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Shear viscosity of a superfluid Fermi gas in the unitarity limit

Gautam Rupefi(and Thomas Schafbr

Department of Physics, North Carolina State UniversityleiRgn, NC 27695

We compute the shear viscosity of a superfluid atomic Fermimgéhe unitarity limit. The unitarity limit is
characterized by a divergent scattering length betweeattias, and it has been argued that this will result in
a very small viscosity. We show that in the low temperafiemit the shear viscosity scales &%/T°, where
the universal parametérrelates the chemical potential and the Fermi engrgy£er. Combined with the high
temperature expansions of the viscosity our results stiglasthe viscosity has a minimum near the critical
temperaturdl;. A naive extrapolation indicates that the minimum valuéhef ratio of viscosity over entropy
density is within a factor of- 5 of the proposed bourl/s > 1 /(41kg).

I. INTRODUCTION lower bound for all fluids! [3]:
Shear viscosityn can be defined as the shearing fofee n zi. (2)
per unit areaA per unit velocity gradient in a laminar flow. S~ 4Tkg
For a flow inx-direction, with a velocity gradierifVx in the | j,jig Helium comes to within an order of magnitude of the
y-direction bound, and valueg/s ~ (0.1—0.5)%/kg have been reported
= for the quark gluon plasma produced at RHIC([4, 5]. There
e N0y Vx. (1) are suggestions in the literature that counter examplebean

found by considering non-relativistic systems for whicle th

Viscosity relates the rate of momentum transfer to the veloc€Ntropy per particle is very large! [€, 7], but currently nddiu
ity gradient. For dilute gases the microscopic mechanism fothat violates the bound is experimentally known.
momentum transfer is provided by atomic collisions. This An interesting system to study in this context is a cold
mechanism becomes more efficient as the mean free path géi@mic gas near a Feshbach resonahlcel [8.19, 10,11, 12]. In
larger because in that case the atoms travel larger distieee  °Li and “%K gases, there exist hyperfine channels that sup-
tween collisions and transfer momenta between laminarsaye Port bound states. The magnetic moment of the bound state
of more disparate flow velocities. Thus viscositis expected in these channels is different from the sum of the magnetic
to be inversely proportional to the collision cross section Mmoments of the atoms that make the bound state. This al-
This leads to the question of whether there is a fundamentd®ws one to use an external magnetic field to move the bound
limit to how small the viscosity can get as the strength of theState energy relative to the continuum states, effectivedy-
interaction is increased. Stated differently, we woulelte  ing the bound state arbitrarily shallow. In terms of scattgr
determine the shear viscosity of the most “perfect” fluid. theory, a shallow bound state corresponds to a large segfter
There is an old argument that suggests that quantum méength. At the Feshbach resonance, the atomic cross section
chanics places a lower limit on the shear viscogify [1]. AiS only limited by unitarityo(k) ~ 1/k*. The unitarity gas
rough estimate of the viscosity is providedpy~ np\, where ~ interaction is characterized by a divergent two-body scatt
nis the number density is the average momentum, anthe ~ INg length|al — « and a natural sized range~ 1A. Even
mean free-path. Heisenberg's uncertainty principle negui for a dilute gas with density < r~3, the unitarity gas with
pA > h and the kinematic viscositg/n > h. For relativis- |8 — e is a strongly interacting system. In fact it is the most
tic systems particle number is not conserved and it is mor&trongly interacting non-relativistic system known, wtfdi-
natural to considen/s, wheres is the entropy density. As Verging two-body collision cross sectiaitk = 0) ~ a— +.
long as the entropy per particle is of the orétgrwe expect The aim in th|$ work is to improve the understandm_g of
n/s> h/ks. transport properties of the cold unitarity gas by perforgran
A new perspective on this idea is provided by a calculationSyStématic calculation of the shear viscosity in the low-tem
based on the AdS/CFT correspondencey &g in the strong ~ Perature superfluid phase. Combined with known results in
coupling limit of N = 4 super-symmetric Yang Mills theory the high temperature limit [13] these results provide an es-
[2]. This calculation gives /s= h/(41kg), a value thatis also ~ timate of the minimum viscosity. In the superfluid phase
obtained in other strongly coupled field theories that have &£00Per pairs break th (1) symmetry associated with the
gravity dual. Itis also known that the leading order coriet ~ cOnservation of particle number. This implies that thera is
to the limit of infinite coupling increases/s. This has led ~Nambu-Goldstone boson, the phonon. At temperattrse-

