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The Fermi polaron problem, which describes a mobile impurity that interacts with a spin-polarized
Fermi sea, is a paradigmatic system in quantum many-body physics and has been challenging to
address quantitatively in its strong coupling regime. We present the first controlled thermodynamic
calculations for the Fermi polaron at strong coupling using finite-temperature auxiliary-field quan-
tum Monte Carlo (AFMC) methods in the framework of the canonical ensemble. Modeled as a
spin-imbalanced system, the Fermi polaron has a Monte Carlo sign problem, but we show that it
is moderate over a wide range of temperatures and coupling strengths beyond the unitary limit of
the BCS-BEC crossover. We calculate the contact, a quantity which measures the strength of the
short-range correlations, as a function of temperature at unitarity and as a function of the coupling
strength at fixed temperature and find good agreement with a variational approach based on one
particle-hole excitation of the Fermi sea. We compare our results for the contact with recent ex-
periments and find good agreement at unitarity (within error bars) but discrepancies away from
unitarity on the BEC side of the crossover. We also calculate the thermal energy gap at unitarity
as a function of temperature.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Fermi polaron describes a mobile impurity inter-
acting with a spin-polarized medium. Initially investi-
gated by Landau and Pekar as a simplified model for elec-
trons on the lattice [1], the polaron has since been stud-
ied across energy scales, including in solid state materi-
als [2–4], superfluid Helium [5], and nucleon systems [6–
8]. The polaron straddles two key problems in many-
body physics: the impurity physics of minority particles
in a medium and the quasiparticle physics of bare par-
ticles dressed by interactions. The Fermi polaron de-
scribes the interaction of an impurity with a fully po-
larized Fermi sea; the analogous problem for bosons has
been the subject of much interest [9–13]. Ultracold Fermi
gases have recently been used to realize a controllable
Fermi polaron in the context of strongly correlated spin-
imbalanced Fermi liquids [14–17]. These ultracold gases
provide a potentially ideal environment to study the com-
peting orders of superfluidity and magnetism [18, 19].
Understanding the properties of the polaron’s excitations
is crucial for understanding the superfluidity as well as
for identifying the time scales of magnetic stability in
these systems [20–23].

In the BCS-BEC crossover, the polaron is studied as
a function of (kFa)

−1, where kF is the Fermi momen-
tum of the medium and a is the scattering length charac-
terizing the short-range s-wave interaction between the
impurity and the medium [24, 25]. Quasiparticle exci-
tations include the attractive polaron, a dressed quasi-
particle; the repulsive polaron, a semistable quasiparti-
cle [21, 23, 26, 27]; and the dimer molecule. In the uni-
tary limit of (kFa)

−1 = 0 (i.e., infinite scattering length),
there is a crossover from a classical gas at high temper-
atures to the Fermi polaron at low temperatures [14].
Additionally, at low temperatures, a first-order phase
transition is predicted with increasing (kFa)

−1 from the

an attractive polaron to a dimer molecule [28]. Es-
timates for the critical coupling strength range from
(kFa)

−1 ≈ 0.9 [27] to (kFa)
−1 ≈ 1.3 [15]. Both the

polaron-molecule transition [15] and the thermodynam-
ics of the Fermi polaron at unitarity [14] were investigated
through ultracold atoms experiments.

Theoretical studies have explored the ground-state
properties of the system using diffusion Monte Carlo [19,
29], diagrammatic Monte Carlo [30, 31], functional renor-
malization group methods [27], and the one particle-hole
approximation [32, 33]. At finite temperature, theo-
retical calculations have been performed using the one-
particle-hole approximation [28, 34–41]. However, there
have been no controlled calculations at finite tempera-
ture, probably due to a Monte Carlo sign problem for
spin-imbalanced systems.

