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We propose a simple model of an interacting, fully spin–polarized Fermi gas in dimensions d = 2 and d = 3,
and derive the approximate expression for the energy spectrum and the corresponding formula for the Helmholtz
free energy. We analyze the thermodynamics of the system and find the lines of first–order phase transitions
between the low and high density phases terminating at critical points. The properties of the corresponding
phase diagrams are qualitatively different for d = 2 and 3, and sensitively depend on the interparticle attraction,
which marks a departure from the standard van der Waals theory. The differences originate from the Pauli
exclusion principle and are embeded in the fermionic nature of the system under study.

I. INTRODUCTION

The properties of matter are largely determined by the mu-
tual interactions between the constituent particles. If, how-
ever, the system in question is composed of fermions the
Pauli exclusion principle [1] is, under certain conditions, of
no minor importance. Examples cover systems within a broad
range of energy and length scales and pertain to such fun-
damental questions as the stability of matter, the structure of
atoms and nuclei or the existence of thermodynamic limit [2–
4]. This provides a strong motivation for the study of simple
fermionic systems whose fundamental properties are induced
by the Pauli principle [7, 17–23].

One interesting situation arises when the fermions become
fully spin—polarized, i.e., all particles are in the same spin
state. The exclusion principle is then manifested entirely in
the position space, and the corresponding many—body wave
function is necessarily antisymmetric in the spatial coordi-
nates of the particles. Under such circumstances, the Pauli
principle has a direct effect on the actual interactions in the
system. For instance, the short—range interaction of fermions
is at low temperatures determined by the p—wave scattering
processes, in contrast to the case of mixtures composed of
fermions in different spin states which are governed by the
much stronger s—wave interactions [8].

In this work, we analyze the thermodynamics of a model
of interacting fully polarized dilute Fermi gas, which we pro-
pose on the basis of a Hartree—Fock type microscopic cal-
culation. When the diluteness assumption is exploited, the
resulting model is fairly simple and allows for the finite tem-
perature treatment, which appears to have been less explored
in the existing literature. In particular, the resulting equation
of state agrees in the zero temperature limit with recent rigor-
ous results obtained for the ground state of the repulsive gas
[9].

The model incorporates both the short—range repulsion of
the p—wave type and the long—range attraction, and the in-
terplay between the two interactions leads to the emergence
of a first—order transition between a highly degenerate liquid
phase and a gas phase. While the resulting thermodynamics
bears certain resemblance to the standard van der Waals the-
ory, it also displays remarkable differences in comparison to
it. In particular, the phase transition turns out to exist only for
strong enough attractions and, more importantly, it is sensi-

tive to the embedding dimension of the gas. This latter aspect
points at the crucial role played by the Pauli principle, as the
dimensionality dependence is rooted in the different behav-
ior of the Fermi pressure as function of the density in dif-
ferent dimensions. These aspects make the model interesting
from the point of view of the theory of phase transitions and
critical phenomena, while the analysis might be of relevance
for a variety of physical systems where spin polarization is
present, ranging from adequately prepared cold Fermi gases
[25, 26, 28–35] to modelling the interior of neutron stars ex-
posed to strong magnetic fields [5, 11, 12] and similar prob-
lems arising in nuclear matter [5] to which phenomenological
van der Waals equations of state modified by Fermi statistics
have also been applied [6].

The article is organized in the following way. Sec. II con-
tains the necessary definitions and the microscopic derivation
of the approximate energy levels and the Helmholtz free en-
ergy. The latter is further closely studied in Sec. III, where
we discuss the resulting thermodynamics of the model, be-
ginning with a short analysis of the purely repulsive case and
subsequently the study of the phase transition which results
if the attraction is included, wherein the cases of d = 2 and
d = 3 are subject to a separate treatment. The results are then
summarized in Sec. IV. The main text is accompanied by an
Appendix where we include some calculations relevant for the
two–dimensional problem.

II. THE MODEL

A. Preliminaries

We consider a one–component, fully polarized, interacting
Fermi gas composed of N fermions of mass m enclosed in a
box of volume V in d dimensions, with d = 2, 3. As men-
tioned, fully polarized means here that all fermions occupy
the same spin state, which in particular means that one can
ignore spin altogether in their description. We assume that the
fermions interact with each other via an isotropic two–body
potential v which generically can be written as

v(x) = vs(x) + γdvl(γx), (1)

where vs is a compact-support function modelling the short–
range repulsion of the particles, while vl is integrable and
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models the attraction at longer distances. γ is a suitable scal-
ing parameter, and the particular choice of scaling in Eq.(1) is
known as the Kac model [24], wherein γ is sent to zero, cor-
responding to a very weak and long–ranged interaction. The
Kac scaling ensures that the γ-independent integral

−a :=

∫
γdvl(γx)d

dx < 0 (2)

remains finite in the limit γ → 0. Its absolute value is denoted
by a, which we call the Kac parameter. The negative sign of
the above integral reflects the interparticle attraction at long
distances. The choice of the Kac scaling leads to a substantial
simplification of the treatment of long-range attraction while
still producing non trivial effects, as we shall see.