to the conjecture that the strong coupling result is a usialer 10w the critical temperaturg for superfluidity, phonons dom-
inate thermodynamic and transport properties of the system

The paper is organized as follows. In Secfidn Il we present
the basic equations relating the shear viscosity to the @mon
“Electronic address: grupak@u.washingtonledu collision operator. The phonon interaction is derived it-Se
TElectronic address: tmschaef@unity.ncsuledu tion[I] followed by a variational calculation of the vissity
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in Section 1M. A discussion of the result is presented. TheThis determines the shear viscosity in terms of the function
discussion closely parallels the calculation of the viggads a(p),
liquid Helium [14,[15] and, in particular, the CFL phase of

dense quark matter [16]. We end with the conclusions in Sec- _ 42 P pt o (0)
tion[V1 15T (2T[)3 2Ep fp (1"" fp )g(p) (7)
22 d3p

= [ oo 1+ 1) pa(p) Py,
Il. TRANSPORT EQUATION AND VISCOSITY 5T J (2m)32€E,
1
, - : , Pij = PiPj — 35 P*.
Viscosity as defined in Eq.](1) is related to internal stresse 3
in a fluid. A more convenient def.inition i; provided by the The equation of motion fog(p) is derived using the Boltz-
stress-energy tens@yj of an almostideal fluid. Close to equi- ,5nn equation
librium it can be expanded in derivatives of the flow velocity
Vi %:aa—?+v~ifp+ﬁ-ﬁpfp:C[fp], (8)
Tij =(P+€)ViVj — P&;j +8Tij , (3)
2 relating the rate of change of the distribution functifto
OTij = —n(EV + 0V = 38 V- V) + -, the collision operato€|fp]. In the absence of external force
we takeF = 0. The left hand side of the relation Efj] (8) can
where we only kept the traceless partddf;. The trace of 4 simplified further [17] to write:
8Tjj is related to bulk viscosity. The ideal fluid part @f is ’

related to the thermodynamic variables pres§uaad energy df £(0 © 1

densitye. In the superfluid phase the long distance fluctua- —2 AvoP— (14 ) (pipj — 58 P°) 9)
df 2pT 3

tions of the order parameters and of the conserved quantitie

are described by the two-fluid hydrodynamics. The two com- x (V) + O}V — %5” vV-V),

ponents are a non-viscous superfluid, and a viscous normal

fluid. The stress-energy tensor of the normal fluid is given byyhere only the contribution relevant for shear viscosityswa

Eq. (3), where/ is now the velocity of the normal fluid. _retained in the Linear Response Approximation, leadingord
If the normal fluid is composed of weakly interacting quasi-in the small deviation from equilibrium.

particles the stress-energy tensor and the viscosity can be g types of contributions to the collision ter@ify] are

computed using kinetic theory. In the unitarity Fermi gas atypically considered(a) binary 2« 2 collisions in which the

very low temperature the quasi-particles are the phondms. T umber of particles is conserved, aft) 1 — 2 “splitting”

stress-energy tensor is given by [[17] processes in which the number of particles is not conserved.
d®p pipi '_rhese processes are shown in Elg. 1. We_ will show _in Sec-
Tj = vz/ —3—J fp, (4) tion[Ithat splitting processes do not contribute to shaar
(2% Bp cosity at leading order in the low temperature approxinmatio

where f, is the distribution function of the phonons with ~ The 2« 2 collision integral is given by
speedv, momentap; and energyep. Close to the equilibrium

