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We present a theory of a two-component atomic Fermi gas with tunable attractive interactions on
a spherical shell going through the BCS - Bose Einstein condensation (BEC) crossover, inspired by
the realizations of spherical bubble traps for ultracold atoms in microgravity. The derivation follows
the BCS-Leggett theory to obtain the gap and number equations. The BCS-BEC crossover can be
induced by tuning the interaction, and the properly normalized gap and chemical potential exhibit
universal behavior regardless of the planar or spherical geometry. Nevertheless, the spherical-shell
geometry introduces another way of inducing the crossover by the curvature. The curvature-induced
BCS-BEC crossover is made possible by fixing the particle number and interaction strength while
shrinking the sphere, causing a reduction to the ratio of the pairing and kinetic energies and pushing
the system towards the BCS limit. The saturation of the superfluid density further confirms the
ground state is a Fermi superfluid.

Ultracold atoms have offer versatile platforms for
studying quantum many-body physics with precise controls and broad tunability [1–8]. While the Bose-Einstein
condensation (BEC) has been the foundation behind major research of bosonic atoms [9, 10], pairing between
fermionic atoms introduces the BCS-BEC crossover that
smoothly interpolate the behavior of fermionic and
bosonic superfluids [11–15]. On the BCS side of the
crossover at zero temperature, the pairing gap is small
with respect to the Fermi energy EF while the chemical
potential µ is near EF . On the BEC side, the gap is comparable to or larger than EF while µ becomes negative
due to the strong binding of fermions. The mean-field
BCS-Leggett theory [16] captures the main feature of the
ground state in the crossover.

momentum level and jumps between adjacent levels. By
considering a contact interaction similar to that in nuclear matter [43], we obtain a mean-field Hamiltonian describing pairing of the fermions on a spherical shell. Implementing the Bogoliubov transformation [43], the gap
and number equations on a spherical shell are derived.
The solution exhibits the signatures of the BCS-BEC
crossover as the attractive interaction increases. When
the gap and chemical potential are properly normalized,
they exhibit universal behavior that depends only on the
interaction but not the curvature, as long as the sphere
is large so that the scattering remains a local event.

On the other hand, geometry has played an important role in the study of cold atoms. For example,
an atomic superfluid in a harmonic trap carries angular momentum by forming vortices [17], but an atomic
superfluid in a ring-shape trap carries angular momentum by its circulating persistent current [18]. Another
example is the realizations of 2D planar atomic systems, including 2D superfluids [19, 20], 2D BCS-BEC
crossover [21, 22], spin-orbit coupled superfluids [23],
phase transitions [24, 25], scale invariance [26], along
with many theoretical works [27–32]. Recently, spherical
bubble traps for cold atoms in microgravity environment,
such as the outer space, have been demonstrated [33, 34].
While there have been theoretical studies of bosonic superfluid on a spherical shell [35–41], showing enhanced
transition temperature, vortices, multi-component mixtures, etc., less references can be found on fermionic superfluid on a spherical shell.

Nevertheless, the curvature will be shown to influence the Fermi superfluid and induce its own BCS-BEC
crossover on a sphere. This is because a bound state always exists in the 2D two-body scattering [44, 45], making it very different from the 3D case. The binding energy is determined by the scattering length that quantifies the interaction strength. In experiments, the size
of the spherical bubble trap is expected to be tunable
with the particle number fixed, so the particle density
increases with the curvature. Since the Fermi energy increases with the particle density, the ratio of the pairing
energy indicated by the binding energy and the kinetic
energy indicated by the Fermi energy decreases as the
spherical shell shrinks, thereby pushing the Fermi superfluid towards the BCS limit even when the interaction
is fixed. The curvature-induced BCS-BEC crossover is
made possible by the 2D nature and the compactness
of the spherical bubble trap, and its realization will offer
another elegant example of geometric effects on quantum
systems.

