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The Josephson relation for the superfluid density in the BCS-BEC crossover
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The Josephson relation for the superfluid density is derived for a Fermi superfluid in the BCS-BEC
crossover. This new identity extends the original Josephson relation for Bose superfluids. It gives a
simple exact relation between the superfluid density ps and the broken-symmetry Cooper pair order
parameter Ao in terms of the infrared limit of the Cooper pair propagator. The same expression
holds through the entire BCS-BEC crossover, describing the superfluid density of a weak-coupling
BCS superfluid as well as the superfluid density of a Bose condensate of dimer molecules.

PACS numbers: 03.75.Hh, 03.75.Ss

I. INTRODUCTION

Josephson’s relation!? has played an important role
in developing an understanding of superfluidity since it
establishes the connection between the two order param-
eters widely used to discuss Bose superfluids: the conden-
sate density n. and the superfluid density ps. It provides
an exact relation between these quantities in a Bose su-
perfluid in terms of the infrared behaviour of the single-
particle Green’s function D11(q, v, ) for bosons of mass
mpg:
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The simple structure of Eq. (1) has enabled a detailed
analysis to be carried out of the superfluid transition
in both three-2 and two-dimensional? Bose superflu-
ids. This includes finite-size systems where it has been
used? to answer the important question of whether the
superfluid transition observed in quasi two-dimensional
trapped Bose gases? is a Kosterlitz-Thouless-Berezinskiié
transition or Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC).
Recently, Holzmann and Baym have extended the orig-
inal phenomenological arguments of Josephson and given
a microscopic proof of Eq. ([Il) using diagrammatic per-
turbation theory.” This proof extends earlier discussions
by Bogoliubov,® Gavoret and Noziéres,? and Hohenberg
and Martin!® at T = 0 where p, = mn. A discussion
of the Josephson relation for a Bose superfluid at finite
temperatures is given by Griffini! using the dielectric di-
agrammatic formalism (see also Wong and Gould2).
Following Holzmann and Baym, in this paper the anal-
ogous exact relation for a two-component Fermi super-
fluid is proven. This gives the relationship between the
superfluid density and the order parameter Aq that rep-
resents the Bose-condensate of Cooper pairs of fermions.
The Josephson relation derived in this paper is analyzed
in the BCS-BEC crossoveri314:15 picture of Fermi super-
fluids, widely studied in recent years in the context of
ultracold atomic gases117:18:19 T the BEC limit of this
crossover, where the attractive interaction between the
two species of fermions is strong, the Cooper pairs re-
duce to dimer molecules. In this limit, the expression

obtained for ps reduces to the usual Josephson relation
for a Bose superfluid in Eq. ().

As with the derivations for a Bose superfluid in Refs. [,
8)9,10/11), the derivation given below for a uniform system
is based on ezxact two-fermion propagators, and is not
approximate.

II. PRELIMINARIES

Consider a two-component Fermi gas (e.g., neutral
Fermi atoms prepared in two different hyperfine states)
with s-wave interactions between the two components,
described by the Hamiltonian density (in this paper, &
and also the volume V are set to unity)

M= Yol (- -#) nlo)
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The two components are denoted by ¢ =71,] and the
pseudopotential interaction parameter Uy is related to
the s-wave scattering length as by
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where mp is the fermion mass. The entire BCS-BEC
crossover can be probed by “tuning” the s-wave scatter-
ing length from small and negative (BCS limit) through
unitarity (|as| = o0), and finally into the BEC limit
where a, is small and positive.

Although only the case of s-wave interactions between
fermions is considered in this paper, the analysis given
below can be extended to deal with a more general pair-
ing interaction, as well as Hubbard-type Hamiltonians
that describe fermions in a lattice.

The derivation of a Josephson relation for Fermi super-
fluids given in this paper makes use of the structure of
the grand canonical thermodynamic potential Q[vs] of a
current-carrying Fermi superfluid to identify the change
in the free energy of a superfluid when a velocity is im-
posed on the condensate order parameter. The superfluid
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density for a superfluid with velocity v, is then obtained

from
829[1)5]
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It can be shown?? that this is equivalent to the standard
definition?!

(4)
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given in terms of the free energy F' = Q + un. One can
also prove (see Appendix A in Ref. [20) that Eq. ) is
equivalent to ps = p — pn, where the normal fluid density
pn is given in terms of the transverse current correlation
function.? Explicitly, for superfluid flow along the z-axis,

0?Q|vs]
ov? e

where J, is the component of the total current operator
in the z-direction.

