
sion ω = εp is coupled to the excitation modes along
the hole dispersions ω = −ε−p+qpair

+ 2µ. As schemati-
cally shown in Fig. 17(b), the latter is a continuous ex-

citation mode between ω = −
[
|p| + |qpair|

]2
/(2m) + 2µ

and ω = −
[
|p| − |qpair|

]2
/(2m) + 2µ, because there is

no restriction on the direction of qpair due to the spatial
isotropy of the gas system. The coupling of the con-
tinuous spectrum with the excitation modes along the
particle dispersion ω = εp results in the characteristic
spectral structure “FFLO” in Fig. 14(c4).

To summarize the discussion, the phase diagram of the
driven-dissipative Fermi gas in the weak-coupling BCS
regime is obtained as Fig. 18. In this phase diagram, T ∗

env

is the so-called pseudogap temperature [69], where the
pseudogap appears in the density of states ρNETMA,σ(ω).
The pseudogap phase between T c

env and T ∗
env can be fur-

ther divided into two regions:

1. BCS-type pseudogap phase (qpair = 0): The pseu-
dogap is induced by BCS-type pairing fluctuations.
In this phase, −Re

[
ΓR
neq(q, 2µ)

]
has the peak at

q = 0.

2. FFLO-type pseudogap phase (qpair ̸= 0): The
pseudogap is induced by nonequilibrium FFLO-
type pairing fluctuations. In this phase, the peak
appears at q = qpair ( ̸= 0) and the spectral func-
tion ANETMA,σ(p, ω) exhibits the broad downward
spectral peak.

Since the nonequilibrium FFLO superfluid state is un-
stable against its own paring fluctuations, only the BCS-
type uniform superfluid state is realized inside the region
surrounded by T c

env in Fig. 18.

2. Strong-coupling BEC regime

We next consider the strong-coupling BEC regime. In
this regime, as shown in Fig. 19(a), T c

env does not ex-
hibit re-entrant behavior, but monotonically decreases
as the chemical potential bias ∆µ increases. This is sim-
ply because the nonequilibrium momentum distribution
nneq,σ(p) does not exhibit the two-step structure in this
regime, so that, in contrast to the weak-coupling BCS

FIG. 18. Phase diagram of the driven-dissipative Fermi gas
in the BCS regime, in terms of the temperature Tenv and the
chemical potential bias ∆µ. T c

env (solid line) is the super-
fluid phase transition temperature and T ∗

env (dashed line) is
the pseudogap temperature. The pseudogap phase between
T c
env and T ∗

env is divided into two regions: One is the pseudo-
gap phase induced by BCS-type pairing fluctuations (green-
shaded area). In this phase, −Re

[
ΓR
neq(q, 2µ)

]
has the peak

at q = 0. The other pseudogap phase is induced by nonequi-
librium FFLO-type pairing fluctuations (blue-shaded area).
In this region, the peak appears at q = qpair ( ̸= 0).

case shown in Fig. 15(b), the anomalous enhancement of
FFLO-type pairing fluctuations does not occur.

Figure 19(b) shows how the density of states
ρNETMA,σ(ω) varies when one moves along the paths (b1)
and (b2) in Fig. 19(a). Figure 19(c) shows the single-
particle spectral function ANETMA,σ(p, ω) at positions
(1)-(3) in Fig. 19(a). These figures indicate that the
single-particle excitation spectra do not change so sig-
nificantly as in the weak-coupling BCS regime at least
within the variations of ∆µ and Tenv along the paths
(b1) and (b2) in Fig. 19(a).

On the other hand, the nonequilibrium effects ap-
pear in the photoemission spectrum LNETMA,σ(p, ω) in
Eq. (72). Comparing Figs. 19(d1) with (d2), the occu-
pancy of the excitation modes along the particle dis-
persion (upper branch) is higher in (d2). These ex-
citation modes correspond to single-particle excitations
of Fermi atoms due to the dissociation of diatomic
molecules [69]. Thus, the higher intensity of the upper
branch in Fig. 19(d2) means that the diatomic molecules
are more destroyed by strong pumping and decay of
Fermi atoms in the large ∆µ regime.

We briefly note that in Fig. 19(d3), the occupancy of
the upper branch is lower than in (d2). This is because
the thermal dissociation of diatomic molecules is sup-
pressed in the low Tenv region.
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FIG. 19. (a) Calculated T c
env in the BEC regime, when (pFas)−1 = 0.6. (b) Density of states ρNETMA,σ(ω) along the paths

(b1) and (b2) in panel (a). (c) Single-particle spectral function ANETMA,σ(p, ω). (d) Photoemission spectrum LNETMA,σ(p, ω).
Panels (c1)-(c3) and (d1)-(d3) show the results at positions (1)-(3) in panel (a).