The fact that the fermions are assumed to be fully polar-
ized affects here mostly the short–range repulsive interactions.
The polarization imposes the antisymmetry condition on the
positional part of the wave function and precludes the s-wave
scattering processes. The effects of the short-range interpar-
ticle repulsion are quantified by a single parameter called the
p–wave or odd wave scattering length, which we denote by b
and which is conveniently defined as [9]

cd b
d := inf

ψ

{∫ (
ℏ2

m
|∇ψ|2 + vs|ψ|2

)
|x|2ddx

}
, (3)

where the infimum is taken with respect to functions ψ(x)
such that lim|x|→∞ ψ(x) = 1. The coefficients cd are defined
as

cd =

{
12πℏ2

m , d = 3
4πℏ2

m , d = 2.
(4)

This variational definition is equivalent to the standard one
using the zero–energy scattering equation [10], and is very
useful in the present context. For instance, in analogy to the
Born approximation for the s–wave scattering length [13], one
finds

cd b
d ≤

∫
vs(x)|x|2ddx. (5)

We note a slight abuse in the notation when denoting the two–
and three–dimensional p–wave scattering lengths by the same
symbol b; this should not lead to any confusion in the remain-
der of the analysis.

The parameters a and b thus encode certain information
contained in the long–range attractive and short–range repul-
sive parts, respectively, of a generic interparticle potential v,
according to the splitting in Eq.(1).

Below we perform a Hartree–Fock calculation whose result
is that in the dilute limit the parameters a and b account for the
interaction effects completely. In particular, since the short–
range part of v is taken to be purely repulsive in our model,
we do not cover effects such as p–wave Cooper pairing of
fermions [26, 27].

B. Approximation of the energy levels and the free energy

Equipped with the representation of both parts of the inter-
action by means of a and b, we now introduce the approxi-
mate expression for of the energy levels of the system which
we then employ in the statistical mechanical analysis. We rely
on the following observation: since the p–wave interaction ef-
fects are weak, the interacting gas can be treated as consisting
of free fermions occupying their one–particle energy levels
whose exact form is modified by the p–wave interactions. Ac-
cordingly, we identify the microstate of the system with the set
of the single-particle energy-level occupancies. The energy of
any such microstate can be found by computing the expected
value of the hamiltonian H on the appropriate plane–wave
Slater determinants Ψ, i.e. by performing the Hartree–Fock
approximation. Note that Ψ is characterized completely by
the occupation numbers {nk}, where nk = 1 if the mode k is
occupied and zero otherwise. The Hartree–Fock energy of the
Slater determinant Ψ constructed from N orthonormal func-
tions |j⟩ equals

⟨Ψ|H|Ψ⟩ =
∑
j

nj⟨j|
−ℏ2

2m
∆|j⟩

+
1

2

∑
j ̸=k

njnk (⟨jk|v|jk⟩ − ⟨jk|v|kj⟩) ,
(6)

where −ℏ2

2m ∆ stands for the kinetic energy operator and v is the
interparticle interaction potential energy in Eq.(1). We employ
the periodic boundary conditions and the plane–wave basis
|k⟩ = eikx

√
V

. Then one obtains

⟨jk|v|jk⟩ = 1

V

∫
v(x)ddx =

1

V

(
−a+

∫
vs(x)d

dx

)
,

(7)
where we have employed Eq.(2). The above direct term leads
to the mean-field expression for the energy. However, it is the
exchange term discussed below that induces the energy renor-
malization beyond the above mean–field shift. First, we ob-
serve that in the Kac limit the contribution from the attractive
part of the interaction to the exchange term vanishes

⟨jk|vl|kj⟩ =
1

V 2

∫
ddxddy γdvl(γ(x− y))ei(k−j)(x−y)

=
1

V
v̂l((k − j)/γ) −−−→

γ→0
0

(8)

because k ̸= j and the Fourier transform v̂l(k) vanishes at
infinity. In the case of the repulsion part vs the situation is
different. In order to proceed with our approximation scheme,
we use the fact that the potential vs is short–ranged and as-
sume that the gas is dilute and at low temperatures. Accord-
ingly, the typical momenta contributing to the integral can be
estimated to lie in the range set by the Fermi energy ∼ n1/d,
where n = N/V , while the interparticle distances are at most
of the order of R, the range of the potential vs, and thus
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|k − j||x| ∼ n1/dR≪ 1. One may thus expand the exponen-
tial factor to second order (which actually is one of the crucial
steps behind the rigorous bounds developed in [9]) and obtain∑
j ̸=k

njnk⟨jk|vs|kj⟩

=
∑
j ̸=k

njnk
1

V 2

∫
ddxddyγdvs(x− y)ei(k−j)(x−y)

≈
∑
j ̸=k

njnk
1

V

∫
ddxvs(x)

(
1− ((k − j) · x)2

2

)

=
∑
j ̸=k

njnk
V

(∫
vs(x) d

dx− (k − j)2

2d

∫
x2vs(x)d

dx

)
,

where in the last step we used the rotation invariance of vs.
Introducing the total momentum of the Slater determinant
P ({nk}) ≡ ∑

k ℏknk and denoting b̃ =
∫
x2vs(x)d

dx, one
obtains

⟨Ψ|H|Ψ⟩ =
∑
k

ℏ2 k2

2m
nk +

1

2V

b̃

2d

∑
j,k

nknj(k
2 + j2)

− a

2V

∑
j ̸=k

nknj −
b̃

2dV ℏ2
P ({nk})2.