fo = £ + f,, wheref” is the Bose-Einstein distributi Covralfy] = ¢’k &% &y (10)
p=Tp p, Wherefy ™ is the Bose-Einstein distribution 2452 p:—/ 3 e Tor
anddfp is a small departure from equilibrium. Small fluctua- 2Ep ) (2m)°2E (21)*2F, (2m)°2E,

tions can be parameterized in terms of departures of the ther x (2m)*8@ (p+k— p = K)|M|?Das2,

modynamics variable$, y,V; from equilibrium, e.g.0f, ~ hereD wains the distribution functi L is th
0 £(0) 0) . . ... whereDa,,, contains the distribution functions aiil| is the
Torfp™ ~ fp" (1+1fp )/T. This motivates the definition 5 " scattering amplitude shown in F[d. 1. The distribution

5fp = —x(p) £y (1+ £5”)/T in terms of the unknown func-  functions are linearized in the small deviations from thaieq

tion x(p). To project onto the shear stress, one uses the ansgfg ium distribution,Da.,» ~ D(20) o+ 3Dz202. We find:

4
1 2
X(P) =9(P)(PiPs = 30 P°) (O} + DV = 58,9 V), (5) 50202 = 10 (14110 (1 + 1) (11)
where only the traceless projection on the momenitarele- » X(p) +x(K) —x(p) —x(K)
vant. Thus close to the equilibrium one can write T ’
5T = \2 d®p pip; 51 6 where we have used the equilibrium relation
e /(2ﬂ)3E—p ’ © (01001 £0) (11 1O Z (14 £O) (14 £©)£0 1)
4V2 d3p p4 k 'P K p/ k p kK 'p -

10+ £ 12
15T (2.’.[)3 2Ep p ( +1p )g(p) ( )
This relation ensures thﬁlécgz =0 andC[f,go)] =0inthermal

2
X (OV;+0M = 38V V). equilibrium.



Ill. PHONON CROSS SECTION

The phonon interaction for the unitarity gas in the super-
fluid phase can be derived from Galilean and gauge invari-
ancelﬂg]. Consider a microscopic Lagrangian for the uni
tarity Fermi gas

02 Co
Ly =y [ao+ ﬁ*”} Y- WoaW) (Woaw), (17)

interaction strength that can be tuned to achieve infinig-sc
tering length. This Lagrangian is invariant under Galilean
p transformations, and under the gauge transformation
¥y where the fictitious gauge fieldh, — A, — dyq is de-
fined asA, = (u,ﬁ). We work in units wheré, = 1 = c = kg.
We require that the effective theory for the phonon figld
shares the symmetries of the microscopic Lagrangian. This
implies that the effective Lagrangialy is a function of

p
k
D where ) is two component spinonn is the mass of the
Fermion,oy is the anti-symmetric Pauli matrix, aiig is an

k

FIG. 1: The first two diagrams contribute to the-22 process, and
the last four diagrams contribute to the-12 processes. Only the
Ieadjng order contribution to the shear viscosjtfrom the vertices X =H—0op— (V(p)z/(Zm), (18)
are included.

and its derivatives [19, 20]. The functional dependence on
is further restricted by the observation that the effectivion

at its minimumr (x = W) = T [ d®xL, for constant classical
field dy@ = 0, is equal to the pressure of the unitarity gas.

Using the ansatz in EJ.I(5) foi( p), we get

Cocsa[fp] 1+f /Fk 1+f f( )f( ) (13)  In the limit |a] — o, r = 0 which is nearly realized in cold
2ET atomic traps([8/]d, 10, 11, 1.2], the unitarity gas is a scale in
x [9(p)pij +g(k)kij —g(K)Kij —a(p)p'ij ] Vij variant system. This implies that, up to a numerical coristan
. Vi the pressur® has to be equal to that of the free system. We
=Fij[9(p)}Vij, write
where we have defined the linearized collision operator 4282
Fij[9(p)]. We have also defined pP= (19)
151T2E3/2 ?