V. STABLE NONEQUILIBRIUM FFLO
SUPERFLUID IN THE DRIVEN-DISSIPATIVE

LATTICE FERMI GAS

A. Driven-dissipative lattice Fermi gas

As explained in Sec. IVB1, the strong nonequilibrium
FFLO pairing fluctuations resulting from the continu-
ous rotational symmetry of the gas system completely
destroy the FFLO-type long-range order in the driven-
dissipative Fermi gas. However, this also indicates that,
if the infinite degeneracy shown in Fig. 16 is lifted and
FFLO-type pairing fluctuations can be suppressed, by
removing the continuous rotational symmetry of the sys-
tem, the nonequilibrium FFLO superfluid state may be
stabilized.

To explore this possibility, we consider the case when
the main system is loaded on a three-dimensional cubic
optical lattice [108–110]. To model this situation, we
describe the main system by the three-dimensional at-
tractive Hubbard model [111], given by

Hsys =
∑

σ=↑,↓

∑
k

εka
†
k,σak,σ

− U
∑

k,k′,q

a†k+q/2,↑a
†
−k+q/2,↓a−k′+q/2,↓ak′+q/2,↑.

(75)

Here, −U is the on-site s-wave pairing interaction, and

FIG. 20. Fermi surface of a free Fermi gas with the band
dispersion εk in Eq. (76) and effects of the NNN hopping t′.
We take n = 0.3.

the kinetic energy εk of the lattice fermion has the form

εk = −2t
∑

j=x,y,z

[
cos(kj)− 1

]
− 4t′

[
cos(kx) cos(ky) + cos(ky) cos(kz)

+ cos(kz) cos(kx)− 3
]
, (76)

with t and t′ being, respectively, the nearest-neighbor and
the next-nearest-neighbor (NNN) hopping amplitude. In
Eq. (76), the lattice constant a is taken to be unity, for
simplicity. In the following discussions, we use the NNN
hopping t′ to tune the anisotropy of the Fermi surface:
As shown in Fig. 20, the Fermi surface shape gradually
deviates from the spherical one as t′ increases. Thus,
by adjusting the value of t′, we can control the spatial
anisotropy of the main system.
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B. Hartree self-energy in the driven-dissipative
lattice Fermi gas

In the absence of the optical lattice, the Hartree self-
energy (∝ U) vanishes because U → 0 in the limit of
pc → ∞, where pc is the momentum cutoff in Eq. (3) [14].
On the other hand, in the case of the lattice Fermi gas,
U ̸= 0 for a given s-wave scattering length as, due to
the finite bandwidth of the energy band εk in Eq. (76).
Thus, the Hartree term gives a nonzero contribution in
the lattice system, and we need to incorporate it into the
theory.

The Hartree self-energy Σ̂H,σ(k, ω) is diagrammati-
cally given in Fig. 21(a), which gives [41]

Σ̂H,σ(k, ω) =

(
ΣR

H,σ(k, ω) ΣK
H,σ(k, ω)

0 ΣA
H,σ(k, ω)

)

=

(
UnH,−σ 0

0 UnH,−σ

)
, (77)

where

nH,σ = − i

2

∑
k

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
G̃K

neq,σ(k, ω) +
1

2
(78)

is the filling fraction of Fermi atoms at each lattice
site. Here, G̃K

neq,σ(k, ω) is the Keldysh component of the

nonequilibrium Green’s function ˆ̃Gneq,σ(k, ω) in the lat-
tice system, which obeys the Dyson equation [41]

ˆ̃Gneq,σ(k, ω) = Ĝ0,σ(k, ω)

+ Ĝ0,σ(k, ω)
[
Σ̂H,σ(k, ω) + Σ̂env,σ(k, ω)

] ˆ̃Gneq,σ(k, ω).