(9)

This can be further simplified as follows. First, it can be
shown that the term involving the total momentum of the sys-
tem in Eq.(9) (the last term on the rhs of Eq.(9)) vanishes in
the thermodynamic limit. Second, the upper bounds Eq.(5)
show that the integral b̃ is related to the p-wave scattering
length [25, 28–32, 34] in an analogous way as the integral of
the potential is related to the s-wave scattering length. Thus, in
the spirit of the original Bogoliubov calculation of the spec-
trum of the interacting Bose gas [13], we make here the re-
placement b̃ → cdb

d, with cd defined in Eq.(4). This is es-
sentially the Born approximation, which is known to provide
necessary cancellations for the Bogoliubov approximation to
work in the bosonic case [14]. We find the expression for the
system energy corresponding to a given microstate {nk} in
the following form

E({nk}) =
∑
k

ℏ2k2

2m

(
1 +

N

V
B

)
nk−

a

2V
N(N−1), (10)

where N =
∑
j nj , and

B =
2m

ℏ2
cdb

d

2d
=

{
4πb3, d = 3

2πb2, d = 2 .
(11)

In order to simplify the notation we suppress the subscript d
and denote by B a quantity which depends on d and takes dif-
ferent values for two- and three-dimensional systems, Eq.(11).
This, however, does not lead to any ambiguity in the analysis
and conclusions.

In particular, the expression in Eq.(10) evaluated for a mi-
crostate corresponding to the Fermi ball agrees with the lead-
ing order correction to the ground state energy of a suitably

dilute polarized Fermi gas in the thermodynamic limit as de-
veloped in [9].

For the subsequent thermodynamic analysis, we need
to evaluate the expression for the Helmholtz free energy
F (T, V,N). The canonical partition function

Z(T, V,N) =
∑

{nk},
∑

k nk=N

e−βE({nk}) (12)

evaluated for the system energy given in Eq.(10) straightfor-
wardly leads to the following form of the Helmholtz free en-
ergy F (T, V,N)

F (T, V,N) = (1+nB)F id
(

T

1 + nB
, V,N

)
−aN

2

2V
, (13)

where F id(T, V,N) denotes the Helmholtz free energy of
the corresponding ideal Fermi gas (i.e., consisting of non-
interacting particles of the same mass as in our model) and
n = N/V . Expression Eq.(13) forms the starting point of
thermodynamic analysis.

III. THERMODYNAMICS

A. Purely repulsive gas

We start with a brief analysis of the purely repulsive case
a = 0. It follows from Eq.(13) that the equation of state takes
the form

p(T, n;B) =

(
1 +

d+ 2

2
nB

)
pid

(
T

1 + nB
, n

)
, (14)

where pid(T, n) is the pressure of the corresponding ideal
Fermi gas as function of temperature and density, see Eq.
(21) below. When deriving Eq.(14) the relation U id(T, n) =
d
2V p

id(T, n) was used. This simple result shows that apart
from the multiplication by the prefactor

(
1 + d+2

2 nB
)

the
pressure is essentially that of the free Fermi gas evaluated at
the reduced temperature

T̄ =
T

1 + nB
.

On physical grounds, because of the interparticle repulsion,
one expects p(T, n) ≥ pid(T, n). This is not easily seen
directly from Eq.(14) because on one hand the prefactor(
1 + d+2

2 nB
)

increases the pressure, but on the other hand
the reduced temperature T̄ is lower than the actual one, thus
lowering the pressure at a given density. It is of interest to see
how the overall increase of pressure can be deduced from Eq.
(14). This also serves as a check of consistency of our model
with the thermodynamic formalism. Let us compute(
∂p

∂B

)
T,n

= n

(
Dpid(T̄ , n)− 1 +DnB

1 + nB
T̄

(
∂pid(T̄ , n)

∂T̄

)
n

)
,

where

D =
d+ 2

2
. (15)
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With the help of thermodynamic identity
(
∂U
∂V

)
T,N

= −p +
T
(
∂p
∂T

)
n

, where U is the internal energy, the above relation
can be rewritten in the following form(

∂p

∂B

)
T,n

=
D − 1

1 + nB

(
n2BD

[
n

(
∂pid

∂n

)
T̄

− p

]
+n2 (1 + nB + n2DB2)

(
∂pid

∂n

)
T̄

)
. (16)

It follows from Eq.(16) that
(
∂p
∂B

)
T,n

> 0. Indeed, the pres-

sure is an increasing function of the density at constant tem-
perature, and thus pid(T̄ , n) is an increasing function of the
density at constant T̄ . Thus the last term in Eq.(16) is pos-
itive, while one can verify by direct computation using Eq.
(21) below that the first term is also positive. This, together
with p(T, n)|B=0 = pid(T, n), shows p(T, n) ≥ pid(T, n), as
expected. We plot the resulting isotherms for different values
of B in Fig. 1. Incidentally, the above argument also verifies
that the isothermal compressibility is positive. This follows
from (

∂p

∂n

)
T

=

(
∂p

∂n

)
T̄

+
B

n

(
∂p

∂B

)
T,n

. (17)

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

nλ3

0

1

2

β
p
λ

3

Bλ−3 = 0

Bλ−3 = 0.5

Bλ−3 = 1.0

FIG. 1. Isotherms for the purely repulsive polarized Fermi gas (a =
0), at different values of the parameter Bλ−3.

B. Equation of state and the chemical potential equation

In the previous discussion, we verified that is thermody-
namically consistent to treat the repulsive polarized Fermi gas
at finite temperatures by means of the ground state correction
and the effective reduced temperature T → T/(1 + nB). In
what follows, we investigate this system with the attraction
term included. The (canonical) pressure reads then simply

p(T, n) =

(
1 +

d+ 2

2
nB

)
pid

(
T

1 + nB
, n

)
−an

2

2
. (18)

This form is similar to the classical van der Waals theory, with
the hard–core contribution replaced by the combined effect of
the Fermi pressure and the short–range repulsion quantified
by parameter B. In Fig. 2, we plot the isotherms correspond-
ing to p(T, n) and observe that they do not satisfy the stabil-
ity condition

(
∂p
∂n

)
T
> 0 for sufficiently large a and low T ,

which, just like in the classical van der Waals theory, marks
the existence of a phase transition between high and low den-
sity phases in the system. The order parameter here is the
difference in the bulk densities. We note that, at least far away
from the critical temperature, the coexisting densities are such
that the system changes is behavior from essentially classical
to highly degenerate at the transition point. This is evident
when the relevant fragments of the isotherms are compared
with the high and low degeneracy asymptotics of the pressure
in Fig. 2. This points at the possibility of observing exotic ef-
fects pertinent to highly degenerate Fermi systems in the high
density phase.