We present the first controlled finite-temperature cal-
culations of the Fermi polaron thermodynamics at strong
coupling using the auxiliary-field quantum Monte Carlo
(AFMC) method in the framework of the canonical en-
semble, for which the numbers of both the majority and
minority particles are fixed. In particular, the canonical-
ensemble AFMC allows for an accurate and precise in-
vestigation of a single impurity; in the grand-canonical
ensemble, although large spin imbalances are accessible,
it is difficult to isolate the case of a single impurity.

Here, we first explore the behavior of the Monte Carlo
sign in the strongly interacting regime and demonstrate
that the effects of the sign problem are minimal over
a wide range of temperatures and coupling strengths.
We then calculate Tan’s contact, a quantity which mea-
sures the strength of the short-range correlations, over
this region and compare the results with recent experi-
ments [14, 15] and theory [28, 29, 38].

We further calculate the thermal energy gap, de-
fined as the difference between the thermal energies
of the interacting and non-interacting systems. Our
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low-temperature results are consistent with the ground-
state energy gap ∆E = −0.61EF provided by Chevy’s
ansatz [32].

II. FINITE-TEMPERATURE CANONICAL
ENSEMBLE AFMC

To study the Fermi polaron, we consider a system of
spin-1/2 fermions at extreme spin polarization, with N↑
spin-up particles interacting with a single spin-down im-
purity (i.e., N↓ = 1). We model the short-range interac-
tion between the impurity and the polarized Fermi sea by
a contact interaction tuned by the two-particle scattering
length a. The continuum Hamiltonian of this system is

Ĥ =
∑
sz

∫
d3r ψ̂†

sz (r)

(
−ℏ2∇2

r

2m

)
ψ̂sz (r)

+V0

∫
d3r ψ̂†

↑(r)ψ̂
†
↓(r)ψ̂↓(r)ψ̂↑(r) ,

(1)

where ψ̂†
sz (r) is the creation operator for a particle with

spin sz at position r, V0 < 0 is the bare interaction
strength, and −ℏ2∇2

r/2m is the single-particle kinetic en-
ergy operator. We use the canonical ensemble, in which
both N↑ and N↓ are fixed and do not fluctuate. This al-
lows us to consider the case of a single impurity N↓ = 1.
In contrast, in the grand-canonical ensemble, while large
values of spin imbalance N↑/N↓ >> 1 are accessible, it
is difficult to isolate the case of a single impurity. To de-
scribe the thermodynamics of this continuum system, we
consider a discrete lattice of N3

L points with lattice spac-
ing of δx and periodic boundary conditions. The lattice
Hamiltonian is given by

Ĥ =
∑
k,sz

ϵkâ
†
k,sz

âk,sz + g
∑
xi

n̂xi,↑n̂xi,↓ , (2)

where ϵk = ℏ2k2/2m. The interaction strength g = V0

(δx)3

is determined so as to reproduce the given scattering
length a on the lattice. This leads to

1

V0
=

m

4πℏ2a
−
∫
B

d3k

(2π)32ϵk
, (3)

where the integral is taken over the entire first Brillouin
zone B.

In the AFMC approach, we divide the imaginary-
time interval β into Nτ discrete time slices of width
∆β = β/Nτ and apply a symmetric Trotter-Suzuki de-
composition to the thermal propagator

e−βĤ = (e−∆βĤ)Nτ

=

Nτ∏
i=1

e−
∆β
2 K̂e−∆βV̂ e−

∆β
2 K̂ +O(∆β2) .

(4)

Here K̂ =
∑

k,sz
ϵkâ

†
k,sz

âk,sz − g(N̂↑ + N̂↓)/2 is a one-

body operator and V̂ = g/2
∑

xi
n̂2xi

with n̂xi
= n̂xi,↑ +

n̂xi,↓ is a two-body interaction. A Hubbard-Stratonovich

transformation is applied to linearize V̂ , introducing aux-
iliary fields for each lattice site xi and time slice τn. For
a single lattice site and time slice this is described by the
HS transformation

e−∆βgn̂2
xi

/2 =

√
∆β|g|
2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dσxi

e−∆β|g|σ2
xi

/2e−∆βgσxi
n̂xi .