(79)

This equation is also diagrammatically drawn as
Fig. 21(a). In the Dyson equation (79), Ĝ0,σ(k, ω) is the
Green’s function in the isolated non-interacting Fermi gas
loaded on the optical lattice, which is obtained by simply
replacing εp = p2/(2m) in Eq. (11) with the dispersion

εk in Eq. (76). The self-energy correction Σ̂env,σ(k, ω)
due to the system-reservoir couplings is given in Eq. (45).
Solving the Dyson equation (79), one has

ˆ̃Gneq,σ(k, ω) =

 1
ω−ε̃k,σ+2iγ

−4iγ[1−f(ω−µL)−f(ω−µR)]
[ω−ε̃k,σ ]2+4γ2

0 1
ω−ε̃k,σ−2iγ

 ,

(80)
where the renormalized the kinetic energy ε̃k,σ has the
form,

ε̃k,σ = εk − UnH,−σ. (81)

Since nH,−σ in Eq. (81) is determined from Eq. (78), we
need to solve self-consistently Eqs. (78) and (80).

FIG. 21. (a) Dyson equation for the nonequilibrium

Green’s function ˆ̃Gneq,σ in the presence of the optical lat-

tice. (b) Particle-particle scattering matrix ˆ̃Γneq in the driven-
dissipative lattice Fermi gas. (c) Diagrammatic representa-

tion of the NENSR Green’s function ˆ̃GNENSR,σ in Eq. (82).

C. Nonequilibrium Nozières-Schmitt-Rink
strong-coupling theory

Although the spatial isotropy can be removed by con-
sidering the tight-binding model given in Eq. (76), it also
makes numerical calculation harder than the isotropic
case, because we cannot simplify computations by using
the spatial isotropy of the main system. Thus, we take
into account pairing fluctuations in the present lattice
system by extending the strong-coupling theory devel-
oped by Nozières and Schmitt-Rink (NSR) [66] in the
thermal equilibrium state to the nonequilibrium steady
state.
The nonequilibrium NSR theory (NENSR) may be

viewed as a simplified version of NETMA explained in
Sec. IVA, because the nonequilibrium Green’s function
ˆ̃GNENSR,σ(k, ω) in NENSR obeys the truncated Dyson
equation,

ˆ̃GNENSR,σ(k, ω) =

(
G̃R

NENSR,σ(k, ω) G̃K
NENSR,σ(k, ω)

0 G̃A
NENSR,σ(k, ω)

)
= ˆ̃Gneq,σ(k, ω)

+ ˆ̃Gneq,σ(k, ω)
ˆ̃ΣNENSR,σ(k, ω)

ˆ̃Gneq,σ(k, ω), (82)

which is diagrammatically drawn as Fig. 21(c). [Note
that the thick solid line in the last diagram in Fig. 12 is re-
placed by the double solid line in Fig. 21(c).] The NENSR

self-energy ˆ̃ΣNENSR,σ(k, ω) is the same as the NETMA
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self-energy Σ̂NETMA,σ(k, ω) in Eqs. (64) and (65), ex-

cept that the ladder diagrams consists of ˆ̃Gneq,σ(k, ω)

in Eq. (80) instead of Ĝneq,σ(p, ω) in Eq. (48), as dia-
grammatically shown in Fig. 21(b). Thus, the NENSR

self-energy is obtained by replacing Ĝneq,σ(p, ω) and

Γ̂neq(q, ω) in the NETMA self-energy with ˆ̃Gneq,σ(k, ω)

and ˆ̃Γneq(q, ω), where

ˆ̃Γneq(q, ν) =
−U

1− U ˆ̃Πneq(q, ν)
(83)

is the particle-particle scattering matrix in the presence
of the optical lattice. Here the pair correlation function
ˆ̃Πneq(q, ν) in the lattice system is obtained by replacing

Ĝneq,σ(p, ω) in Eqs. (55) and (56) with ˆ̃Gneq,σ(k, ω).

The equation for the filling fraction n per lattice site,
which incorporates the effects of both pairing fluctua-
tions and system-reservoir couplings, is obtained from
the Keldysh component G̃K

NENSR,σ(k, ω) of the NENSR

Green’s function as

n = − i

2

∑
σ=↑,↓

∑
k

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
G̃K

NENSR,σ(k, ω)−
1

2

=
∑

σ=↑,↓

nH,σ +
i

2

∑
σ=↑,↓

∑
k

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

×
[ ˆ̃Gneq,σ(k, ω)

ˆ̃ΣNENSR,σ
ˆ̃Gneq,σ(k, ω)

]K
≡
∑

σ=↑,↓

nH,σ + nFL,σ. (84)

Here, nH,σ is given in Eq. (78) and[
ÂB̂Ĉ

]K
= ARBRCK +ARBKCA +AKBACA. (85)

In Eq. (84), nFL,σ is the fluctuation correction to the
filling fraction.
The nonequilibrium Thouless criterion in the NENSR

theory reads[
Γ̃R
neq(q = qpair, ν = µpair)