0.2 0.4 0.6

n̄

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

p̄

virial

Sommerfeld

FIG. 2. The isotherms of the three-dimensional attractive polarized
Fermi gas in the canonical ensemble. The dimensionless pressure p̄
and density n̄ are defined in the text, see Eq. (30). The curves cor-
respond to three distinct temperatures, with the solid line being the
lowest and the dot–dashed line the highest among them, at a fixed
value of a = 1.3ac, with ac defined in Eq. (30). At low temper-
atures, the isotherms experience negative compressibility, marking
the onset of a first-order phase transition. The horizontal solid line
marks the transition pressure for the lowest isotherm, calculated from
the Maxwell construction known from elementary thermodynamics
[16]. The distance between the extremal points of intersection of this
line with the isotherm determine the difference in the bulk densities
at the transition point. The pressure at the low density phase is well
approximated by the virial expansion for the almost–classical Fermi
gas while the pressure at the high density phase is close to the one
following the Sommerfeld expansion for the highly degenerate gas
[15]. The corresponding approximations are plotted in the relevant
regions in comparison to the lowest isotherm.

Although the equation of state is very similar in appearance
to the standard van der Waals theory, we wish to investigate
whether the details of the transition, as quantified e.g. by the
values of the critical parameters, reveal differences in com-
parison to the standard case stemming from the degeneracy.
To overcome the lack of stability and describe the transition
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within the proper thermodynamic formalism, we work in the
grand canonical formalism by fixing the chemical potential µ
and temperature T . The actual equilibrium pressure p(T, µ)
is then obtained via the Legendre transform

−p(T, µ) = inf
n≥0

(f(T, n)− µn) , (19)

where f(T, n) = F (T, V,N)/V is the Helmholtz free energy
density. With the help of the relation f(T, n) = −p(T, n) +
nµ(T, n) the Legendre transform takes the following form

−p(T, µ) = inf
n≥0

{
−(1 + nB)pid

(
T

1 + nB
, n

)
+(1 +Bn)nµid

(
T

1 + nB
, n

)
− an2

2
− µn

}
.

(20)

The ideal Fermi gas functions are given implicitly by

nλd =f d
2
(eβµ

id(T,n)),

pid(T, n) =
kBT

λd
f d

2+1(e
βµid(T,n)),

(21)

where kB is the Boltzmann’s constant, λ =
√

2πℏ2

mkBT
is the

thermal de Broglie wavelength, and

fj(e
z) := −

∞∑
l=1

(−ez)l
lj

= −Lij(−ez) (22)

is the Fermi function. In order to perform the Legendre trans-
form and find the equation of state, we compute the derivative
of the function in the brackets in Eq.(20) with respect to n and
set it equal to zero. Keeping in mind that the n dependence is
also present in the first argument of both pid and µid and using
Eq.(21) together with the identity

dfj(−ez)
dz

= fj−1(−ez) (23)

we obtain the chemical potential equation

µ = (1 + nB)µid
(

T

1 + nB
, n

)
+

+(D − 1)Bpid
(

T

1 + nB
, n

)
− an, (24)

whose solutions n(T, µ) are the main object of our further
discussion.

In the remainder of the article, we analyze the case a > 0
more closely, focusing on low temperatures and covering the
cases of d = 3 and d = 2 separately.

C. Fully polarized Fermi gas in d = 3

To gain some insight we first consider T = 0. In this case
the chemical potential equation Eq.(24) in 3D reduces to

µ = (1 + nB)εF +
3

5
BnεF − an ≡ φ

(3)
0 (n), (25)

where εF = C3n
2/3 is the Fermi energy, with C3 =

ℏ2

2m (6π2)2/3. The T = 0 equation has three solutions n(T, µ)
as long as the derivative of φ(3)

0 (n) is negative in a finite in-
terval of the densities. This corresponds to two-phase coexis-
tence and a first-order transition between them. The existence
of such an interval is possible only if the interparticle attrac-
tion represented by parameter a is strong enough. The critical
point beyond which only one solution exists is given by

∂φ
(3)
0

∂n
= 0 ,

∂2φ
(3)
0

∂n2
= 0. (26)

The above equations give the critical density

nc =
1

8B
(27)

and the critical value of the Kac parameter ac

ac = 2C3B
1/3 =

ℏ2

m

(
6π2B

)1/3
(28)

The first-order transition exists only for a > ac. The critical
value ac is such that the typical attractive interaction between
a pair of fermions localized in volume B, equal to a/B in the
Kac scaling, and evaluated at a = ac, is of the order of their
kinetic energy ∼ ℏ2

mB2/3 , which is necessarily non–zero due to
the Pauli principle. This gives ac ∼ ℏ2

mB
1/3 as in (28). Note

that no such bound is present in the classical van der Waals
equation of state with hard core particles, where the transition
takes place for arbitrary values of a, regardless of the radii of
the particles.