Here we present an analysis of the BCS-BEC crossover
of a Fermi superfluid on a 2D spherical shell at the level
of the BCS-Leggett theory. The dispersion of an ideal
Fermi gas on a spherical shell already exhibits interesting features [42], including degeneracy within an angular-

Fermions on a spherical shell — We consider a twocomponent atomic Fermi gas confined in a spherical bubble trap. Assuming the shell is thin, the gas thus lives on
the surface of a sphere. For a free Fermi gas confined on
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l(l + 1), l = 0, 1, · · · .
(1)
2mR2
Here m is the mass of the atoms and R is the radius of the
sphere. In the following, we will set ~ = 1 and kB = 1. l is
the quantum number of the orbital angular momentum.
For a fixed l, the magnetic quantum number takes the
values mz = −l, · · · , l, and σ =↑, ↓ labels the two spin
components. Therefore, there are 2(2l + 1) degenerate
states for the level labeled by l.
After including a two-body interaction term, the
Hamiltonian in the grand-canonical
ensemble is H =
P
HK + HI , where HK = l,m,σ (ǫl − µ)c†lmσ clmσ and
HI =

′
X

V1234 c†l1 m1 σ1 c†l2 m2 σ2 cl3 m3 σ3 cl4 m4 σ4 (2)
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a spherical shell, the energy dispersion is given by [42]
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Figure 1. Universal behavior of interaction-induced BCSBEC crossover: The normalized gap (left) and chemical potential (right) as a function of − ln(kF a) on a 2D plane according to Eq. (7) (red circles) and on the shell of a unit sphere
according to Eq. (8) (blue squares) at zero temperature.

l1 ,m1 ,···

Here V1234 = hl1 , m1 ; l2 , m2 |V |l3 , m3 ; l4 , m4 i and c†lmσ
(clmσ ) is the creation (annihilation) operator. We also assume equal populations of the two component, so µσ = µ.
Assuming the two-body potential is rotational invariant,
then non-vanishing matrix elements only occur if the
magnetic quantum numbers satisfy mP
1 + m2 = m3 + m4 ,
as indicated by the prime above the .
In the conventional BCS theory, one only considers two-body scattering from | ± ki to | ± k′ i. Inspired by such a simplification, we also focus on
the initial and final states that can be coupled
into |L = 0, M = 0i with spin singlet and ignore other scattering processes. The approximation
then leads P
us to the reduced interaction Hamiltonian HI = l1 ,m1 ,l2 ,m2 V12 c†l1 m1 ↑ c†l1 ,−m1 ↓ cl2 m2 ↑ cl2 ,−m2 ↓ .
Here V12 = hl1 , m1 ; l1 , −m1 |V |l2 , m2 ; l2 , −m2 i. The
coupling among
P2lthe angular-momentum states gives
|l, m; l, −mi = L=0 |l, l; L, 0ihl, l; L, 0|l, m; l, −mi. Here
we only keep the L = 0 state and use
√ the
fact that hl, l; L, 0|l, m; l, −mi = (−1)l−m / 2l + 1.
The
then becomes HI =
P interaction †Hamiltonian
†
Here
l1 ,m1 ,l2 ,m2 V12,0 cl1 m1 ↑ cl1 ,−m1 ↓ cl2 m2 ↑ cl2 ,−m2 ↓ .
l1 −m1
(−1)l2 −m2
(2l1 +1)(2l2 +1)

√
V12,0 = hl1 , l1 ; 0, 0|V |l2 , l2 ; 0, 0i (−1)

. The

l2 −m2

l1 −m1

inside V12,0 can be removed
(−1)
factor (−1)
by a canonical transformation clm → clm and cl−m →
(−1)l−m cl−m . The form of HI is now suitable for a general mean-field approximation similar to the BCS theory.
BCS theory on a spherical shell — Following the BCS
approximation, we make the substitutions clm↑ cl,−m↓ →
hclm↑ cl,−m↓ i and c†lm↑ c†l,−m↓ → hc†lm↑ c†l,−m↓ i in the interaction Hamiltonian and obtain the BCS Hamiltonian
X
HBCS = HK +
(−∆l c†lm↑ c†l,−m↓ − ∆l clm↑ cl,−m↓ ).(3)
l,m

