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Abstract

W e perform Random Phase Approxim ation (RPA) study ofcollective ex-

citations in the bose-ferm im ixed degenerate gas of Alkali-m etal atom s at

T = 0.Thecalculation isdoneby diagonalization in a m odelspacecom posed

ofparticle-hole type excitations from the ground state,the latter being ob-

tained from the coupled G ross-Pitaevskiiand Thom as-Ferm iequations. W e

investigatestrength distributionsfordi�erentcom binationsofboseand ferm i

m ultipole (L)operatorswith L = 0;1;2;3. Transition densitiesand dynam i-

calstructurefactorsarecalculated forcollectiveexcitations.Com parison with

thesum ruleprediction forthecollective frequency isgiven.Tim edependent

behaviorofthesystem afteran externalim pulseisstudied.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Collective excitation is one ofthe m ost prom inent phenom ena in quatum m any-body

system s such asliquid helium ,electron gas,nucleus,etc. In the recently developed Bose-

Einstein condensates oftrapped atom ic gases [1,2],collective oscillations were the �rst of

thedynam icalphenom enadiscovered [3].Collectiveoscillationsarecharacterized by various

quantum num bersrelated to,e.g.,theshapeofoscillation,orinternaldegreesoffreedom of

the constituents such asspin,isospin,etc. The oscillation frequency,the dam ping width,

etc. depend on the interparticle interaction ofthe constituents,and thusprovide a clue to

unravelthedynam icalcorrelation ofthem any-body system .

Study ofthepropertiesoftrapped neutralatom shasbeen extended to ferm isystem s[4]

wheretheoccurrenceoftheFerm idegeneracy wasobserved,and alsotothem ixtureofbose

and ferm iparticles.Thelattersystem with condensed bosonsand degenerateferm ionswas

recently realized experim entally [5,6]. This system isone ofthe typicalexam ple in which

particlesobeying di�erentstatisticsareinterm ingled.Theoreticalstudiesofthebose-ferm i

m ixed system ofcold atom icgaseshavebeen doneforstaticproperties[7{12],forthephase

diagram andphaseseparation [13{15],forthestabilityofthesystem [16,17]and forcollective

excitations[18{20].

In Ref.[18]sum ruleapproach hasbeen applied forcollectiveexcitationsin thebose-ferm i

m ixed system . Average excitation energiesforthe states with m ultipoles L = 0;1;2 were

calculated forboth in-phaseand out-of-phasem odesoftheboseand theferm iparticles,and

thedependenceon thebose-ferm iinteraction strength wasstudied.Thesum ruleapproach

isa powerfultechnique forcollective statesin quantum m any-body system s,and hasbeen

successfully applied to the excitation ofbose condensed system s,see Refs.[2,21]. It does

notgive,however,directinform ation on theeigenstatesofthesystem ,butratheran average

behaviorofthe strength distribution forthe adopted m ultipole excitation operator. Fora

m ore detailed investigation on the dynam icalproperties ofthe system ,one would need a

study ofindividualeigenstates.
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In the present paper we extend the previous study [18]ofcollective excitations in the

bose-ferm im ixed system .W ecalculatefullparticle-holetypeexcitationsby diagonalization

ofan RPA type m atrix. The m otive ofthiscalculation isthreefold: �rstofall,the calcu-

lation allowsusto study the excitation spectrum and the strength distribution in contrast

to the sum rule m ethod which focuseson the strength weighted average ofthe prescribed

m ultipole operators. W e study,for instance,the degree ofcollectivity ofthe excitations

depending on the strength ofboson-ferm ion interaction,and estim ate the dam ping ofthe

collective excitation albeitwithin thespaceofparticle-holeexcitations.Inform ation on the

wavefunction allowsustocalculateobservablessuch asthedynam icalstructurefactor.The

latterforbose-condensed system sisnow becom ing availableexperim entally by two-photon

spectroscopy [22]and isbeing studied theoretically [23]. Secondly,we com pare the results

with thoseobtained from thesum ruleapproach.Thisprovidesa check on theapproxim a-

tion adopted in the calculation such asthe m odelspace truncation. The com parison also

allowsone to exam ine the structure ofthe low-and high-lying collective m odeswhich was

speculated in [18]through them ixing angle� ofm ultipoleoperators.Third,wecan predict

the tim e-dependentbehaviorofthe system fora given externalperturbation.Thisprocess

isactually theonethathasbeen em ployed in thepreviousexperim entalstudy ofcollective

excitationsin BEC.An RPA study ofthebose-ferm im ixed system hasrecently been done

in [20],where the response foran externalm ultipole �eld isform ulated in the form ofan

integralequation.In thepresentcalculation weapproach theproblem by diagonalizing the

RPA m atrix,by incorporating the discrete nature ofthe excitation in an isolated trapped

system ,and investigate,in particular,thepropertiesofthestrength distribution fora com -

bination ofbose and ferm ioperators and for various values ofthe bose-ferm iinteraction

strengths.