The critical value of the chemical potential at T = 0 is

µc =
C3

20B2/3
=

ℏ2

40m

(
6π2

B

)2/3

> 0. (29)

We also note that the function φ(3)
0 (n) is bounded from below,

meaning that solutions to Eq.(25) exist only for large enough
values of the chemical potential. This is not surprising, as
the chemical potential of the ideal gas at T = 0 is positive.
Non–trivial solutions of Eq.(25) appear for µ ≤ 0 only for
a ≥ am = 1.134ac. This in turn imposes the constraint ac <
a < am = 1.134ac for the phase transition to occur at zero
temperature. For a > am, only the high density phase exists
as a stable entity, with n > 1

2B . We note that if the critical
density nc at T = 0, Eq.(27), is expressed via the p − wave
scattering length b one obtains ncb3 = 0.00994 which means
that the gas is clearly dilute in these circumstances. This is
consistent with one of our initial assumptions leading to the
derivation of the model.

We now turn to the case T > 0 and introduce the dimen-
sionless variables

n̄ = nB, t =
π√
12

kBTB
2/3

C3
, µ̄ =

µB2/3

C3
,

ā =
a

2C3B1/3
=

a

ac
, p̄ =

pB5/3

C3
.

(30)
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The chemical potential equation Eq.(24) can be solved numer-
ically. For ā > 1 the equation admits three distinct roots, pro-
vided that t is small enough and µ̄ lies in a suitable range.
The equilibrium density is given by the root that yields the
the smallest value potential term in the brackets in Eq. (20),
which in turn yields the equilibrium pressure.

Fig.3 displays the isotherms p̄(t, µ̄) of the three-
dimensional fully polarized Fermi gas corresponding to differ-
ent values of parameter a. In particular, the T = 0 isotherms
are also included in these plots and they illustrate the discus-
sion presented above. The behavior of the isotherms depends
on the value of parameter ā. In general, the qualitative be-
havior of the isotherms differs for small ā and for large ā. In
particular, for ā < 1 the isotherms are smooth while for ā > 1
one observes lines of first-order phase transitions terminating
at the critical points.

The characteristics of the critical points can be determined
analytically in the low temperature domain. We consider the
regime ā > 1 with ā close to the boundary value 1. Then,
the phase transition is present at non-zero temperatures with
very low critical temperature. In this regime, the density dif-
ference between the coexisting phases is small. The densities
of both coexisting phases are of the order of nc, and the gas
can be considered dilute, in agreement with our assumptions.
A further advantage of restricting analysis to this regime is
that we can effectively treat the problem analytically by virtue
of the well–known Sommerfeld expansion applied to the pres-
sure and chemical potential of the Fermi gas:

µ̄id(t, n̄) ≈ n̄2/3
(
1− t2

n̄4/3

)
,

p̄id(t, n̄) ≈ 2

5
n̄5/3

(
1 + 5

t2

n̄4/3

)
,

(31)

and thus the chemical potential equation, Eq.(24), reads

µ̄ ≈(1 + n̄)n̄2/3
(
1− t2

n̄4/3

)
+

3

5
n̄5/3

(
1 +

5t2

n̄4/3

)
− 2 ā n̄ ≡ φ(3)(t, n) .

(32)

We are first interested in determining the critical point at
which both the first and second derivative of the function
φ(3)(t, n̄) with respect to n̄ vanish, see Eq.(32). In the regime
ā ≈ 1 one expects that the critical density is very close to the
zero–temperature critical density n̄c = 1

8 and that the critical
temperature is close to zero. Thus, we expand the right–hand
side of Eq.(32) to the third order in n̄ − n̄c (this is the min-
imal order which yields three different solutions to Eq.(32))
and then solve the resulting equations treating ā − 1, n̄ − n̄c
and t as small parameters. In this way one obtains

tc ≈
9

16

√
3

11
(ā− 1)

1
2

n̄c ≈
1

8
+

21

22
(ā− 1)

µ̄c ≈
1

20
− 5

11
(ā− 1) .

(33)

0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04

µ̄

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

p̄
×
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−

2

ā = 0.5, d = 3

t = 0.0

t = 0.01

t = 0.02

0.030 0.032 0.034 0.036 0.038

µ̄

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

p̄
×

10
−

2

ā = 1.05, d = 3

t = 0.0

t = 0.01

t = 0.02

−0.4 −0.3 −0.2 −0.1 0.0

µ̄

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

p̄

ā = 1.35, d = 3

t = 0.0

t = 0.2

t = 0.3

FIG. 3. The isotherms p̄(t, µ̄) of the fully polarized Fermi gas in d =
3 for different values of the parameter ā. For ā < 1 the isotherms are
smooth and no transition appears. For ā > 1 the isotherms display
a discontinuity of their derivatives at low temperatures, marking a
first–order transition which is present also at T = 0, as both values
of the derivatives are non–vanishing at the coexistence point. For
high enough values of ā, the density of the gaseous phase tends to
zero as T → 0.

These equations determine the critical point in the regime ā ≈
1, see Fig. 6. Note that tc vanishes as a approaches ac while
nc tends to 1/(8B), in accordance with the zero temperature
calculation. Importantly, we note the power law behavior of
tc ∼

√
a− ac and n̄c in d = 3, in contrast with the classical
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van der Waals gas where the critical temperature is linear in
a. Moreover, in the next section we shall show that in the case
of tc the power law behavior does not hold in d = 2. This
difference is rooted in the different scaling of the Fermi energy
with the density in different dimensionalities, and marks the
sensitivity of the transition to the Pauli pressure.