Microscopically, the thermodynamic potential is given
by the partition function Z,

:p_m<jsz>= (6)
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Q=-3"1lhz, (7)

where 3 = (kpT)~!. Functional integral techniques al-
low us to express the partition function as a functional
integral over fermionic Grassmann fields ¢ and 1 as??

zZ= / D, Ple S, (8)

The imaginary-time action S[¢, ] in Eq. (8) for a two-
component Fermi superfluid is given by

Sl 4] = / d'a [Z&gu)wg(x)w NG

where the Hamiltonian density H is given by Eq. ().
Here, z = (r,7) is used to denote the spatial coordinate
r and the imaginary time T = it, and [ d*z = foﬁ dr [ dr.

A central aspect of the analysis in this paper (and that
of Josephsont) is the existence of a broken-symmetry or-
der parameter in the superfluid phase. For Fermi super-
fluids, this order parameter Ay is given by the anomalous
average

Ao = % S (er ko). (10)
k

Here, ¢, 1 is the Fourier-transform of the Fermi Grass-
mann field ¢, (x),

) = L c eik-z
1/10( ) \/B; o,k ) (11)

where k = (k,w,) is a 4-vector for the wavevector k
and Fermi Matsubara frequency w, = 7(2n +1)/8, n =
0,£1,£2,..,and k- -z =k -r — w,7.

In order to introduce the bosonic order parameter into
the partition function Z, the following identity is used:

er fd4x Jlﬂﬁﬁb.ﬂl’?‘ — /D[A,A*]X

exp{ - [ate [0~ (arwr + 00 ]} 12

Substituting this into Eq. (), one obtains the result

z - /D[w,i]D[A,A*] <
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This integral identity (the Hubbard-Stratonovich trans-
formation) only introduces an auxiliary Bose field A(z),
and no approximation has been made. It is straightfor-
ward to show that the static, uniform component of this
field gives the order parameter defined in Eq. (I0). That
is, using the partition function in Eq. (I3]), one can show
that

U
(Az)) = FO > er—kerr) = Ao, (14)
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where the equilibrium average (A(z)) is defined by

B@) = 5 [ Dl FDIA,ATAEe S (15)

It is important to emphasize that while the BCS order
parameter Ag is usually calculated in the mean-field BCS
approximation, it is not an inherently mean-field quan-
tity. The “0” subscript on Ay only denotes the fact that
the order parameter is related to the average occupa-
tion (macroscopic in the superfluid phase) of a pair state
with zero total momentum. One obtains the mean-field
approximation for A, if the expectation value (---) in
Eq. ([I) is evaluated using a mean-field expression for
the partition function. Here the full partition function is
used, so Ag is the exact value of the order parameter.

Having established the relation between the auxiliary
Bose field A(z) and the order parameter in Eq. (4,
A(x) can be separated as

A(z) = Ao + Aa), (16)

where A(x) represents the fluctuations out of the static
Bose-condensed pair state.

The partition function given by Eq. (I3]) and the iden-
tity in Eq. ([I6) will be used below to analyze the super-
fluid density in a current-carrying Fermi superfluid. First
we examine the Cooper pair propagator that describes the
dynamics of the Bose field A(x)



IIT. THE COOPER PAIR PROPAGATOR

The key correlation function of interest in the study of
the dynamics of Cooper pairs is the 2 x 2 matrix Cooper
pair propagator L(x,z") that describes the propagation
of the Bose field A(z). It is conveniently defined in terms
of its inverse L', with matrix elements given by

(LY (2, 2) = —ULO(S(x—I/)—I—Hu(x,x’)

= (L )pe(a, z) (17)
and

(L™ Ya(z,2) = Mya(x, '),
(L™ Y91 (2,2") = Moy (z,2"). (18)

Here the matrix polarization operator IT is defined by23

o) = [ (D) @@eE)]
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where

O(z) = Pr(x)Py(2), () =y(2)yr(z).  (20)

Using Eqs. (I7) and (8], the Cooper pair propagator is
given explicitly by

U
L = - 5 X
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The Cooper pair propagator can be viewed as the prop-
agator for a single composite boson (the Cooper pair) and
hence, is the analogue of the single-boson Green’s func-
tion D. It should be stressed, however, that it is distinct
from the two-fermion Green’s function II, as can be seen
from Eq. (2I). Nevertheless, as discussed in Ref. 24, eval-
uating the Cooper pair propagator at the mean-field BCS
level (equal to the BCS approximation for the many-body
T-matrix in Ref. [24), one can show that L reduces to the
single-particle Bose Green’s function [within the Bogoli-
ubov approximation; see Eq. ([@0)] for a dimer condensate
in the BEC limit of the BCS-BEC crossover. From this
point of view, L is seen to be the natural analogue in
a Fermi superfluid of the Bose Green’s function D. Fur-
ther discussion of the Cooper pair propagator in the BCS
approximation is given in Sec.