(5)
We discretize the path integral over continuous fields

using a 3-point Gaussian quadrature [42] which intro-
duces an overall systematic error of O((∆β)2), of the
same order as the error introduced by the symmetric
Trotter-Suzuki decomposition. The thermal expectation
of an observable Ô is given by

⟨Ô⟩ = Tr(Ôe−βĤ)

Tr(e−βĤ)
=

∫
D[σ]Gσ⟨Ô⟩σTrÛσ∫
D[σ]GσTrÛσ

, (6)

where ⟨Ô⟩σ is the expectation value of the observable and

Tr(Ûσ) is the partition function for a given field configu-
ration σ. Here D[σ] is an integration measure and Gσ is
a Gaussian weight given by

D[σ] =

Nτ∏
n=1

∏
xi

(√
∆β|g|
2π

)
dσxi(τn)

Gσ = e−∆β|g|
∑

i,n σ2
xi

(τn)/2 .

(7)

The expectation value in Eq. (6) is evaluated using
Monte Carlo methods by averaging over σ-field config-
urations that are sampled by the Metropolis-Hastings-
Rosenbluth algorithm according to the weight function
Wσ = Gσ|Tr Ûσ|. Since Uσ is a one-body propagator,
the integrand in Eq.(6) can be calculated by linear alge-
bra in the single-particle space. For example

Tr Ûσ = det(1 +Uσ) , (8)

where Uσ is the matrix representing the thermal prop-
agator Uσ in the single-particle space. We use a canon-
ical ensemble formulation of AFMC in which the traces
are taken over fixed particle number. This is achieved
through an exact particle-number projection described
by a finite Fourier sum

P̂Nsz
=
e−βµNsz

Ns

Ns∑
m=1

e−iφmNsz e(βµ+iφm)N̂sz . (9)

where Ns = N3
L is the number of single-particle states for

a given spin value sz and φm = 2πm/Ns (m = 1, . . . , Ns)
are discrete quadrature points. The real chemical po-
tential µ is chosen to give the correct average number
of particles to guarantee the numerical stability of the
Fourier sum. In the canonical formulation, we replace
the grand-canonical traces Tr X̂ with canonical traces
TrN↑,N↓ X̂ = Tr(P̂N↑ P̂N↓X̂).
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FIG. 1. (a) Average Monte Carlo sign as a function of temperature at unitarity for 20+1 particles on lattices of size 73, 93,
113, and 133. (b) As in (a) but for the average Monte Carlo sign as a function of (kF a)

−1 at T = 0.2 TF .

III. MONTE CARLO SIGN FUNCTION

The one-body propagator factorizes Ûσ = Û↑
σ Û

↓
σ for

each auxiliary-field configuration σ and so does the pro-
jected partition function

TrN↑,N↓ Ûσ = (TrN↑ Û
↑
σ)(TrN↓ Û

↓
σ) . (10)

For an attractive contact interaction (i.e., g < 0),

the propagator Ûσ is invariant under time reversal and
therefore the spin-up and spin-down projected partition
functions, TrN↑ Ûσ and TrN↓ Ûσ, are both real num-
bers. The Monte Carlo sign function Φσ is then the
product of the signs of the projected spin-up and spin-
down partition functions. For the spin-balanced case
N↑ = N↓, the two projected partitions are equal and

TrN↑,N↓ Ûσ = (TrN↑ Û
↑
σ)

2 > 0. In that case the Monte
Carlo sign function is 1 for each sample σ and there is
no sign problem. However, for the spin-imbalanced case
N↑ ̸= N↓, the sign can be negative for some of the sam-
ples and in general one expects to have a sign problem.