]−1
= 0. (86)

As in the NETMA case, the real part and the imaginary
part of Eq. (86) gives two equations, and the imaginary
part gives the solution µpair = 2µ. Then, substituting
this into the real part of Eq. (86), one reaches the follow-
ing T c

env equation for the driven-dissipative lattice Fermi
gas:

1

U
= γ

∑
k

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

[
2ω + ε̃k+qpair/2,↑ − ε̃−k+qpair/2,↓

] [
tanh

(
ω+∆µ
2Tenv

)
+ tanh

(
ω−∆µ
2Tenv

)]
[
(ω + ε̃k+qpair/2,↑ − µ)2 + 4γ2

][
(ω − ε̃−k+qpair/2,↓ + µ)2 + 4γ2

] . (87)

In the NENSR theory, one solves the T c
env equa-

tion (87), together with the equation for the filling frac-
tion n in Eq. (84), to self-consistently determine T c

env and
µ(T c

env) for a given parameter set (n, γ,∆µ). In the T c
env

equation (87), qpair is determined so as to obtain the
highest T c

env. The self-consistent solution with qpair = 0
(qpair ̸= 0) describes the phase transition into the spa-
tially uniform BCS (nonuniform FFLO) type superfluid.

D. Stabilization of the nonequilibrium FFLO
superfluid

Figure 22(a) shows the NENSR results on T c
env in the

driven-dissipative lattice Fermi gas. In contrast to the
spatially isotropic case without the optical lattice, where
the nonequilibrium FFLO superfluid is completely de-
stroyed by pairing fluctuations as shown in Fig. 14(a),
Figs. 22(a) and (b) clearly show that the nonequilibrium
FFLO superfluid survives against their pairing fluctua-

tions in the presence of the optical lattice.

Figure 23(a2) shows the intensity −Re
[
ΓR
neq(q, 2µ)

]
of

the retarded particle-particle scattering matrix at the
solid square in Fig. 23(a1) in the absence of the opti-
cal lattice. As explained in Sec. IVB1, this quantity has
large intensity around |q| = |qpair| ≠ 0, reflecting the en-
hancement of nonequilibrium FFLO pairing fluctuations.

Figure 23(b2) shows the result at the solid square in
Fig. 23(b1) in the presence of the optical lattice, which
is quite different from the gas case shown in Fig. 23(a2).
Since the spatial isotropy is explicitly broken by the opti-
cal lattice, the ring structure seen in Fig. 23(a2) is not ob-

tained. Instead, Fig. 23(b2) shows that −Re
[
Γ̃R
neq(q, 2µ)

]
has peaks at q = qj,η

pair (j = x, y, z and η = ±), reflecting
the discreate rotational symmetry of the optical lattice
potential.

The above difference between the gas case and the lat-
tice case results in a significant difference in the fluctu-
ation correction term nFL,σ in Eq. (84): In the presence
of the optical lattice, noting that the ΓR

neq(q, 2µ) is en-
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FIG. 22. (a) Calculated T c
env in the driven-dissipative lattice

Fermi gas, as functions of the chemical potential bias ∆µ
and the system-reservoir coupling strength γ. (b) Magnitude
|qpair| of the center-of-mass momentum of a Cooper pair at
T c
env. We take t′ = 0, n = 0.3, and U/(6t) = 0.8.

hanced around (q, ν) = (qj,η
piar, 2µ) near the nonequilib-

rium FFLO transition, we can approximate the NENSR
self-energy to

ˆ̃ΣNENSR,σ(k, ω) ≃ −∆2
PG

∑
η=±

∑
j=x,y,z

×

(
G̃A

neq,−σ(q
j,η
pair − k, 2µ− ω) G̃K

neq,−σ(q
j,η
pair − k, 2µ− ω)

0 G̃R
neq,−σ(q

j,η
pair − k, 2µ− ω)

)

= −∆2
PG

∑
η=±

∑
j=x,y,z

ˆ̃G∗
neq,−σ(q

j,η
pair − k, 2µ− ω), (88)

where

∆2
PG =

i

2

∑
q

∫ ∞

−∞

dν

2π
Γ̃K
neq(q, ν) (89)

is the pseudogap parameter. Substituting Eq. (88) into
nFL,σ in Eq. (84), one has

FIG. 23. (a1) Calculated T c
env in the absence of the optical

lattice. This is the same plot as Fig. 14(a). (a2) Calculated
intensity −Re

[
ΓR
neq(q, 2µ)