3k Bk dBp
(2m)32E, (21326, (2)32E,

(14)  where the universal constahis sometimes called the Bertsch
parameter in the nuclear physics community. Edl (19) insplie

Fk;k/p/ =

x (2148 (p+k—K — p')|M|?, u=&er, whereer = k2/(2m), ke = (3r2n)%/3, andn is the
2 5 number density. We conclude th.[19]
Vij =0V, —|—ajVj—§5ijV ,
v
o_ 1 Co=P( V9% 4 (@) (20)
P exp(Ep/T) - 5/2
| . _avaReeRr o (ve?)”
Using Egs.[(B),[(9) and{(13), the linearized Boltzmann equa- Tl Lt ey e

tion can be written as
( © where... corresponds to terms with derivatives pf We
Filo(p)] A+ fp) o (15)  can bring the kinetic term into the canonical form via a field
. 2pT . rescalingp — 1€/ 4@/ [(m3p)/421/4]. We find expanding in
derivatives of the phonon field, ignoring total derivativas

This result can be used to rewrite the relation for the viigos e tonamical fisldp and conetants ndemendontef
inEq. (@) as
1 1
L = — a 2_ _v2 V 2 21
=2 [ S piolpFia(p) e Lo=3007 - P(V0 o
—a[(009)° ~ VN V)7
which will be useful later. We used the linear dispersioa+el 3, , , , )
tion Ep = vp above, sufficient for the calculation as shown in - 5a [(009)* + 18v%(00@) 2 (V@) — 24 (V)*] +

the next section. To complete the calculation of the sotutio
to the collision equation we need to calculate the scatierinwhere a = nv¥/2g%/4/(3%/48%) and the Nambu-Goldstone
amplitude~ |M| which we will turn to now. boson speed i€ = 24/ (3m).
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FIG. 3: Leading order contributions to the phonon self-gperor-
rection. The tadpole does not contribute an imaginary part.

k S ko —— K
FIG. 2: Leading order contributions to the binary collisson If the phonon dispersion relation is linear thet and u-
channel phonon exchange amplitudes diverge in the collinea
limit. This corresponds to sub-sequent collinear splitémd

The determination of is a non-perturbative many-body joining processes with an on-shell propagator in betweée. T
problem, and there are no exact analytical calculationl-avai collinear processes should not contribute to the sheaosisc
able. Numerical calculations using fixed node Green’s Funcity, but the numerical evaluation of collision integralsisre
tion Monte Carlo [21l, 22, 23] or Euclidean lattice calcwat  stable if the infrared divergence due to the on-shell prafizy
[24,125]26/ 27] fincE ~ 0.3—0.4. Our final result depends on  is regularized by including the thermal damping of the phono
this single universal numbér propagator. For this purpose we compute the imaginary part

We can estimate the sizes of the different terms in the Laef the self-energy correctioh(p) to the phonon propagator.
grangian as follows: for the kinetic term to contribute teth  There are two self-energy diagramsio?), Fig.[3. The
generating functional its contribution should B¢1) other-  tadpole graph does not generate an imaginary part and we only
wise it will be damped in the exponential. Time deriva- compute the first diagram. We find
tives scale a9y ~ T, spatial derivatives ag; ~ T /v, and
the volume integral scales déx ~ v3/T4. This implies that B 93
@~ T/v¥/2. We observe that the magnitude of the phonon T 16V3 L) (2m3 wR+EZ (23)
self coupling relative to the kinetic term scalesce®o@) ~ 5 ) 2
&€3/4(T /w2, a small correction foll < p. Note that for a « [Po(2P-K — K?) + ko(P? — 2P-K)]
strongly interacting unitarity gak = (0.29+0.02) T ~ 0.7y (=ipo+0" —wn)2+Ex—p
[2€] for &€ = 0.4, which implies thafl; is of the ordel. ] )

The Lagrangian in Eq[{21) describes the leading Ordeﬂ'?efogr-vegtozr products are definedra¥ = poko — 9v°p-k,
phonon interaction for the processes shown in [Fig. 1. At thid>~ = P — 9v°p°. This can be computed following [16] and we

meEY2_ 2 rdk 1
Spop) ="t Ty |

order, the phonon dispersion relation is linear viith= v|p|. find

Consequently, the splitting processes»12 are collinear and TRV3E3/2 K s

cannot contribute to the shear viscosity. X(po,p) = ———— /—3 —_ (24)
16v/3u4 s1,5=+ (2m)° AEKE, i