Thecontentofthepaperisasfollows:in thenextsection wederivetheRPA equation for

the bose-ferm im ixed system using the equation ofm otion forparticle-hole type excitation

operators. The single particle (hole)statesare obtained in the m ean-�eld calculation,i.e.,

by solving the coupled Gross-Pitaevskiiand Thom as-Ferm iequations. In Section III we
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�rstbrie
y describe the param etersand the num ericalprocedure em ployed in the present

calculation.W e then turn to the detailed studiesofthe resultsobtained,including ground

statedensity,singleparticlestates,and strengthdistribution foreach m ultipole.Com parison

with thesum rulecalculation isgiven.Transition densitiesand dynam icalstructurefactors

forsom eofthecollectiveexcitationsarepresented.W e�nallyconsiderthetim edevelopm ent

ofthesystem afteran externalm ultipoleim pulseon thesystem .Lastsection isdevoted to

sum m ary and conclusion.

II.FO R M U LAT IO N

W e consider a dilute spin-polarized bose-ferm im ixed system trapped in a spherically

sym m etricharm onicoscillatorpotentialatT = 0.Thesystem isdescribed by theHam ilto-

nian

Ĥ = Ĥ 0 + V̂b+ V̂bf (1)

with

Ĥ 0 =

Z

d
3
r ̂

y(~r)

"

�
�h2

2m
~r 2 +

1

2
m !

2

0r
2

#

 ̂(~r)+

Z

d
3
r�̂

y(~r)

"

�
�h2

2m
~r 2 +

1

2
m !

2

0r
2

#

�̂(~r);

V̂b =
1

2
g

ZZ

d
3
rd

3
r
0
�̂
y(~r)�̂y(~r0)�(3)(~r� ~r

0)�̂(~r0)�̂(~r);

V̂bf = h

ZZ

d
3
rd

3
r
0
�̂
y(~r) ̂y(~r0)�(3)(~r� ~r

0) ̂(~r0)�̂(~r), (2)

where �̂ and  ̂ are the boson and the ferm ion �eld operators. W e take,for sim plicity,

the m assm and the trapping frequency !0 to be the sam e forthe boson and the ferm ion.

The boson-boson and the boson-ferm ion interaction strengths for the pseudopotentials,g

and h,are related to the s-wave scattering lengths abb and abf through g = 4��h
2
abb=m ,

h = 4��h
2
abf=m ,whiletheferm ion-ferm ion interaction isom itted asweconsidera polarized

dilutesystem atlow tem perature.

AccordingtotheLandau pictureofquantum liquid,low lyingexcited statesofthesystem

m ay be described by quasiparticle excitationswhich have the structure ofparticle-hole (p-

h) type excitations from the ground state. Sm allam plitude collective oscillations ofthe
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system ,corresponding to the zero sound,are given by the coherentsuperposition ofthese

p-h excitationsand arewelldescribed byRPA form anyferm ion system s.Thecorresponding

excitationsin thebosecondensed system havebeen form ulated in theBogoliubov-deGennes

typeequation.Thelatterisessentiallythesam eastheoneobtained in RPA,andweconsider

below thetwo typesofexcitationson thesam efooting.

In order to form ulate RPA for the bose-ferm im ixed system , we �rst determ ine the

ground state in the m ean �eld approxim ation. The obtained m ean �eld provides us with

singleparticleenergiesand wave functions.Letusexpand the�eld operatorsin term sofa

com pletesetofsingleparticlewavefunctionsas

�̂(~r)=
X

k

�k(~r)bk;  ̂(~r)=
X

�

 �(~r)a�; (3)

wherebk and a� aretheboson and theferm ion annihilation operatorsin thesingleparticle

statesspeci�ed by the wave functions�k and  �. They satisfy the standard com m utation

or anticom m utation relations. The single particle states with quantum num bers k or �

are determ ined by m inim izing the energy expectation value. The trialwave function of

the system is given by the product ofN b bosons in a single state �k= 0(~r) and the Slater

determ inantofN f di�erentferm ionicstates �(~r).From thestationary condition ofenergy

forthe variation ofthese wave functions with a given num ber ofbosons N b and ferm ions

N f,weobtain thesetofcoupled equations,i.e.,theGross-Pitaevskiiequation fortheboson

wavefunction

"

�
�h
2

2m
r 2 +

1

2
m !

2

0
r
2 + gN bj�0(~r)j

2 + h�f(~r)

#

�0(~r)= �b�0(~r) (4)

and them ean-�eld equation fortheoccupied ferm ion states

"

�
�h
2

2m
r 2 +

1

2
m !