Here the gap function is given by
X
1
1
Vjl
hclm↑ cl,−m↓ i (4)
∆j = −
1/2
(2j + 1)
(2l + 1)1/2
l,m

and Vjl = hj, j; 0, 0|V |l, l; 0, 0i. The BCS Hamiltonian can be diagonalized by the Bogoliubov transformation [43] with
clm↑ = ul αlm − vl βlm , c†l,−m↓ = vl αlm + ul βlm . (5)
The coefficients are given by u2l = 21 (1 + Eξll ) and vl2 =
p
ξl
1
ξl2 + ∆2l . The
2 (1 − El ), where ξl = ǫl − µ and El =
diagonalized Hamiltonian has the form
X
X
†
HBCS =
(ξl − El ) +
El (α†lm αlm + βlm
βlm ).(6)
lm

lm

In terms of the Bogoliubov transformation,
the gap
P
−1
1/2
V
(2l+1)
ul vl [1−
function becomes ∆j = (2j+1)
1/2
l jl
2f (El )]. Here f (x) = 1/[exp(x/T ) + 1] is the Fermi distribution function. We will further approximate the matrix element Vjl before solving the gap equation. Meanwhile, the number equation can be derived 
from n =
P
P
†
(2l
+
1)
1 − Eξll +
hc
c
i.
Explicitly,
n
=
l
l,m,σ lmσ lmσ

2 Eξll f (El ) . Solving the gap and number equations gives
us ∆ and µ of the Fermi gas.
BCS theory on 2D spherical shell — We begin with a
brief review of the BCS-BEC crossover on a 2D plane,
following Refs. [27, 32]. To handle the bound state from
the 2D two-body scattering, a regularization introduces a
binding energy ǫb = −~2 /(ma2 ), where a is the 2D scattering length. Combining the binding energy with the
renormalization of the contact interaction, the coupling
constant is expressed in terms of the scattering length
R d2 k
1
2 2
via g1 = (2π)
2 2ǫ +|ǫ | . Here ǫk = ~ k /(2m) is the freek
b
fermion dispersion. The gap and number equations can
be simplified to
Z
i
1
d2 k h 1 − f (Ek )
= 0.
(7)
−
(2π)2
2Ek
2ǫk + |ǫb |
Z