(0) (0)
y 1+ flek + fSQEp_k
Po+i0t —s1Ex — SE,

The leading order contribution to the binary collision pro- x [po(2P-K — K?) 4 ko(P? — 2P- K)] 2’
cesses in Figl]l are shown in Fig. 2. The contribution
of the four-phonon contact term to the scattering amplitud

Binary Collisions

ko=siEx

®rhe imaginary part ok(po,p) arises from the pole terms in

o(p) + @(k) = @(p) + @K is the propagator. Analytic expressions for Jifpo,p) can be
found in AppendiXZ. For very time-liképo| > |p| external
753/2
iMa = —i%kpl({3[cosy(k—6kcose—3p) momenta
Boy41
+k+ p+ (p— 3k) cosh’ + cosB(k+ p— 6pcosd )| ImZ(po,p) ~ 32_‘/5§67-[§3/2p8 [%@(pw (25)
+3[3co — cosh' + cosy(6cod’ — 1) — 1] K ; 2T
—bo
+ 3(cosy+ cosf+cosd')p' + p'}, (22) _ M@(_ po) | -
exp(-2) — 1

where we have usepl+ k= p' +K and definegh *k = cos9, _ _
p-E' =cos® andk -k’ = cosy. We also assumed that the and for space-liképo| < v|p| external momenta withp| < T
phonons are on-shell and that the dispersion relationésiin /3
Ep = Vv|p|. Factors of ¥2 from Bose symmetry have been Im (po,p) ~ 2v3

P 2 2
SV 321400 (Vp? — pd). 26
included in the amplitudes. 5piv p OV PR (20)
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For the calculation these limiting forms provide sufficignt Inserting the trial function into E.X7) we find the follovgn
accurate representations of the exact one-loop expression expression for the viscosity
Eq. (23). We define the dressed phonon propagator

2v2 ©
i Z; / 325 91+ (32
0 ’ x pij P"pij Bs(p)
We can now collect the regularizegt andu-channel phonon 2v2 l 2v
exchange amplitudes. Tisechannel amplitude is %bSAoséos 5T o7 PoAoo.
M= —i & (p+ k)ZG(poJr ko,p+ k) 28) Alternatively, we can use the trial function in EQ.116). Wt g

8v/3u o

x [4vPpk—P-K] [42pK — P -K]. / 2T{g,p.,g [g(p)]= > bxMs, (33)

st=0
Thet andu-channel amplitudes follow from crossing symme-

fry. IV = iMs(k < — p) andinty — iMs(k < —K). We have whereMg; are the matrix elements of the linearized collision
t = 1Ws u S operator
.  TRVPE3/2 2 2
N T PGP pop—p) (29 MSt:ﬁ/drpk;ryk/(1+ A+ R (39)
x [47pp — P-P] [4%K — K-K'], x P"Bs(p)pij (B (P)P"pij + Br (KKK
IMU _ T[ZVSE ( k/)ZG(pO _ k{) p _ k/) _B[( )p/np:J B[(k/)k/nk:J )

8\/_ 4
x [4pK —P-K'] [42p'k—P -K].

with the four-particle phase space factor

dBp  d AW d®p

| — 35
PPk ™ (2m)32E,, (2m)32E4 (2m)32E, (2M)32E, (35)
IV.  VARIATIONAL CALCULATION (2T[)46 (p+k— K )|M|2
We are now in a position to compute the viscosity due toggs. [32) and(33) are consistent provided
binary collisions. We have to solve the linearized Boltzman
equation Eq.[(d5) with the scattering amplitude determined
in the previous section, and then compute the viscosity us- I;MStbt :ﬁAOOESSO' (36)

ing either Eq.[(V) or EqL(16). This task is simplified by a
number of useful properties of the linearized collisionepe This is a simple linear equation for which is solved by
ator —Fjj[g(p)]. The collision operator is a linear operator

on the space of functiorgg p). With a suitably defined inner bo 1
product this operator is hermitian and negative semi-defini by 2\/2 1)
As a consequence it is possible to compute transport proper- 07) A00M 01 37)

ties using eigenfunction and variational methdds [29].
We elect to use the trial functions

o Once bg is determined we can extract the viscosity from
p)=p" Z}bsBs(p), (30) Eg. [32). In practice we pick a value farand study conver-
s= gence as the number of orthogonal polynomials is increased.