]
of the particle-particle scattering

matrix at the solid square in panel (a1). Panel (b) shows the
case in the presence of the optical lattice. In panel (b), we
set U/(6t) = 0.8, γ/(6t) = 0.01, t′ = 0, and n = 0.3.

nFL,σ = − i∆2
PG

2

∑
η=±

∑
j=x,y,z

∑
k

×
∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

[ ˆ̃Gneq,σ(k, ω)
ˆ̃G∗
neq,−σ(q

j,η
pair − k, 2µ− ω)

× ˆ̃Gneq,σ(k, ω)
]K

. (90)

To evaluate the pseudogap parameter ∆PG in Eq. (89),
we also employ the following approximation:

Γ̃R
neq(q, ν) ≃

∑
η=±

∑
j=x,y,z

−U

C
[
q − qj,η

pair

]2 − iλ
[
ν − 2µ

] ,
(91)

where

C =
U

2
∇2

qΠ̃
R
neq(q, 2µ)

∣∣∣∣
q=qj,η

pair

, (92)

λ =
πU

8Tenv
N(µ)sech2

(
∆µ

2Tenv

)
, (93)

with N(µ) being the density of states in the main system
at ω = µ. In obtaining Eq. (91), for simplicity, we have

taken the limit γ → 0+ in Π̃R
neq(q, ν) as,

lim
γ→0+

Π̃R
neq(q, ν)

=
∑
p

1− f(ε̃p+q/2,↑ − µ−∆µ)− f(ε̃−p+q/2,↓ − µ+∆µ)

ν + iδ − ε̃p+q/2,↑ − ε̃−p+q/2,↓
,

(94)
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and have expanded Eq. (94) around (q, ν) = (qj,η
pair, 2µ).

Substituting Eq. (91) into Eq. (89), one has

∆2
PG =

i

2

∑
q

∫ ∞

−∞

dν

2π
|Γ̃R

neq(q, ν)|2Π̃K
neq(q, ν)

≃
∑
η=±

∑
j=x,y,z

iU2Π̃K
neq(q

j,η
pair, 2µ)

2

×
∑
q

∫ ∞

−∞

dν

2π

1

C2
[
q − qj,η

pair

]4
+ λ2

[
ν − 2µ

]2
=
∑
η=±

∑
j=x,y,z

iU2Π̃K
neq(q

j,η
pair, 2µ)

4λC

∑
q

1[
q − qj,η

pair

]2 .
(95)

In the same manner, we can evaluate the pseudogap
parameter in the spatially isotropic gas system, which
reads [41]

∆2
PG ≃

iU2ΠK
neq(qpair, 2µ)

4λC

∫ qc

0

dq

2π2

q2[
|q| − |qpair|

]2 ,
(96)

with qc being a cutoff momentum.
The crucial difference between Eq. (95) and Eq. (96) is

that the factor 1/[|q|−|qpair|]2 in the gas case is replaced

by 1/[q−qj,η
pair]

2 in the lattice Fermi gas. Then, the q in-

tegral in the spatially isotropic case in Eq. (96) always
diverges as far as qpair ̸= 0, irrespective of the system
dimension. As seen from Eq. (90), the fluctuation correc-
tion term nFL,σ in Eq. (90) diverges when the pseudogap
parameter ∆2

PG diverges. Because of this singularity, the
nonequilibrium FFLO superfluid is prohibited in the spa-
tially isotropic gas system. On the other hand, replacing
q − qj,η

pair by q in Eq. (95), one finds that the pseudo-

gap parameter ∆2
PG in the lattice system converges even

when |qj,η
pair| ≠ 0. Thus, in the presence of the optical

lattice, the NENSR coupled equations (84) with (86) can
be satisfied simultaneously at the nonequilibrium FFLO
phase transition, where |qpair| ≠ 0.
The essence of the stabilization of the nonequilibrium

FFLO-type long-range order is, strictly speaking, not the
optical lattice itself, but rather the resulting anisotropy
of the Fermi surface edges in momentum space.

To demonstrate this, we show in Fig. 24 how the sta-
bilization of the nonequilibrium FFLO state is affected
by the anisotropy of the Fermi surface. (We recall that,
as shown in Fig. 20, the Fermi surface becomes more
spherical for larger t′.) As expected, the nonequilibrium
FFLO phase transition is gradually suppressed as the
Fermi surface shape becomes close to the sphere by in-
creasing the value of t′. In particular, the temperature at
the boundary between the nonequilibrium BCS and the
FFLO phase (solid circle in Fig. 24), which is referred to
as the Lifshitz point in the literature [112, 113], decreases
with increasing t′. This is because stronger nonequilib-
rium FFLO pairing fluctuations are introduced by more
spherical Fermi surface edges.