d2 k 
ξk
ξk
n=
+
2
f
(E
)
.
1
−
k
(2π)2
Ek
Ek

We mention there is another regularization scheme summarized in the Supplemental Material that produces
qualitatively the same results. Moreover, we have approximate the summations by integrals, and a comparison in the Supplemental Material shows that there is no
observable difference between the results from the summations and the integrals for reasonably large l.
Numerical results of the BCS-BEC crossover on a 2D
spherical shell at zero temperature are shown in Fig. 1,
along with the results of the 2D planar case. We plot
∆ and µ as a function of − ln(kF a) for both cases. For
the 2D planar case, EF and kF are the Fermi energy and
Fermi momentum of a noninteracting Fermi gas with the
same density.
√ For the spherical-shell case, we take EF
and kF = 2mEF from a noninteracting Fermi gas with
the same total particle number. Assuming the largest occupied shell has angular momentum Lm for a free Fermi
gas, the total particle number is N = 2Lm (Lm + 1), so
(Lm +1)
and n = N/(4πR2 ). As −ln(kF a) inEF = Lm2mR
2
creases, the gap increases while the chemical potential decreases, showing the signature of the BCS-BEC crossover.
The crossover may be identified as the regime where µ
changes sign. Since the scattering length reflects the effective interactions between the fermions, Fig. 1 shows
the interaction induced BCS-BCS crossover in two different 2D geometries.
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Solving the equations gives ∆ and µ once the values of a
and T are given.
To simplify the BCS theory on a spherical shell, we
implement another approximation of the matrix element
Vjl by considering only a short-range attractive interaction given by V = −gδ(1 − cos θ12 ), where cos θ12 =
cos θ1 cos θ2 + sin θ1 sin θ2 cos(φ1 − φ2 ). After using a
generalization of the Wigner-Eckart theorem [43] as explained in the Supplemental
Material, the matrix element
p
gap equation
becomes Vjl = −g (2j + 1)(2l
P + 1). The
∆l
[1 − 2f (El )].
is then reduced to ∆j = g l (2l + 1) 2E
l
Since the right hand side does not depend on j, we conclude that ∆ does not dependPon j explicitly. Hence, the
gap equation becomes g1 = l 2l+1
2El [1 − 2f (El )]. Since
El ∝ l(l + 1),
the
dominant
terms
in the summation will
P
P 2l+1
→
∞ due to the contact∼
behave like l 2l+1
l l(l+1)
2El
interaction approximation. A systematic renormalization
scheme, similar to the one in flat space, can be applied
to render meaningful physical results.
Following the planar case, the regularization
on a 2D
R
. We
spherical shell can be modified as g1 = dl 2ǫ2l+1
+|ǫ
l
b|
assume ǫb = −~2 /(ma2 ) due to its localized nature. After the regularization, we obtain the gap and number
equations as
Z
h 1 − 2f (E )
i
1
l
dl (2l + 1)
= 0,
(8)
−
2El
2ǫl + |ǫb |
Z


1
ξl
ξl
n=
+ 2 f (El ) .
dl (2l + 1) 1 −
2
4πR
El
El
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Figure 2. Curvature-induced BCS-BEC crossover on a spherical shell at zero temperature: (Top panels) Gap as a function
of 1/R2 normalized to EF (left) and ∆0 (right). (Bottom
panels) Chemical potential as a function of 1/R2 normalized
to EF (left) and µ0 (right). ∆0 and µ0 on the right panels
are the gap and chemical potential of N = 220 fermions on
the shell of a unit sphere. Here −ln(kF a) = −0.1 for the unit
sphere, and then a is fixed while 1/R2 varies.

Importantly, when normalized according to their respective intrinsic quantities like EF and kF , the results
of the 2D plane are indistinguishable from those of the
spherical shell. This is because the pairing from the contact interaction is a local property of the Fermi gas. As
a consequence, properly normalized quantities reflect the
same local behavior from the mean-field theory and fail
to differentiate the global geometry. For the spherical
case, taking different values of N , Lm , and R produces
the same universal results of ∆/EF and µ/EF . The universal behavior can also be confirmed by the resemblance
of the equations of state, Eqs. (7) and (8), when written
in the normalized quantities (see the Supplemental Material for details).
Curvature induced BEC-BCS crossover — The universal behavior of Fig. 1 may lead to a false impression that
the curvature of the sphere, 1/R2 , does not play a significant role. However, one may envision that the radius of
the spherical bubble trap is tunable and consider a different scenario where the particle number, not the local
density, is conserved and compare the physical quantities with different curvatures but the same interaction
strength. As the curvature increases, the surface area
shrinks and the local particle density increases if the total particle number is fixed. Since EF increases with the
density, it is tempting to claim that the gap will increase
with the curvature if ∆/EF is roughly the same. A careful analysis, however, reveals the opposite and establish
a BEC-BCS crossover induced by the curvature.
To demonstrate the curvature effects, we plot µ and ∆
as functions of the curvature with fixed particle number
and scattering length. As the radius of the sphere shrinks
from R0 , one can see that the gap become smaller with
respect to the gap at R0 . The reason is that as 1/R2 in-
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Figure 3. Gap (left) and superfluid density (right) as functions of T /EF of a Fermi superfluid on the shell of a unit
sphere. Here − ln(kF a) = −1.35 and N = 220. T ∗ /EF ≈ 0.42
is where ∆ approaches zero. The vertical dashed line indicates
TBKT /EF ≈ 0.29, above which ns is expected to drop to zero.