h h h for b What is nice about the method is that this is a variational pro
where n is a parameter that we choose for best conver..q re One can show that[29]

gencel[30]. The orthogonal polynomiddg(p) of orders are
defined such that the coefficient of the highest popfeis 1 A (bvoo) 38
and that the orthogonality conditions [31] N2 53 S ot bobr Mz (38)

d3p fp for anyn and sets obs. The condition that the bound is opti-
/ (2m)3 3Pi5E- 2Ep (1+ fp )p” P"Br(P)Bs(P) =Arsdrs,  (31) mized with respect to the expansion coefficidnts equiva-
lent to the consistency condition Ef.{36).

are satisfied. Starting froly = 1 we can recursively deter-  The scaling behavior of the viscosity with respect to the
mine all theBs(p). This also defines the normalization factors temperature and the Bertsch paramétisreasily derived. We
As. The polynomial8s(p) are a generalization of the Sonine scale all momenta gs— T p/v. UsingEp = v|p| this fixes the
(modified Legendre) polynomials to Bose-Einstein statsti scaling of the energies. All terms in the scattering amgétu
and linear dispersion relations. M have the same scaling behavior, except for a sub-leading



correction due to the self-energy insertion in the phonappr
agator. In terms of scaled momenta the phonon propagator12000t =
G(po, p) can be written as
8
G(po.p) = = | o 8000200
0, ) . = .
T2 p§— P2 +i8%/2(T /W)*ImZ(po, p) s ub
The scaling of the scattering cross section |}&|? ~ 4000t
&3v0(T /)8, and the self energy term induces corrections that
are functions of%/2(T /p)*. We find 1000!
T6+N 1 2 3
Aoo =z Aoo: (40) polynomial order
T2n+15+S+t E3 R
Mst ZWEM% FIG. 4: Numerical results for the scaled shear viscosityrtimopy

density ratio(10T /u)n/sat T = 0.001u with & = 0.4 as a function

where we have dropped the corrections due to the phono®f the polynomial ordes+ 1 of the polynomialBs(p). We show

self-energy. At the leading order in the polynomial expansi "esults for two values of the variational parameter: squiase—1,
a(p) ~ p"bo: trianglen = —2. The straight lines connecting the numerical results

are to guide the eyes.
404 Acz)o_ 48 Acz)o_ 4 sTE A% (41)

N2 5520 =~ 5E3TSE3 v — 2E8% T5m. 0
25T2 Moo 25VT583 Mg 25%3 " T5 Moo 1.x 10
where we use@l = {Tr. An interesting dimensionless quan- ote
tity to consider is the ratio of viscosityto the entropy density 1.x1
sfor comparison with the conjectured bound discussed in the
introduction, Eq.[(R). The phonon gas entropy is 1.x 10%
11 T3 a4l
_ . 1.x1 -
s (42) o* S
from which we obtain 1.x 10*?
- o 0.001 0.002 0.003 0.004
n > 12 5@ Te . (43) T/Te
S 52 Moo T

. A .+ FIG. 5. Shear viscosity to entropy density ratio as a fumctd
In the calculation oMy in Eq. [33) the phase space inte .T/Te. The dots are numerical results, and the solid curve shows

gral can be reduced to a 5-dimensional integral. Of the origiy, . power-law fit given in EqLT34), with — 0.4.
nal 12-dimensional integration variables four integrasiare '
removed using the energy-momentum conserving delta func-

ermove :
tion 5%)(p+k+ p/ +K). We choose to constrain the three- is qemonstrated. The— —2 solution at leading order of the