D. Fully polarized Fermi gas in d=2

In order to discuss the two-dimensional systems we intro-
duce the dimensionless variables

t =
kBTB

a0
, n̄ = nB, ā =

a

a0
, µ̄ =

µB

a0
, (34)

where a0 = 2πℏ2

m . At this point we note that the dimensionless
parameters ā are defined in d = 2 and d = 3 cases in such a
way that their critical value is 1 both for d = 2 and d = 3.
In the T = 0 case the chemical potential equation takes the
simple form

µ̄ =
3

2
n̄2 + (1− ā)n̄. (35)

For ā ≤ 1 only one solution n̄(µ̄) exists and corresponds to
µ̄ > 0. For ā > 1 two solutions exist for a certain range of
negative µ̄ values but only one of them corresponds to a stable
minimum of the expression in the curly brackets on the right
hand side of Eq.(20) evaluated at T = 0. Hence, in the d = 2
case there is no phase transition at T = 0, in contrast to the
d = 3 case. In the T > 0 case Eq.(24) reads

µ̄ = t ln

(
exp

(
n̄(1 + n̄)

t

)
− 1

)
(36)

+
t2

(1 + n̄)2
f2

(
exp

(
n̄(1 + n̄)

t

)
− 1

)
− ān̄ ≡ φ(2)(t, n̄) .

The solutions of this equation represent the equilibrium den-
sity as a function of t and µ̄. In Fig. 4 we plot the resulting
isotherms for different temperatures; for comparison with the
d = 3 case see Fig. 3. We observe the existence of a first–
order transition provided ā > 1 and the temperature is small
enough. Similarly as in 3D and in contrast to the classical
van der Waals theory, we observe that a high enough attrac-
tion is needed for the transition to occur. However, in contrast
to the d = 3 case, the critical value of a does not depend on
B, as it drops out when the kinetic energy ∼ ℏ2

mB is equated
with the Kac attraction of a pair of particles enclosed in a 2D
volume B, a/B. Another difference with the 3D gas is that
the density of the gaseous phase tends to zero as t → 0, re-
gardless of the value of parameter ā. This is in accordance
with the discussion of t = 0 case above. In fact, in d = 3
the gaseous phase density attains a non–zero value at T = 0
provided 1 < ā < 1.134. Thus one observes a qualitative
difference in behavior of two- and three-dimensional systems,
sumarized in Fig. 5 where we present the coexistence lines in
the T, µ space in the two dimensionalities, for different values
of a.

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10

µ̄

0.000

0.005

0.010

0.015

p̄

ā = 0.5, d = 2

t = 0.00

t = 0.05

t = 0.07

−0.20 −0.18 −0.16 −0.14 −0.12

µ̄

0.000

0.005

0.010

0.015

p̄

ā = 2.1, d = 2

t̄ = 0.0

t = 0.075

t = 0.095

FIG. 4. The isotherms p̄(t, µ̄) of the two-dimensional fully polar-
ized Fermi gas for subcritical (upper panel) and supercritical (lower
panel) values of parameter ā. The first–order transition is present if
the coupling is large enough ā > 1, as marked here by the discon-
tinuity of the derivative of the pressure with respect to the chemical
potential in the supercritical case. Note that the gaseous phase den-
sity becomes zero at T = 0 for all values of parameter ā for which
the transition is present for T > 0. This zero-temperature behavior
remains in contrast to the case d = 3 where there is a window of
parameter ā for which the transition survives down to T = 0.

This different behavior of two- and three-dimensional sys-
tems is also seen in the asymptotic behavior of the critical
temperatures and densities expressed as functions of corre-
sponding parameter ā close to its minimal value ā = 1. From
the technical point of view the distinction between d = 2 and
d = 3 cases is seen already at the level the Sommerfeld ex-
pansion. In d = 2 it does not provide the correct asymptotic
behavior because it neglects the exponential corrections which
turn out to be relevant and are responsible for the appearance
of the low–density solution. In order to find the critical point
we equate to zero the first- and second-order derivatives of the
function φ(2)(t, n̄) in Eq.(36) and solve the resulting equa-
tions in which we keep the exponential factors and the poly-
nomial terms in leading order in n̄ and t. The details of this
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0.05 0.10 0.15

t

−0.05

0.00

0.05

µ̄
d = 3

ā =1.034

ā =1.075

ā =1.158

0.02 0.04 0.06

t

−0.04

−0.03

−0.02

−0.01

0.00

µ̄

d = 2

ā = 1.25

ā = 1.35

ā = 1.45

FIG. 5. The coexistence lines in the µ̄, t plane, separating the low
density (low µ̄) and large density (large µ̄) phases, in dimension d =
3 (upper panel) and d = 2 (lower panel), for different values of
the attraction parameter a. The dimensionless variables µ̄ and t are
defined in Eq. (30). As a decreases, the lines get shorter, and the
critical temperature approaches zero as a → ac. The transition is
absent above the dot–dashed line for all temperatures, while below
the dashed line it is absent for T = 0; this window closes completely
for d = 2. The solid lines are the asymptotic envelopes of the line of
critical points corresponding to different values of a, see Eq. (33).

calculation are provided in the Appendix. The result is

tc ≈ − ā− 1

3W−1(
1−ā
e )

≈ − ā− 1

3 ln(ā− 1)

n̄c ≈
ā− 1

3
+

ā− 1

3 ln(ā− 1)

(37)

where W−1(z) denotes the lower branch of the Lambert func-
tion [36], i.e. the negative valued solution of wew = z for
small z, behaving asymptotically as ln(−z) for small |z|. In
Fig. 6, we plot the values of the critical temperature found nu-
merically together with the asymptotic formulae Eq.(37). We
observe that nc approaches zero as ā reaches its critical value,
in accordance with the lack of the transition at T = 0, where
the low density phase reduces to vacuum. Remarkably, the
asymptotic form of the expression for the critical temperature
does not reduce to a simple power law characterizing three-
dimensional systems, Eq. (33), still less the classical van der

Waals critical temperature Tc ∼ a. This highlights the sensi-
tivity of the system’s properties to the embedding dimension-
ality, rooted in different scaling laws of the Fermi pressure in
different dimensions and, together with the complete absence
of the transition at T = 0 in d = 2, marks an intriguing de-
parture from the standard van der Waals theory which is due
to the Pauli principle.