The Monte Carlo sign problem is usually considered
a major obstacle in performing precision calculations in
spin-imbalanced systems. The polaron problem describes
an extreme spin imbalance case with N↓ = 1. We investi-
gated the average Monte Carlo sign ⟨Φσ⟩ in the parame-
ter space of the polaron, i.e., as a function of temperature
and coupling strength (kFa)

−1.
In Fig. 1(a) we show the average Monte Carlo sign as

a function of temperature at unitarity (kFa)
−1 = 0 for

a polaron problem with 20 spin-up particles and 1 spin-
down particle (the impurity), which we refer to as the
20+1 system. Results are shown for lattice sizes of N3

L =
73, 93, 113 and 133. The average sign is independent of
the lattice size and is close to 1 for T > 0.1 TF . It
declines rapidly below T ∼ 0.1TF , and at T ∼ 0.05TF
the average sign is ∼ 0.6. Most experiments access the
regime T > 0.1 TF , where the Monte Carlo sign is rather
good.

In Fig. 1(b), we show the average Monte Carlo sign
as a function of the coupling (kFa)

−1 for the 20 + 1
system at a constant temperature of T = 0.2 TF , a
low but experimentally accessible [14, 15] temperature.
We find that the Monte Carlo sign is still good as we
enter the BEC regime but it starts to decline rapidly
above (kFa)

−1 ≈ 0.7 for the small lattice sizes. At
(kFa)

−1 ≈ 0.9 the sign is ∼ 0.2 for the 93 lattice, for
which meaningful Monte Carlo calculations are still
feasible. This allows us to perform calculations up to the
polaron-molecule transition point, but does not allow us
to probe the transition itself. We also observe that the
sign improves with increasing lattice size.

IV. RESULTS

In this section we present finite-temperature AFMC re-
sults for the Fermi polaron problem. We carried out cal-
culations forN↑ = 7 particles with a single impurity (7+1
system) and for N↑ = 20 particles with a single impurity
(20+1 system). We find convergence inN↑, implying that
we have reached the thermodynamic limit. The conver-
gence to the thermodynamic limit at relatively small N↑,
reflects the rapid convergence of the spin-polarized ma-
jority to a Fermi sea; convergence to a Fermi sea has
been experimentally demonstrated using as few as 5 par-
ticles [43].

A. Contact

Tan’s contact C is a fundamental thermodynamic
property of quantum many-body systems with short-
range interactions, which describes the short-range cor-
relations between particles of opposite spin. It is defined
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by ∫
d3R g

(2)
↑↓ (R+ r/2,R− r/2) ∼

r→0

C

4πr2
, (11)

where g
(2)
↑↓ (r↑, r↓) = ⟨n̂↑(r↑)n̂↓(r↓)⟩ is the two-particle

correlation function, and n̂sz (r) is the density of particles
with spin sz =↑, ↓ at position r. The contact appears
in several relations known as Tan’s relations [44–46], an
example being the tail of the momentum distribution,
nsz (k) ∼

k→0
C/k4. The contact is also related to partial

derivatives of the energy and free energy with respect to
the inverse scattering length at constant entropy S and
constant temperature, respectively

C =
4πm

ℏ2
∂E

∂(−1/a)

∣∣∣∣
S

,

C =
4πm

ℏ2
∂F

∂(−1/a)

∣∣∣∣
T

.

(12)

In the lattice formulation, the second relation leads to

C =
m2V0⟨V̂ ⟩

ℏ4
, (13)

where ⟨V̂ ⟩ is the thermal expectation value of the poten-

tial energy operator V̂ = g
∑

xi
n̂xi,↑n̂xi,↓ in the lattice

model.