/ i 4 H
momentuan and thde m?glr'tuqdﬂh Thrlee m?re mtegl_ra- polynomial expansion starts small, and then convergesgto th
tions can be removed as follows: withoutloss of generalgyw ,, "1 regyit, This is expected since the- —2 trial function

define the three-momentum= pz along thez-axis eliminat- 4 second order of the polynomid(p) ~ p contains the trial
ing two angular integrations. Now, among the angular ir#egr ¢ o tion withn = —1
tion variables only the-axis projection of the three-momenta Fig. [ showsn /s at three temperatures for the best trial

k (p-k = cosB) andk’ (p- IQ’A: cos®’), and the angular sepa- . : i : -
ration betweerk andk’ (k- k' = cosy) are relevant. Thus the Iﬁgﬁﬂar;tiv(\)”rtlglr;o_rm 1. The data is very well described by

five remaining integration variables are: two magnituggs

and|k|, two angle®) and®’, and the angular differenege- ¢'. n T8
The 5-dimensional integration is done using the Monte Carlo S =7.7x10 6551.—';, (44)
routine Vegas [32].

In addition to varying the parameterin the trial func-  which is also shown in the figure. The numerical results in
tion g(p) = p" Y sbsBs(p), we check for convergence as we Fig.[3 are stable to about 1%. A comparison with the conjec-
increase the number of terms inside the summation. From nuured viscosity bound A(4m) is shown in Figlb. The bound is
merical experiments with integar we find the maximal, con- violated forT > 0.2Tg, which is close to the measured critical
vergent results fon = —1. In Fig.[2, we show10T /p)®n/s  temperaturd; = (0.29+0.02)T¢ [2€] for superfluidity where
atT = 0.00uwith & = 0.4 forn= —2,—1. Convergence as the phonon calculation is not reliable. In the region whaee t
the order of the polynomial used in the trial functionis edri phonon calculation is reliable, the viscosity bound issfeil.
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FIG. 6: Shear viscosity to entropy density ratip's = 7.7 x
10-85(T /T)® compared to the proposed bount{4m). We show
results for three values of the universal paraméteg = 0.4 (solid
curve),& = 0.3,0.5 (short-dashed curves). The critical= 0.29T¢
is indicated.
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FIG. 7: Shear viscosity to entropy density ratj¢s as a function of
T/Tg. Solid curve: low temperature behavior mfs from Eq. [44)
with & = 0.4, dashed curve: high temperature behavion & from

Egs. [4%) and[{46), long-dashed curve: proposed viscositynd
1/(4m). Dots are data from[[83]. The criticat = 0.29T¢ is in-

dicated.

In Fig.[d we compare our results to calculations in the high
temperature limit and to experimental data. The high temfor the phonons is characterized by a single universal param
perature results are taken from/[13]. These authors cordputeeteré. This parameter can be extracted from the ground state
the viscosity due to binary fermion collisions. The freecgpa energy of the unitarity gas.

cross section is proportional tg#2. In the high temperature
limit the infrared divergence is effectively cut off by theet-
mal momentun{mT)¥2. ForT > T, [1d]

15

~ 2 3/2
N~ \/ﬁ(mT) :

(45)

In this limit the entropy density is that of a classical gas

s= 2\/z(mTF)3/2 [Iog (3\/ﬁi/2> + §] .

T 4 )t OO

The data points are based on a hydrodynamic analysis [33] gbions and kaons) [3

experimental data on the damping of collective excitations
a unitarity Fermi gas [34].