1.000 1.025 1.050 1.075 1.100

ā

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

t̄ c

d = 3

numerical

asymptotic

1.0 1.2 1.4

ā

0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

t̄ c
d = 2

asymptotic

numerical

FIG. 6. The critical temperature in d = 3 (upper plots) and d =
2 (lower plots) as a function of the coupling ā, together with the
asymptotic laws Eq.(37) and Eq.(33), respectively, as a function of
the coupling parameter ā. While in d = 3 the critical temperature
close to the critical coupling follows a simple power law, the d = 2
case is different, with the asymptotic law involving the logarithmic
correction.

IV. SUMMARY

We have constructed and analyzed a simple statistical me-
chanical model of a fully polarized dilute Fermi gas with
short–range repulsion and long–range attraction. It relies on
the introduction of suitably modified one–particle energy lev-
els whose form agrees with recently obtained bounds on the
ground state energy of the repulsive gas and is here heuristi-
cally justified via a Hartree–Fock type calculation. The repul-
sion and the attraction are quantified by two parameters: the
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p–wave scattering length b, and the integral of the attractive
part of the potential −a. The derived form of the approximate
system’s energy enables us to find the Helmholtz free energy,
which is then employed to find the equation of state via the
Legendre transform. Our analysis shows that the system un-
dergoes a first–order phase transition in dimensions d = 3 and
d = 2, provided the parameter a is large enough. We evaluate
the critical temperature and density for a close to the minimal
value necessary for the transition to occur. We find a remark-
able quantitative difference in their behavior as function of a
corresponding to the d = 3- and d = 2-systems. In addition,
the transition is absent at T = 0 in d = 2 for the entire range
of b and a values. On the contrary, in d = 3, there exists a
window of parameter a-values for which the transition also

takes place in the ground state. These discrepancies between
the d = 3 and d = 2 cases are ultimately rooted in the dif-
ferent scaling relations connecting the Fermi pressure and the
density in these dimensionalities. In this way, the evidence
of a nontrivial phase behavior of the polarized Fermi gas has
been provided within a study which goes beyond the usual van
der Waals theory. Our analysis suggests that one can expect
to observe simple manifestations of the Pauli principle at the
macroscopic level in similar systems.

Acknowledgements. We thank Asbjørn Bækgaard Lau-
ritsen for helpful discussions. Financial support from
the National Science Center of Poland (NCN) via grant
2020/37/B/ST2/00486 (K.M.) and 2021/43/B/ST3/01223
(M.N.) is gratefully acknowledged.

[1] W. Pauli, General Principles of Quantum Mechanics, Springer-
Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, New York (1980).

[2] The Stability of Matter: From Atoms to Stars, Selecta of El-
liott H. Lieb, Edited by W. Thirring, Springer-Verlag, Berlin,
Heidelberg, New York (1997).

[3] E. H. Lieb and J. L. Lebowitz, Advances in Mathematics 9, 316
(1972).

[4] A. Bohr, Rotational states of atomic nuclei, PhD Thesis, Ejnar
Munksgaards Forlag, København (1954).

[5] V. Dexheimer, L. T. T. Soethe, J. Roark, R. O. Gomes, S. O. Ke-
pler, and S. Schramm, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E 27, 1830008 (2018).

[6] V. Vovchenko, D. V. Anchishkin, and M. I. Gorenstein, Phys.
Rev. C 91, 064314 (2015).

[7] K. M. O’Hara, S. L. Hemmer, M. E. Gehm, S. R. Granade, and
J. E. Thomas, Science 298 2179 (2002).

[8] G. Bertaina, M. G. Tarallo, and S. Pilati, Phys. Rev. A 107.5
(2023).

[9] A.B. Lauritsen and R. Seiringer, J. Funct. Anal. 286.7 (2024).
[10] J. Pera and J. Boronat, Am. J. Phys. 91, 90–101 (2023).
[11] N. D. Khoa, N. H. Tan, and D. T. Khoa, Phys. Rev. C 105,

(2022).
[12] H. Tajima et al., Phys. Rev. C 108, (2023).
[13] L.D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, Statistical Physics, vol. 2,

Pergamon Press, Oxford, UK (1980).
[14] C. Boccato, Rev. Math. Phys. vol. 33, No. 01, 2060006 (2021)
[15] K. Huang, Statistical Mechanics, Wiley and Sons, New York,

USA (1963)
[16] H. Callen, Thermodynamics and an Introduction to Thermo-

statistics, Second Ed., Wiley and Sons, New York, USA (1985).
[17] M. Greiner, C. A. Regal, and D. S. Jin, Nature 426 537 (2003).
[18] T. Bourdel, J. Cubizolles, L. Khaykovich, K. Magalhaes, S.

Kokkelmans, G. Shlyapnikov, and C. Salomon, Phys. Rev. Lett.
91 020402 (2003).

[19] S. Jochim, M. Bartenstein, A. Altmeyer, G. Hendl, S. Riedl, C.
Chin, J. Hecker-Denschlag, and R. Grimm, Science 302, 2101
( 2003).