creases, the Fermi energy becomes larger. Meanwhile,
the effective binding energy is fixed by the scattering
length. The ratio |ǫb |/EF thus decreases with the curvature, resulting in a situation where the kinetic energy
dominates the pairing energy and thereby driving the
system into the BCS limit.
Thus, there are two ways to sweep a Fermi superfluid
across the BCS-BEC crossover on a spherical shell, one
by tuning the interaction and the other by tuning the
geometry. The first one is an analogue of the 2D planar
case, where the particle density is fixed and the scattering length is tuned via magnetic or optical means. The
second one requires a compact 2D geometry, where the
particle number and scattering length are fixed but the
ratio between the binding energy and Fermi energy is
tuned by the geometry. We remark that the latter is possible in 2D because the two-body binding energy is always
present [44, 45], different from the general 3D case where
the binding energy is finite only on the BEC side. We
also caution that the calculation of the two-body scattering length assumes the system is locally flat, and the
assumption breaks down when the curvature is too large,
or when R ∼ O(a). Moreover, we note that the BCSLeggett theory does not take into account the induced
interaction [1] and Hartree-Fock energy [46]. The former
reduces the transition temperature by a factor in the 3D
case, and the latter shifts the chemical potential. As a
first attempt to develop the BCS-Leggett theory of Fermi
superfluids on a spherical shell, we leave those effects for
future, more refined studies.
Furthermore, we evaluate the superfluid density given
by
Z
l(l + 1) h df (El ) i
1
dl
2(2l
+
1)
−
. (9)
ns = n −
4πR2
2mR2
dEl
A derivation is shown in the Supplemental Material. As
(x)
T → 0, − dfdx
approaches the delta function. Since El is
positive, the delta function can never be satisfied. Therefore, ns /n = 1 at T = 0 across the whole interactioninduced BCS-BEC crossover, so the ground state is in-

deed a Fermi superfluid. Nevertheless, in the curvatureinduced crossover, the density increases with the curvature because the total particle number is fixed, leading
to an interesting scenario where ns increases while ∆ decreases with the curvature according to the upper-right
panel of Fig. 2. The disparity of the dependence of ns and
∆ on the curvature has its root in that ∆ is associated
with thermodynamics while ns is from linear response to
perturbations.
Finite-temperature effects — Finally, we investigate
the mean-field theory away from zero temperature by
solving the gap and number equations at finite temperatures. In Figure 3, we show ∆ and ns as functions of T . The mean-field transition temperature T ∗
is the point above which ∆ vanishes. The 2D Berezinskii–Kosterlitz–Thouless (BKT) transition [47–49] temπ
kB TBKT
= .
perature may be estimated by 2
~ ns (TBKT )/m
2
For the case shown in Figure 3, TBKT is below T ∗ , so
the BKT transition will preempt the mean-field transition and cause ns to jump to zero. The BCS-Leggett
theory only provides a qualitative description of the
crossover at finite temperatures. It has been shown [11–
15] that the preformed pairs, which are the analogue
of thermal bosons in a Bose gas, lead to a substantially lower Tc on the BEC side. There have been studies of 2D planar Fermi superfluids that include pairing
fluctuaions [22, 31, 32]. A full treatment of the finitetemperature BCS-BEC crossover on a spherical shell will
be worth another publication.
Conclusion — We presented a generalization of the
BCS-Leggett theory of the BCS-BEC crossover and analyzed the behavior of a Fermi superfluid on a spherical shell, relevant to future experiments using spherical
bubble traps in microgravity. Although the highly degenerate levels and jumps between the levels of an ideal
Fermi gas on a spherical shell makes it different from that
on a 2D plane, the pairing gap and chemical potential
of a Fermi superfluid after proper normalization exhibit
universal behavior transcending the underlying geometries. Therefore, the conventional interaction-induced
BCS-BEC crossover of Fermi superfluid is also present
on a spherical shell. Nevertheless, the spherical geometry
introduces the curvature-induced BCS-BEC crossover by
fixing the interaction strength and particle number while
reducing the size of the spherical shell. The latter type
of crossover is due to a suppression of the ratio between
the pairing and kinetic energies by the curvature. Our
work paves the way towards a systematic investigation of
Fermi superfluids with compact geometries, exemplified
by the spherical bubble traps.
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Calculation of V