We observe that the naive extrapolation of the Righ- T
and the lowT < T. curves cross at arounid~ 0.2Tg, which
is indeed close to the transition temperaflye: 0.29T¢. This
crude extrapolation of the two limiting curves fpfssuggests

The calculation is based on the linearized Boltzmann equa-
tion, and only the leading order«2 2 phonon scattering pro-
cesses are included. The shear viscosity is determined asin
variational procedure. We find that the shear viscosityescal
asn > 9.3 x 10°%°T#/(v3T®). This result can be combined
with high temperature calculations of the shear viscosity t
provide an estimate of the location and magnitude of the vis-
cosity minimum. We find that the minimum value pfs oc-
curs close tdl;, and that the value af/s s likely to exceed
the proposed viscosity bound. A similar viscosity minimum
is expected to occur in QCD. At low temperature the viscosity
is dominated by weakly interacting Nambu-Goldstone bosons

(ﬁ_.L_BD35], and at high temperature the
viscosity is governed by weakly interacting quarks and glu-
ons [36].

There are a number of issues that deserve further study. The
viscosity of the superfluid unitarity gas has the sanie’lbe-
havior as the viscosity of liquid Helium at low temperature.
In the case of liquid Helium the viscosity is believed to be

that the viscosity minimum is about a factor 5 above the visdominated by %+ 2 processes. On-shell phonon splitting pro-
cosity bound. This is quite consistent with the experimlentacesses can only occur if higher order corrections to theeffe
data. We also note that the experimental data show the exie Lagrangian lead to a concave phonon dispersion relatio

pected increase in/sfor T > T, but they do not show the

[Ep=V|p|(1+yp?) withy> 0]. For the unitarity Fermi gas we

rise forT < Te. This may be related to the fact that the phonondo not know whether this is the case. It is known that the Bo-
mean free path pecomes SO I_arge that it is comparable to t_igi)liubov spectrum of a weakly interacting Bose gasyna®,
size of the experimental Fermi gas sample and hydrodynamigs the role of these processes can be studied in an expansion

does not apply.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We computed the shear viscosity of a cold unitarity gas ind = 4 — & spatial dimensions proposed In [

the superfluid phase. Far < Te ~ Tg the viscosity is domi-

around the Bose-Einstein limit.

In general we would like to extend the calculation to higher
temperatures. In the vicinity of thR we expect both bosonic
and fermionic excitations to play a role. A possible start-
ing point in this regime is provided by the expansion around
38]. Itis also
interesting to improve the high temperature calculatignisb

nated by phonons, and the leading order effective Lagrangiacluding correlations between the fermions. Some stepssn th



direction were taken ir [13].
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APPENDIX A: ANALYTIC FORM FOR THE SELF-ENERGY

The imaginary part oE(po, p) arises from the pole terms

in Eq. [24). We find (see [16])

TeE%/2 / Bk s
163 g &) (23 4EE,_,

<14 1+ 15, | 3(Po— siE—:Epk), (AD)

ImZ(po,p) = H(P.K,s1)

with

H(P.K;s) = [po(2P-K — K?) + ko(P? — 2P-K)]? ‘MZS@-

(A2)

There are four terms, correspondingsos, = +1. Terms
with 51 # s contribute for space-like momentép| > po,

and terms witls; = s, contribute for time-like momenta. For

space-like momenta we get
128/|p|t JPo Vel

2 2 212 (£(0) _ £(0)
(8v22 — 8povikl - 3v%p? +3p8)” (112 — 1% 4 )

ImX(po,p) = (A3)

The result for time-like momenta ang > 0 is

3\/§7T53/ ’pg el
ImZ =— = dlk A4
2 2 () ()
(8v%2 — 8povik| — 3v%p? +3p8)” (1+ 10— 117 ).
and ImX(—po,p) = —ImZ(po,p). These integrals can be

computed analytically in the limit of small momenta. In the
space Iike region we havgo| < v|p| < v|k| ~ T. This im-

plies fv‘k‘ fé&‘7p0 ~ po(f\s‘ok)‘)’ and
2V/3m°
mﬂm@~5wﬁmﬂﬁ®ﬁwtﬁl (A5)
For time-like momentépo| ~ v|k| ~ T > v|p|, and
3v3n 3/28 eXp(zT) +1
Im2(po,p) ~ —z=¢ 0 | oxp(25) = 19(Po0)  (A6)
exp() +1
~ IR0 py) |-
exp(—o2) —
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