[20] M. W. Zwierlein, C. A. Stan, C. H. Schunk, S. M. F. Raupach,
S. Gupta, Z. Hadzibabic, and W. Ketterle, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91
250401 (2003).

[21] M. Inguscio, W. Ketterle, and C. Salomon, Editors, Ultra
Cold Fermi Gases, Proceedings of the International School of
Physics ”Enrico Fermi”, IOS Press, (2007).

[22] I. Bloch, J. Dalibard, and W. Zwerger, Rev. Mod. Phys. 80, 885
(2008) .

[23] S. Georgini, L. P. Pitaevskii, and S. Stringari, Rev. Mod. Phys.
80, 1215 (2008) .

[24] P. C. Hemmer and J. L. Lebowitz, in Critical Phenomena nad
Phase Transitions, vol. 5b, Academic Press, New York (1976).

[25] B. E. Granger and D. Blume, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92 133202
(2004).

[26] V. Gurarie and L. Radzihovsky, Annals of Physics 322, 2
(2007).

[27] V. Gurarie, L. Radzihovsky, and A.V. Andreev, Phys. Rev. Lett.
94 230403 (2005).

[28] S.-G. Peng, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 52, 245302 (2019).
[29] S. M. Yoshida and M. Ueda, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 135303

(2015).
[30] Z. Yu, J. H. Thywissen, and S. Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115,

135304 (2015).
[31] S. M. Yoshida and M. Ueda, Phys. Rev. A 94, 033611 (2016).
[32] S.-G. Peng, X.-J. Liu, and H. Hu, Phys. Rev. A 94, 063651

(2016).
[33] Shao-Jian Jiang and Fei Zhou, Phys. Rev. A 97, 063606 (2018).
[34] S. Ding and S. Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 070404 (2019).
[35] J. Maki and T. Enss, Phys. Rev. A 107, 023317 (2023).
[36] J. H. Lambert, Acta Helveticae physico-mathematico-

anatomico-botanico-medicae, Band III, (1758).
[37] NIST Digital Library of Mathematical Functions.

https://dlmf.nist.gov/, Release 1.2.0 of 2024-03-15. F. W.
J. Olver, A. B. Olde Daalhuis, D. W. Lozier, B. I. Schneider,
R. F. Boisvert, C. W. Clark, B. R. Miller, B. V. Saunders, H. S.
Cohl, and M. A. McClain, eds.



10

Appendix

Here we sketch the derivation of the asymptotic laws Eq.(37) governing the behavior of the critical temperature and critical
density of two-dimensional system in the vicinity of the minimal value of parameter ā. This minimal value ā = 1 corresponds
to the onset of the phase transition. We start with the chemical potential equation µ̄ = φ(2)(t, n̄), Eq.(36). The critical point
parameters tc(ā), n̄c(ā) solve the equations below

0 =
∂φ(2)

∂n̄
= −ā+ (1 + 2n̄)2

1 + n̄

exp
(
n̄(1+n̄)

t

)
(
exp

(
n̄(1+n̄)

t

)
− 1

) − 2t2

(1 + n̄)3
f2

(
e(

n̄(1+n̄)
t ) − 1

)
,

0 =
∂2φ(2)

∂n̄2
=

(1 + 2n̄)

t(1 + n̄)2
e(

n̄(1+n̄)
t )(

e(
n̄(1+n̄)

t ) − 1
)2 (−1− 5n̄− 8n̄2 − 4n̄3 + 3t

(
e(

n̄(1+n̄)
t ) − 1

))
+

6t2

(1 + n̄)4
f2

(
e(

n̄(1+n̄)
t ) − 1

)
.

(A.1)

We are interested in the behavior of tc and n̄c in the regime ā ≈ 1, where the coexistence line is very short and accordingly tc is
small. From the absence of the transition at t = 0 we conclude that also nc is close to zero. Accordingly, we expand the terms
in Eq.(A.1) that are polynomial or rational functions in variables t and n̄ to leading order. On the other hand, since a priori we
do not know the behavior of n̄c/tc we need to keep terms like en̄c(1+n̄c)/tc in the calculations. In this way the second equation
above takes the following form

0 ≈ e
n̄(1+n̄)

t(
e

n̄(1+n̄)
t − 1

)2 (−1− 7n̄) + 3t
(
e(

n̄(1+n̄)
t ) − 1

)
+

6t3

(1 + n̄)2
f2

(
e(

n̄(1+n̄)
t ) − 1

)
. (A.2)

We consider the asymptotic regime ā ↘ 1 in which tc, n̄c and their ratio tc/n̄c tend to zero. In this regime Eq.(A.2) simplifies
to

3 tc − e−
n̄c(1+n̄c)

tc (1 + 3tc + 7n̄c) = 0, (A.3)

where f2(ez) ≈ z2

2 for large z has been used. We use this relation to get rid of the exponential terms in the upper equation in
Eq.(A.1) and obtain

n̄c ≈
ā− 1

3
− tc. (A.4)

When inserted back into Eq.(A.3), it gives

e
ā+2
3 ( ā−1

3tc
−1) − 1 =

1 + 7
3 (ā− 1)− 7tc

3tc
. (A.5)

Thus, in the asymptotic regime ā↘ 1 one obtains [36, 37]

tc ≈ − ā− 1

3W−1(
1−ā
e )

≈ − ā− 1

3 ln(ā− 1)

n̄c ≈
ā− 1

3
+

ā− 1

3 ln(ā− 1)
,

(A.6)

where we have chosen the lower branch of the Lambert W function because 1− ā is small and negative and e ā−1
3tc

is large, and
used the asymptotic behavior of the Lambert function W−1(x) ≈ ln(−x) for x small and negative.
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