5

1
0

L

= −4πg

X

M

(−1) YLM (θ1 , φ1 )YL,−M (θ2 , φ2 ). (10)

-1

3

ΜEF

DEF

4

The interaction V = −gδ(1 − cos θ12 ) can be expanded
by the Legendre polynomials and spherical harmonic
functions as
X
V = −g
(2L + 1)PL (cos θ12 )

2

-2
-3

1

-4

0
-2.0 -1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5
-lnHkF aL

-5

-2.0 -1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5
-lnHkF aL

LM

Here we treat YLM as an irreducible tensor operator, so
the summation
X
(−1)M YLM (θ1 , φ1 )YL,−M (θ2 , φ2 )
(11)

Figure 4.
Gap and chemical potential as functions of
− ln(kF a) from Eq. (8) (red circles) using the integral and
from Eq. (22) (blue squares) using the summation. Here
N = 220 and kF R = 10.5.

LM

is actually a tensor product of two irreducible tensor operators, which results in a scalar operator.
According to a more general version of the WignerEckart theorem shown in Eq. (B.33) of Ref. [43], we find
that
hl1 l1 00|V |l2 l2 00i =


X
0 l1 l1
l1 +l2
hl1 kYL kl2 i2 .
−4πg
(−1)
L l2 l2

(12)

L

Here the 6j symbol is given by


1
0 l1 l1
(13)
= (−1)l1 +l2 p
L l2 l2
(2l1 + 1)(2l2 + 1)
and reduced matrix element is

hl1 kYL kl2 i =
r


(2l1 + 1)(2L + 1)(2l2 + 1) l1 L l2
l1
.(14)
(−1)
0 0 0
4π
In the above equation, the large parentheses denote the
3j symbol, not to be confused with the 6j symbol. After
collecting all the results, we find that
Xp
hl1 l1 00|V |l2 l2 00i = −g
(2l1 + 1)(2l2 + 1)
L

×(2L + 1)



l1 L l2
0 0 0

2

.

(15)

Moreover, the normalization condition of CG coefficients
lead to
2 X

X
l L l2
(2L + 1) 1
=
hl1 l2 00|l1 l2 L0i2 = (16)
1.
0 0 0
L

L

After some algebra, the matrix element takes the form
p
hl1 l1 00|V |l2 l2 00i = −g (2l1 + 1)(2l2 + 1). (17)

Alternative renormalization scheme

There is another way of regularizing the gap equation
of a Fermi superfluid on a 2D plane. This has been shown
in Eq. (12) of Ref. [45] as follows.
Z
h m
i
1
d2 k
1
aqeγ
− = lim −
(18)
.
P
ln(
)+
2
g q→0
2π
2
(2π) 2(ǫq − ǫk )

Here γ is the Euler constant and P denotes the Cauchy
principle value. Combining with the gap equation of the
2D Fermi superfluid, one finds
Z
d2 k 1 − f (Ek )
aqeγ
m
+
ln(
)=
−
2π
2
(2π)2
2Ek
Z
d2 k
1
P
.
(19)
2
(2π) 2(ǫq − ǫk )
The drawback of this method, however, is that one has
to assume an infrared (IR) cutoff q. We have verified
that this alternative regularization gives qualitatively the
same results as those presented in the main text.
Universal behavior