Anticipating this similarity to the Bose Green’s func-
tion D, the Fourier transform L~1(q,v,,) of the inverse
Cooper pair propagator is expanded in powers of ¢ as2®

(LN 1(avm) = (L7 H)22(q, —vm) = A(ivm) — B —
Ca* +0(a, ),

(L™ Y12(a,vm) = (L7Y2(qvm) = =D - Fq?
+0(q*,v},), (22)

where, v,, = 2rm/fB, m = 0,+1,£2, ... denotes the Bose
Matsubara frequencies. Using this expansion, the Cooper
pair propagator becomes

1
L m) =
(a,vm) AtV — wq) (iVm + wq) %
wm+ 5+ G9% -8 -4d’ ) 42
. + O(q*, v;,),
( -2 -La® -+ 5+ 5 (a%vn)

(23)

where we have defined the poles of L as

1

wq = Z\/(B—i—Cq?)?—(D—i—Fq?)?. (24)

This shows that in order for the poles of the Cooper pair
propagator to be gapless, we must have B = D, giving a
Bogoliubov-Anderson mode with velocity

v = %\/23(0 —F). (25)

While the expansion in Eq. ([22)) is useful for under-
standing the structure of L, it must be emphasized that
this expansion is only valid when L is an analytic function
of q. While we expect this to be the case in three dimen-
sions, it is not true in two dimensions, for instance. In
two dimensions, the Cooper pair propagator decays alge-
braically below the Kosterlitz-Thouless-Berezinskii tran-
sition temperature: L(x,2’) o |[r — r/|7". In this case,
L11(q,0) oc q~2*" as q — 04 and the elements of L~}
depend on q in a nonanalytic way. This dependence must
be separated out before a small-q expansion can be per-
formed.

IV. THE CURRENT-CARRYING SUPERFLUID

We now consider the properties of a current-carrying
superfluid. To introduce a finite superfluid velocity vs, a
“phase twist”2! is applied to the Bose order parameter
Ay defined in Eq. ([IQ):

AO — Aoeivas.r. (26)

Here, mp = 2myp is the mass of the Cooper pair. Ex-
panding the Bose pairing field A(z) about the uniform,
static value of the order parameter Ag as in Eq. (I8) and
applying the phase twist, one finds

Az) = Doe™P¥: T4 A(z) = Ax)+Ag (¢MPVT — 1),
(27)

Writing the dependence on the superfluid velocity v, in
this way emphasizes that the proceeding analysis is based
on the full Bose pairing field A(z) that includes all fluc-
tuations about the static order parameter Ag.

Using Eq. 1) in Eq. [I3]), it is seen that the effect
of imposing a phase twist on the order parameter is to
generate a new term in the effective action:

Seff ['Us] = Seff[o] + 55[7}5]7 (28)



where
55 = —A, / da](emver — 1) 3 (a)

+(eT BV —1)d(z)],  (29)
and @, ® are defined in Eq. 20). Note that the term in
the effective action Seg in Eq. ([3) involving |A(x)|? /Uy
is unchanged by the phase twist to the order parameter
since the imaginary-time integral over any term linear in
A(z) vanishes.