1. Contact at unitarity versus temperature

In Fig. 2 we show the contact at unitarity ((kFa)
−1 =

0) as a function of temperature for the 7+1 (red dia-
monds) and 20+1 (green circles) systems. We eliminate
systematic errors by extrapolating to continuous time
∆β → 0 and taking the continuum limit ν → 0, where
ν = N↑/N

3
L is the filling factor. These extrapolations are

demonstrated in Appendix A.
Our results are in close agreement with the variational

result of Ref. [38], which are based on one particle-hole
excitation of the Fermi sea. However, the ground-state
diffusion Monte Carlo result of Ref. [29] is significantly
smaller that the low-temperature AFMC results.

The monotonic increase of the contact at unitarity as
a function of T below 0.5TF reflects the increased popu-
lation of the excited molecular states at higher tempera-
tures [27, 28, 38]. We also find overall agreement of our
results with the experimental results of Ref. [14] when
considering the large experimental errors bars.

2. Contact versus coupling strength

In Fig. 3(a) we show the contact as a function of
the coupling strength (kFa)

−1 at a constant tempera-
ture of T = 0.2TF . Our canonical-ensemble AFMC re-
sults for the 7+1 (red diamonds) and 20+1 (green cir-
cles) systems are in good agreement with the variational

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
T/TF

3

4

5

6

C
kF Liu et al. 2020

Pessoa et al. 2021
AFMC, 7 + 1
AFMC, 20 + 1
Expt.: Yan et al. 2019

FIG. 2. Contact C (in units of kF ) vs. temperature T (in
units of the Fermi temperature TF ) at unitarity. The AFMC
results for the 7 + 1 system (red diamonds) and the 20 + 1
system (green circles) are compared the variational results of
Ref. [38] (dashed blue line). The T = 0 diffusion Monte Carlo
result of Ref. [29] is shown by the blue triangle. We also show
the experimental results of Ref. [14] (purple x’s with error
bars).

one particle-hole approximation of Ref. [28] (dashed blue
line) and the the T = 0 functional renormalization group
results of Ref. [33] (dash-dotted orange line). Above
1/(kFa) ∼ 0.7 the Monte Carlo sign problem becomes
more severe and leads to large statistical errors in the
AFMC calculations. Thus we cannot probe directly the
polaron-molecule transition. The experimental results of
Ref. [15] are shown by the purple x’s with error bars.
In the BEC regime of (kFa)

−1 > 0, there is a
two-particle bound state whose binding energy provides
the leading contribution of 8π/kFa to the contact
(using Eq. (12)). In Fig. 3(b) we show the contact with
this dominant contribution removed as a function of
(kFa)

−1, and again compare with the variational one
particle-hole approximation [28] and experiment [15].
We find that our results are once more consistent overall
with the variational approximation. However, there are
significant discrepancies between our AFMC results and
the experimental results of Ref. [15]. We also notice
that around (kFa)

−1 ∼ 0.5 the dominant contribution
from the two-particle binding energy overestimates the
contact.

B. Thermal energy gap

We define the thermal energy gap to be ∆E = E(T )−
ENI, where E = ⟨Ĥ⟩ is the thermal energy at temper-
ature T and ENI is the non-interacting energy (i.e., the
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Expt.: Ness et al. 2020
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FIG. 3. (a) Contact C (in units of kF ) as a function of coupling strength 1/(kF a) at T = 0.2TF . The AFMC results for the
7+1 system (red diamonds) and the 20+1 system (green circles) are compared the variational results of Ref. [28] (dashed blue
line), the T = 0 functional renormalization group results of Ref. [33] (dash-dotted orange line), and the experimental results of
Ref. [15] (purple x’s with error bars). (b) As in panel (a) but for the contact C/kF shifted by the contribution 8π/kF a of the
two-particle binding energy.

total energy when the contact interaction between the
impurity and the medium is turned off).

In Fig. 4, we show the energy gap (in units of the
Fermi energy EF ) as a function of temperature for the
7+1 (red diamonds) and 20+1 (green circles) systems.
We find that ∆E is monotonically increasing function
of temperature in the regime shown in the figure. Our
results at low temperatures are consistent with the T = 0
Chevy’s ansatz of ∆E = −0.61EF [32].