The universal behavior of the gap and chemical potential in the interaction-induced BCS-BEC crossover comes
from the equations of state. We let b = − ln(kF a), which
is equivalent to a = e−b /kF . For the 2D-plane case,
EF = kF2 when ~ = 1 and 2m = 1. The particle number
per unit area of a noninteracting Fermi gas is given by
N = 2(πkF2 )/(2π)2 , or n/kF2 = 1/(2π). Therefore, the
gap and number equations of Fermi superfluid on a 2D
plane can be written as
Z
i
h 1 − f (E /E )
1
k
F
− 2
= 0.
(20)
dy
2Ek /EF
2y + 2e2b
Z

ξk /EF
dyy 
ξk /EF
1
1−
+2
f (Ek /EF ) .
=
2π
2π
Ek /EF
Ek /EF
Here y = k/kF and only ∆/EF and µ/EF show up in
Ek /EF and ξk /EF .

7
Meanwhile, for a noninteracting Fermi gas on a sphere
filled up to the angular-momentum state Lm , we have
n = N/(4πR2 ), N = 2Lm (Lm + 1), EF = N/(2R2 ), and
EF = kF2 with 2m = 1. Again, let b = − ln(kF a). The
equations of state of Fermi superfluid on a spherical shell
thus becomes
Z
i

1
1 h 1 − f (El /EF )
= 0.
(21)
− 2
dz z +
2Lm
2El /EF
2z + 2e2b
Z

dz 
1
ξl /EF
1 
ξl /EF
+2
f (El /EF ) .
=
z+
1−
2π
2π
2Lm
El /EF
El /EF
Here z = l/Lm and only ∆/EF and µ/EF show up in
El /EF and ξl /EF . When Lm ≫ 1, which is usually the
case in many-body systems, the two sets of equations
of state, Eqs. (20) and (21), are identical and give the
universal behavior of the normalized gap and chemical
potential.
Integral vs. summation in the equations

Here we compare the results from the gap and number
equations using summation over the angular momentum
versus the approximation using integration. The equations with explicit summations are
LM
X
l=0

i
h 1 − 2f (E )
1
l
= 0,
−
(2l + 1)
2El
2ǫl + |ǫb |

N=

LM
X
l=0

Derivation of superfluid density

The superfluid density on a spherical shell can be deduced from the expression of the 2D planar case. We
remark that the superfluid density is derived from linear response theory [43] instead of thermodynamics. Explicitly, ns can be extracted from the London equation
jµ = − nms Aµ , where jµ and Aµ denote the current and
four-potential. From linear response theory, the current
can be written as
jµ (k, ω) = −Kµν (k, ω)Aν (k, ω),
(23)
n
Kµν (k, ω) = δµν − ih[Jµ (k, ω), Jν (−k, −ω)]i.
m
Here Jµ (k, ω) is the current operator and h· · · i denotes
the ensemble average. The current-current correlation
function can be obtained by analytical continuation from
the corresponding Matsubara formula. In the static and
uniform limit with ω = 0 and k → 0, the result is simplified to
lim −ih[Jµ (k, 0), Jν (−k, 0)]i =

k→0

1 X 2 ∂f (Ek )
δµν
(24)
.
k
m2
∂Ek
k

After collecting all the above results, we find the ns of
BCS theory on a 2D plane as

(22)



ξl
ξl
+ 2 f (El ) .
(2l + 1) 1 −
El
El

Here LM is some cutoff level, which is much larger than
the highest occupied shell Lm . We present an example
with LM = 100 and lm = 10, which is the counterpart of
Fig. 1. After solving the gap and µ using summations,
we plot the results in Fig. 4 along with the results from
the integrals. One can see that they are virtually identical, thereby justifying the approximation of replacing the
summation over the angular momentum with integration.

ns = n −

X
k

h ∂f (E ) i
k
.
ǫk −
∂Ek

(25)

To generalize the expression to the spherical case, we
make the following replacements:
X
k

→

1
4πR2

Z

dl 2(2l + 1),

ǫk →

l(l + 1)
, (26)
2mR2

R
1
dl 2(2l +
Afterwards,
we iarrive at ns = n − 4πR
2
h
l(l+1)
df (El )
1) 2mR2 − dEl as shown in the main text.