Using Eq. ([28) in the partition function defined in
Eq. (@), the thermodynamic potential of the current-
carrying superfluid is found to be

1 _

v, = -3 1n / D[y, ¥]D[A, A*]e Sexl0I=051] (30)
Applying the definition of the superfluid density given by
Eq. (@) to Eq. B0), after a small amount of algebra one

finds
1,9%6S\ 1, (358\°
S (D
B\ ov? B v,
Here, (---) denotes the equilibrium average in the
current-free state, given by

()= 55 [ DDA AT (e (32)

Note that ((06S/0vs))|v.—0 = 0, by symmetry.
Using Eq. ([29) to evaluate Eq. (31)) gives

Agm? -
po= 208 [ty (@ (2) + 0(2) 5, 1)
A2 2
_% /d‘lx da' [y + Mgy — Mg — Toy (2, ')
X(Vs-1)(Vs - 1), (33)
where Vs = v,/us and II;;(z,2’) denote the elements

of the matrix polarization operator defined in Eq. (3.
Making use of the identity

_ Ag
(2(2)) = (2(x)) = (34)

0
Eq. (33) is naturally given in terms of the inverse Cooper
pair propagator,
-

p

—(L™ 1] (z, 2") (Vs - 1) (Vs - 1), (35)

Fourier transforming this expression, one finds (taking
Vs = 7 to lie along the z-axis)

d'z d*2'[(L7 )1 + (L )2 — (L7 Do

Am% 0% -1 -1
5 qlg%) a—qg[(L Ji1 4+ (L7 )2g — (L7 )12

—(L™")21](q,0), (36)
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with static matrix elements (L~1);;(q, v, = 0). In addi-
tion to Eq. (36]), Fourier-transforming Eq. (35]), one finds
a divergent term that can be set to zero. A more care-
ful treatment of the phase-twist in Eq. (26]) that employs
anti-periodic boundary conditions (see the discussion in
Ref. [21) shows that this divergent term is in fact zero.
Using the expansion in Eq. 22) to evaluate the the
second-order derivative in Eq. (B8]), we see that

62
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=4F —4C. (37)
This allows us to write Eq. (B8] more compactly as
ps = 203m%(C —F). (38)

Now, from the static 1,1-matrix element L;;1(q,0) in
Eq. 23), one also finds

- i [D%—B2+2(DF—BC)q?]
a~0q?L11(q,0) a=0 Bq? '

(39)

Assuming that L has a gapless excitation spectrum (such
that B = D), this reduces to

1
Iim ——— =2F - 2C. 40
a0 q%L11(q,0) (40)

Comparing Eqs. (38) and (@Q)), one finally obtains

2, 2
Agmy

— lim ——9"B 41
a0 2L11(q, 0) (1)

Ps =

This expression gives the precise analogue for Fermi su-
perfluids of the Josephson relation for Bose superfluids in
Eq. ([@). We see that the single-particle Green’s function
D for bosons has been replaced by the Cooper pair prop-
agator L, and the square of the BCS order parameter A2
plays the role of the square of the order parameter

[(¥)? = ne (42)

5

of a Bose superfluid.

For a Bose superfluid, Eq. ([@2]) gives a simple relation
between the order parameter 3 and the condensate den-
sity n., and these two quantities can be interchanged in
the Josephson relation in Eq. (). This is not the case in
a Fermi superfluid, however, where the condensate den-
sity is not a simple function of the order parameter Ag.
This can be seen from the mean-field expression for the
condensate density in a BCS superfluid, given by2¢

1
nCZE Z G0721(k,wn)G0)12(k7w;)7 (43)
k,wn,w!,

where Gg is the mean-field 2 x 2 matrix BCS Green’s
function. Equation (1)) emphasizes the direct role of the



order parameter in Josephson’s relation, in contrast to
the indirect role played by the condensate density.

Equation (1)) gives an ezact relation between the su-
perfluid density ps and the order parameter Ay in terms
of the static Cooper pair propagator L. It can immedi-
ately be used to study superfluidity in Fermi superfluids.
As discussed at the end of Sec. [Tl however, since it is
based on the expansion in Eq. (22)), Eq. (I is only valid
when L(q,0) is an analytic function of q. An analysis
of superfluidity in two dimensions (where L is not ana-
lytic) should thus be based on Eq. ([B8), which makes no
assumptions about analyticity.

In practice, Eq. B8) and equivalently, Eq. (3]), are
easier to evaluate than Eq. [T since the inverse Cooper
propagator is given directly in terms of IT and it is this
latter quantity that we want to evaluate using diagram-
matic perturbation theory. In Sec.[Vl Eq. (3) is studied
within the BCS approximation for II. We see how the
resulting expression for the superfluid density reduces to
the well-known Landau formula for BCS quasiparticle ex-
citations.