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
T/TF

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

0.2

E
EF

Chevy 2006
AFMC, 7 + 1
AFMC, 20 + 1

FIG. 4. The thermal energy gap ∆E (in units of the Fermi
energy EF ) as a function of temperature at unitarity. Our
low-temperature results are consistent with the T = 0 Chevy’s
ansatz of ∆E = −0.61TF [32].

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

We carried out the first controlled thermodynamic cal-
culations for the Fermi polaron problem at strong cou-
pling using canonical-ensemble AFMC methods on dis-
crete lattices. We eliminated systematic errors by extrap-
olating to continuous time and to the continuum limit.
The canonical-ensemble formulation, in which we project
on fixed numbers of spin-up and spin-down particles, is
particularly suitable for the Fermi polaron problem in
that we project on N↓ = 1 (i,e, a single impurity) and
N↑ particles in the Fermi sea.

As a spin-imbalanced system, the Fermi polaron prob-
lem in general has a Monte Carlo sign problem, which
usually represents a major obstacle in quantum Monte
Carlo calculations. However, we found that there is a
significant regime in parameter space (i.e., temperature
and coupling strength (kFa)

−1) in which the sign prob-
lem is moderate, enabling us to carry out precision Monte
Carlo calculations.

We studied the contact of the Fermi polaron system
as a function of temperature at unitarity and as a func-
tion of the coupling strength at fixed temperature. We
found good agreement with a variational method [28, 38]
that employs a one particle-hole excitation in the Fermi
sea. Our results for the contact vs. temperature overall
agree with the experiment of Ref. [14] considering the
large experimental error bars, but for the dependence of
the contact on the coupling strength we find significant
deviations from the experiment of Ref. [15].

The dressed Fermi polaron is predicted to undergo
a phase transition to a molecular dimer as a function
of (kFa)

−1. Currently we cannot probe directly the
transition region because of the sign problem. How-
ever, the increase of the contact with temperature in-
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dicates the increased population of the excited molecular
states [27, 28, 38].

We also calculated the thermal energy gap at unitarity
as a function of temperature and found it to be consistent
at low temperatures with Chevy’s ansatz [32] for the zero-
temperature energy gap.

In future work it would be interesting to calculate
the polaron’s spectral function using canonical-ensemble
AFMC methods to gain insight into the quasiparticle ex-
citations of the polaron.
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Appendix A: Continuous time and continuum
extrapolations

Extrapolations to continuous time.— The symmetric
Trotter-Suzuki decomposition and the three-point Gaus-
sian quadrature introduce a discretization error of order
(∆β)2. To obtain the continuous time limit ∆β → 0,
we calculate the relevant observables at different values
of ∆β and carry out a linear extrapolation in the di-
mensionless parameter (∆βEF )

2 where EF is the Fermi
energy.

We demonstrate the extrapolation to continuous time
in Fig. 5, where we show the contact C (in units of kF ) as
a function of (∆βEF )

2 for the 20+1 system at unitarity
on a 93 lattice at several temperatures. The dashed lines
are linear fits to the data (red circles) and the black circles
are the extrapolated values of the contact at ∆β = 0.
For the thermal energy gap, the dependence on ∆β is

smaller than the statistical fluctuations and we take an
average (i.e., a flat line extrapolation).

Continuum extrapolations.— Following the ∆β → 0 ex-
trapolation, we carry out the continuum extrapolation by
calculating the observables on large lattices with filling
factor ν = N↑/N

3
L → 0 for fixed particle number N↑ in

the Fermi sea and fixed temperature.
In Fig. 6 we show the ∆β = 0 contact at unitarity for

the 20 + 1 system as a function of ν1/3 for several tem-
peratures. The dashed lines are linear fits to the contact
data (red circles) and the black circles are the extrapo-
lated values of the contact at ν = 0.
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5.5

T/TF = 0.1

6.0

6.1

6.2

T/TF = 0.2

6.5

6.6

6.7

C
kF

T/TF = 0.3

0 4 10 5 8 10 5 12 10 5

( EF)2

6.9

7.0

7.1

T/TF = 0.4

FIG. 5. Examples of extrapolations to the continuous time
limit for N = 20+1 particles at unitarity on a 93 lattice. For
sufficiently small time slices, the dependence on ∆β is less
significant than the dependance on filling factor.