FIG. 24. (a) Calculated T c
env and effects of the NNN hopping

amplitude t′. (b) |qpair| at T c
env. We take n = 0.3, U/(6t) =

0.8, and γ/(6t) = 0.015. The temperature Tenv is normalized
by the value at ∆µ = 0 (≡ T c0

env). The solid circle shows the
Lifshitz point, at which the normal, the nonequilibrium BCS,
and the nonequilibrium FFLO phases meet one another.

In the current stage of cold Fermi gas physics, a su-
perfluid 6Li Fermi gas in an optical lattice has been real-
ized only when the lattice potential is very shallow [114].
Although this experimental situation is somehow differ-
ent from the simple Hubbard model in Eq. (75), Fig. 24
indicates that the crucial key to stabilize the nonequi-
librium FFLO superfluid is not the detailed lattice po-
tential but the resulting anisotropic Fermi surface edge.
Thus, if such a shallow optical lattice can still deform
the Fermi surface enough to suppress the nonequilibrium
FFLO pairing fluctuations, the nonequilibrium FFLO su-
perfluid would be realized there.

VI. SUMMARY

Figure 25 summarizes the nonequilibrium BCS-BEC
crossover physics in the driven-dissipative Fermi gas.
We have calculated the superfluid transition temper-
ature T c

env in the nonequilibrium BCS-BEC crossover
regime, as shown in Fig. 25(a). This is done by extend-
ing the T -matrix approximation, developed in thermal
equilibrium BCS-BEC crossover physics, to the driven-
dissipative nonequilibrium Fermi gas, by employing the
Keldysh Green’s function technique.
The behavior of T c

env is quite different between the
weak-coupling BCS and the strong-coupling BEC regime:
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FIG. 25. Summary of this article. (a) Phase diagram of the driven-dissipative Fermi gas in the nonequilibrium BCS-BEC
crossover regime (see Sec. IV). (b) In the BEC regime, as the chemical potential bias ∆µ increases, the diatomic molecules
are destroyed and the superfluid phase is monotonically suppressed (see Sec. IV B 2). (c) In the BCS regime, the nonequi-
librium momentum distribution nneq,σ(p) induces FFLO-type Cooper pairs with nonzero center-of-mass momentum qpair (see
Sec. III D). (d) In the gas system with continuous rotational symmetry, the nonequilibrium FFLO superfluid is unstable against
paring fluctuations due to the infinite degeneracy with respect to the direction of qpair (see Sec. IV B 1). This instability causes
the re-entrant behavior of T c

env and the anomalous pseudogap phenomenon. In the presence of the optical lattice, the infinite
degeneracy is lifted, so that the nonequilibrium FFLO superfluid can survive against paring fluctuations (see Sec. V).

In the BEC regime, T c
env is monotonically suppressed

with increasing of the chemical potential bias ∆µ. This
is because the strong pumping and decay of atoms de-
stroy the diatomic molecules, as schematically shown
in Fig. 25(b). On the other hand, T c

env shows the re-
entrant behavior in the BCS regime. This phenomenon
is caused by strong FFLO-type pairing fluctuations, be-
ing enhanced by the nonequilibrium momentum distribu-
tion with the two-step structure, as shown in Fig. 25(c).
The instability of the nonequilibrium FFLO superfluid
against pairing fluctuations results in the re-entrant be-
havior of T c

env, as well as the anomalous pseudogap phe-
nomenon.

A possible route to realize the long-range order of this
nonequilibrium FFLO state is the removal of the infinite
degeneracy with respect to the direction of the center-
of-mass momentum qpair of the nonequilibrium FFLO
Cooper pairs in the isotropic gas system. Indeed, when
the main system is loaded on the cubic optical lattice,

the lifting of this infinite degeneracy suppresses pairing
fluctuations, which stabilizes the long-range order of the
nonequilibrium FFLO superfluid in the driven-dissipative
lattice Fermi gas.
The recent progress in cold Fermi gas experiments has

enabled us to study BCS-BEC crossover physics in a va-
riety of nonequilibrium situations. With this experimen-
tal progress, the theoretical understanding of nonequilib-
rium BCS-BEC crossover physics would become increas-
ingly important in this research field.
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