V. APPROXIMATIONS FOR THE COOPER
PAIR PROPAGATOR

In order to calculate the superfluid density in a Fermi
superfluid using Eq. (88]), some approximation must be
made for the static inverse pair propagator L~!(q,0).
The simplest approximation is the BCS mean-field ap-

proximation, where (schematically) II = GoGy. Using
this in Eqgs. (IT7) and (I8]) gives
(LM 1(q, 0) = (L7 ")22(q,0) =
1
U B Z Go,11(k, wn)Go22(k — q,wy)  (44)

k,wn

and

(L™ H12(q,0) = (L71)21(q,0) =
—% Z G0112(k, wn)GOJQ (k —q, wn). (45)

k,wn

In this approximation, L' is equivalent to the nega-
tive of the inverse pair fluctuation propagator M defined
in Refs. [20)27. Reference 27 showed explicitly that the
poles of L describe the gapless (i.e., B = D) Bogoliubov-
Anderson spectrum at small q throughout the entire
BCS-BEC crossover. Furthermore, the combination of
inverse matrix elements

(L™H11(q,0) = (L™ 1)12(q,0) =

that enters the expression for the superfluid density in
Eqgs. (30) and (B8) is proportional to the static inverse
propagator for the phase fluctuations of the order pa-
rameter.

—(C = F)q* + --- (46)

Evaluating the second-order derivative of Eqs. (@) and
Al with respect to ¢, after some lengthy but straight-
forward algebra, one finds

B 1 [1—2f of
f &2 [k \°
Yoean () W

where f = [exp(8Ex) + 1]7! is the Fermi thermal distri-

bution for BCS quasiparticles of energy Ex = /&2 + A2,
k. is the z-component of k, and g(k) is defined by

G (kN[ 08
= — 1—-3=2]. 48
g9 =S (L > (18)
Note that Eq. {@) is the finite-temperature generaliza-
tion of the @ coefficient defined in Ref. 27.
Substituting Eq. (@) into Eq. (B8)) gives the following

mean-field expression for the superfluid density in the
BCS-BEC crossover:

— 9]
Ps = 2mFZ |: QEi 3Efk] g(k)

0%f A3
+2Z 3E2 EB z (49)
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and integrating by parts, Eq. ([@9) can be rewritten as

A} of
ps = 2mFZ2E3 1—-2f)g +2ZE48E
- —2f Of 1.,
B 22 [ 2Ex 8EJ s
k2 [(3A2
O z 0
K k k

AjSk Of 4o
_221; 7 a—Eka' (51)

Applying Eq. (B0) to the last line and integrating by parts
again, one finds

Aj[1=2f  9f 7>
s =23 2 2Lk
p Zk:Eﬁ [ 2F +8EJ :
A2 k2 (3AZ
+2mp Yy —o {gk (— - 2)} . (52)

The integral in the second line can be evaluated analyti-
cally and is found to vanish. Equation (49) has thus been

reduced to
A2 [1-2f af
2y 2 k2.
00 o L

Ps =



Rearranging the mean-field expression for the mass
density p using integration by parts and Eq. (B0) (see
the related discussion in Ref. [16),

p = szk:[l—é—l;(l—Qf)]
_ _mFZkzaikz[l—é—k(l—Qf)}

_ —2f12 & Of
_2%:13& 2Fx g ZE28E (54)

Eq. (B3) can be written as

0
ps:p+2za—Efkkf- (55)
k

This is precisely Landau’s formula for the superfluid den-
sity of a BCS Fermi superfluid,2? corresponding to a nor-
mal fluid of Fermi BCS quasiparticles.

Thus, we see how the mean-field approximation given
by Eq. (@) and (@H) for the exact expression in Eq. (B])
gives us Landau’s formula for the superfluid density in
a BCS superfluid. Being mean-field, this result does not
incorporate the effect of bosonic fluctuations2? and con-
sequently, is not a good approximation outside the BCS
and BEC limits, where interactions are weak.