The continuum extrapolations are important [47] in
that they can modify the behavior of observables even on
a qualitative level. An example is shown in Fig. 7 for the
contact at unitarity for the 20+1 system as a function of
temperature. The contact is shown for different values of
the filling factor ν (i.e., different lattice sizes) and the ex-
trapolated contact in the continuum limit ν = 0 is shown
by the black circles. We see the extrapolated contact in-
creases more slowly with temperature when compared to
the contact at a given lattice size. Our calculations for
large lattice sizes were made possible by the controlled
model space truncation algorithm introduced in Ref. [48].
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FIG. 6. Examples of filling extrapolations for the contact for
N = 20 + 1 particles at unitarity. Linear fits are performed
in ν1/3. We see a strong dependence of the contact on filling
factor, as the contact decreases with decreasing filling factor.
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FIG. 7. Contact as a function of temperature for N = 20+ 1
particles at unitarity for different values of the filling factor
ν. The continuum limit results are shown in black; we find
that the continuum limit results defer significantly from the
results obtained at finite filling factor.
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S. Fölling, Observation of coherent multiorbital polarons
in a two-dimensional fermi gas, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122,
193604 (2019).

[23] C. Kohstall, M. Zaccanti, M. Jag, A. Trenkwalder,
P. Massignan, G. M. Bruun, F. Schreck, and R. Grimm,
Metastability and coherence of repulsive polarons in
a strongly interacting fermi mixture, Nature 485, 615
(2012).

[24] A. Schirotzek, C.-H. Wu, A. Sommer, and M. W. Zwier-
lein, Observation of fermi polarons in a tunable fermi
liquid of ultracold atoms, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 230402
(2009).

[25] M. Cetina, M. Jag, R. S. Lous, J. T. M. Walraven,
R. Grimm, R. S. Christensen, and G. M. Bruun, De-
coherence of impurities in a fermi sea of ultracold atoms,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 135302 (2015).

[26] P. Massignan and G. M. Bruun, Repulsive polarons
and itinerant ferromagnetism in strongly polarized fermi
gases, The European Physical Journal D 65, 83 (2011).

[27] R. Schmidt and T. Enss, Excitation spectra and rf
response near the polaron-to-molecule transition from
the functional renormalization group, Phys. Rev. A 83,
063620 (2011).

[28] M. M. Parish, H. S. Adlong, W. E. Liu, and J. Levinsen,
Thermodynamic signatures of the polaron-molecule tran-
sition in a fermi gas, Phys. Rev. A 103, 023312 (2021).

[29] R. Pessoa, S. A. Vitiello, and L. A. P. n. Ardila, Finite-

range effects in the unitary fermi polaron, Phys. Rev. A
104, 043313 (2021).

[30] N. Prokof’ev and B. Svistunov, Fermi-polaron problem:
Diagrammatic monte carlo method for divergent sign-
alternating series, Phys. Rev. B 77, 020408(R) (2008).

[31] O. Goulko, A. S. Mishchenko, N. Prokof’ev, and B. Svis-
tunov, Dark continuum in the spectral function of the res-
onant fermi polaron, Phys. Rev. A 94, 051605(R) (2016).

[32] F. Chevy, Universal phase diagram of a strongly inter-
acting fermi gas with unbalanced spin populations, Phys.
Rev. A 74, 063628 (2006).