In the BEC limit of tightly-bound pairs (as small and
positive), the chemical potential becomes large and neg-
ative, roughly equal to half the dimer binding energy:2”
w = —1/2mpa?. 1In this case, |u| > Ao, kgT; f — 0,
and Eq. (B3) reduces to

2mE AL (T)as
64m '
Equation ([@3]) can also be solved analytically in the

BEC limit to give the condensate density of dimer
molecules,26:30

N AYT)  (mEas) .2
N e L

Using Eq. (B1) in Eq. (E6) gives the following well-known
mean-field expression for the superfluid density in the
BEC limit:

ps(T) =~ (56)

ps(T)

Within the same mean-field approximation [given by
Egs. (@) and (@H)], one can show in the BEC limit that
the inverse Cooper pair propagator L~! reduces to24:31

=mpn.(T). (58)

2
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) @) 69
where

D' (q,vm) =

7;Vm —&q — ncUmol _ncUmol (60)
—1eUmol —Wm —Eq — 1eUmol

is the inverse single-particle Green’s function for the
Bose-condensed dimer molecules, analogous to the
Green’s function that enters Eq. (Il). Here, eq = q*/2mp
while U, = 47(2as)/mp is the mean-field interaction
between dimers, predicting a dimer scattering length of
amol = 2a527 instead of the exact result amo = 0.6a.22
Substituting Eqs. (B7) and (B9) into Eq. {Il), one im-
mediately obtains the Josephson relation in Eq. () for a
condensate of dimer molecules.

Of course, one expects Eq. (@I to reduce to Eq. (1) in
the BEC limit at any level of approximation, and not just
at the mean-field level at which Eqgs. (59) and (60) have
been derived. The fact that Eq. (B9) is a mean-field result
only means that the molecular self-energies Em"l(q, Vi)
that enter the dimer Green’s function D! in Eq. (60)
are mean-field. Explicitly, writing down the exact single-
particle Green’s function for a dimer molecule,

D' (q,vm) =
W — €q + Hmol — Zrlnl"l —Zﬁ‘)l
! _ZVm —&q + Hmol — Emol

—ymo
(61)
Eq. [@Q) corresponds to the result
fimol — S1°(Q, vim) = —neUnmol (62)
and
SE(a, vim) = neUmol- (63)

Beyond the failure of these mean-field self-energies to
correctly reproduce the two-body scattering length, they
are independent of the momentum q. Using Eq. (61)) in
Eq. (@) shows that such a momentum-independent self-
energy will always lead to the mean-field result for p, in
Eq. (E8).

Going beyond the mean-field BCS approximation,
the Nozieres-Schmitt-Rink22 theory for the superfluid
phase2” amounts to replacing Gg in Eqs. (@) and (@5)
by the first term in the expansion of the Dyson equation:

G = Gg + GoXGy, (64)

where X is the appropriate fermion self-energy ma-
trix.24:3%36 One can use the resulting expression for
L to obtain the “Gaussian fluctuation” expression for
the superfluid density. It would be interesting to com-
pare the results of using this and other approximation
schemes26:3738 for G to evaluate the superfluid den-
sity and compare with existing calculations in the lit-
erature.26:38

VI. SUMMARY

Josephson’s relation! for Bose superfluids gave the first
explicit identity connecting the two key order parameters
in the theory of superfluids: the broken-symmetry order



parameter and the superfluid density. It is remarkable
that such a simple relation exists between two such dif-
ferent quantities: the superfluid density that describes
the response of a system to a transverse current probe, as
in Eq. (@), and the order-parameter in a Bose superfluid,
associated with the macroscopic occupation of a single-
particle state. Extending the recent analysis by Holz-
mann and Baym,” the analogous identity has been de-
rived for a two-component s-wave Fermi superfluid. This
gives an exact relation between the superfluid density ps
and the BCS order parameter A in terms of the infrared
limit of the static Cooper pair propagator L(q, v, = 0).

Using the simplest theory (mean-field BCS) to evalu-
ate the Cooper pair propagator, we have seen that the
Josephson relation reduces to Landau’s formula for the
superfluid density of a Fermi gas with BCS quasiparti-
cle excitations. At first glance, it might seem surpris-
ing that the Josephson relation—which expresses the su-
perfluid density in terms of the propagator for collec-
tive phase fluctuations—manages to reproduce this Lan-
dau formula for a normal fluid of single-particle Fermi
BCS excitations. However, this propagator is actually a

correlation function for the gradient of the phase of the
order parameter,22 and consequently, is directly related
to the current correlation function.? In turn, Landau’s
formula can be obtained by a direct evaluation of the
longitudinal and transverse components of the current
correlation function within the BCS approximation.4°

The simple structure of the Josephson relation derived
in this paper should simplify the calculation of the super-
fluid density using the standard tools of diagrammatic
perturbation theory to evaluate the pair propagator L.
It also opens the way to giving a rigorous analysis of the
superfluid transition in Fermi systems, along the lines of
those given for Bose superfluids.?:3:4
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