[33] M. Punk, P. T. Dumitrescu, and W. Zwerger, Polaron-to-
molecule transition in a strongly imbalanced fermi gas,
Phys. Rev. A 80, 053605 (2009).

[34] P. Massignan, G. M. Bruun, and H. T. C. Stoof, Spin po-
larons and molecules in strongly interacting atomic fermi
gases, Phys. Rev. A 78, 031602(R) (2008).

[35] H. Tajima and S. Uchino, Thermal crossover, transition,
and coexistence in fermi polaronic spectroscopies, Phys.
Rev. A 99, 063606 (2019).

[36] W. E. Liu, J. Levinsen, and M. M. Parish, Variational
approach for impurity dynamics at finite temperature,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 205301 (2019).

[37] W. E. Liu, Z.-Y. Shi, J. Levinsen, and M. M. Parish,
Radio-frequency response and contact of impurities in a
quantum gas, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 065301 (2020).

[38] W. E. Liu, Z.-Y. Shi, M. M. Parish, and J. Levinsen,
Theory of radio-frequency spectroscopy of impurities in
quantum gases, Phys. Rev. A 102, 023304 (2020).

[39] B. C. Mulkerin, X.-J. Liu, and H. Hu, Breakdown of the
fermi polaron description near fermi degeneracy at uni-
tarity, Annals of Physics 407, 29 (2019).

[40] H. Hu, B. C. Mulkerin, J. Wang, and X.-J. Liu, Attrac-
tive fermi polarons at nonzero temperatures with a finite
impurity concentration, Phys. Rev. A 98, 013626 (2018).

[41] H. Hu and X.-J. Liu, Fermi polarons at finite tempera-
ture: Spectral function and rf spectroscopy, Phys. Rev.
A 105, 043303 (2022).

[42] S. Koonin, D. Dean, and K. Langanke, Shell model monte
carlo methods, Physics Reports 278, 1 (1997).

[43] A. N. Wenz, G. Zürn, S. Murmann, I. Brouzos, T. Lompe,
and S. Jochim, From few to many: Observing the forma-
tion of a fermi sea one atom at a time, Science 342, 457
(2013).

[44] S. Tan, Energetics of a strongly correlated fermi gas, An-
nals of Physics 323, 2952 (2008).

[45] S. Tan, Large momentum part of a strongly correlated
fermi gas, Annals of Physics 323, 2971 (2008).

[46] S. Tan, Generalized virial theorem and pressure relation
for a strongly correlated fermi gas, Annals of Physics 323,
2987 (2008).

[47] S. Jensen, C. N. Gilbreth, and Y. Alhassid, Contact in the
unitary fermi gas across the superfluid phase transition,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 043402 (2020).

[48] C. N. Gilbreth, S. Jensen, and Y. Alhassid, Reducing the
complexity of finite-temperature auxiliary-field quantum
monte carlo, Computer Physics Communications 264
(2021).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.093401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.041019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.170402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.170402
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaf5134
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaf5134
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1187582
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.200403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.200403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.81.041602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.083602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.083602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.193604
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.193604
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11065
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11065
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.230402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.230402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.135302
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjd/e2011-20084-5
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.83.063620
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.83.063620
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.103.023312
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.104.043313
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.104.043313
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.77.020408
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.051605
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.74.063628
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.74.063628
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.80.053605
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.78.031602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.063606
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.063606
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.205301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.065301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.023304
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2019.04.018
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.013626
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.105.043303
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.105.043303
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(96)00017-8
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1240516
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1240516
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2008.03.004
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2008.03.004
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2008.03.005
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2008.03.003
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2008.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.043402

	Precision Thermodynamics of the Fermi polaron at strong coupling
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Finite-temperature canonical ensemble AFMC
	Monte Carlo sign function
	Results
	Contact
	Contact at unitarity versus temperature
	Contact versus coupling strength

	Thermal energy gap

	Conclusion and Outlook
	Acknowledgements
	Continuous time and continuum extrapolations
	References