2

0
r
2 + hN bj�0(~r)j

2

#

 �(~r)= �
f

� �(~r); (5)

where

�f(~r)=

occupied
X

�

j �(~r)j
2 (6)
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isthe ground state density offerm ions,�b isthe boson chem icalpotentialand �f� are the

single particle energies for the ferm ion. Set ofequations (4) and (5) together with the

ferm ion num bercondition

Z

d
3
r�f(~r)= N f (7)

constitute a closed setofequations. The single particle wave functionsare norm alized to

unity. In Eq.(4)we approxim ate the factorN b � 1 by Nb. Once the single particle wave

functionsforthe occupied statesareobtained from Eqs.(4)and (5),thewave functionsof

theunoccupied statesarecalculated from a sim ilarsetofequations,i.e.,

"

�
�h
2

2m
r 2 +

1

2
m !

2

0r
2 + gN bj�0(~r)j

2 + h�f(~r)

#

�k(~r)= �
b
k�k(~r) (8)

forbosonswith k 6= 0,and the sam e equation (5)forferm ionsbutforunoccupied states.

Orthogonality ofthesewavefunctionsto theoccupied onesareautom atically satis�ed [24].

Fora large num berofparticleswith a sm ooth m ean �eld potential,the Thom as-Ferm i

calculation providesa good approxim ation.Assum ing thisto bethecase,wedeterm inethe

ferm ionicground statedensity �f by using

�h
2

2m
(6�2�f(~r))

2=3 +
1

2
m !

2

0
r
2 + hN bj�0(~r)j

2 = �F (9)

togetherwith theequation (4)instead offully solving thecoupled setofequations(4)and

(5). The Ferm ienergy �F isdeterm ined by integrating the density �f(~r)so asto give the

ferm ion num ber.Num ericalconsistency ofthisprocedurewillbeshown in thenextsection.

W ith �f and �0 so determ ined, the wave functions �k (k 6= 0) and  � are obtained as

described above.

W e assum e below thatthe m ean �eld isspherically sym m etric,and the single-particle

quantum num bers� andkinvolvestandardradialandangularm om entum quantum num bers

(n;‘;m ). (Note thatthe spin quantum num ber isfrozen.) W e considerthe case in which

theferm ionicground state(Slaterdeterm inant)ism -closed and thusisconsistentwith the

spherically sym m etric m ean �eld. W e denote by p (h) the ferm ion single particle states
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unoccupied (occupied)in theSlaterdeterm inant,i.e.,thoseabove(below)theFerm ienergy

�F .ForthebosonsatT = 0 theoccupied stateisthelowestsingle-particlestatek = 0.

W e now de�ne the creation and annihilation m ultipole operators ofthe excited state

j�LM iwith angularm om entum quantum num bersL;M and anadditionalquantum num ber

�:

Q
y

�LM = F
y

�LM + B
y

�LM ; (10)

F
y

�LM =
X

ph

X

m pm h

h

X
�

phLhlpm plh � mh jL M i(� 1)lh� m ha
y

plpm p
ahlhm h

� Y
�

phLhlhm hlp � mpjL M i(� 1)lp� m pa
y

hlhm h
aplpm p

i

; (11)

B
y

�LM =
1

p
N b

X

k6= 0

h

U
�
kLb

y

kLM b0 � V
�
kL(� 1)L+ M b

y

0bkL� M

i

; (12)

where X ;Y;U;V are the am plitudesto be determ ined in RPA,and hlpm plh � mh jL M iis

theClebsh-Gordan coe�cient.

In RPA theoperatorQ isdeterm ined so asto satisfy theequation ofm otion

[H ;Q
y

�LM ]’ �h
�Q
y

�LM ; (13)

where the term sin the l.h.s. which involve di�erent com bination ofoperatorsay;a;by;b

from thatin Q y areneglected by theassum ption ofRPA.Thestate

j�LM i= Q
y

�LM j0i with Q �LM j0i= 0 (14)

isthen an approxim ate eigenstate ofthe Ham iltonian togetherwith the correlated ground

stategiven by j0i.Theam plitudessatisfy theorthonorm ality condition

X

ph

(X ��
phLX

�0

phL � Y
��
phLY

�0

phL)+
X

k6= 0

(U ��
kLU

�0

kL � V
��
kL V

�0

kL)= ���0: (15)

Substituting Eq.(10)into Eq.(13)weobtain theeigenvalueequation in m atrix form :

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

A X X A X U B X Y B X V

A U X A U U B U Y B U V

� BX Y � BX V � AX X � AX U

� BU Y � BU V � AU X � AU U

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

X

U

Y

V

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

= �h
�

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

X

U

Y

V

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (16)
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wheresubm atricesA and B aregiven by

(A X X )ph;p0h0 = [�
f

plp
� �

f

hlh
]�p;p0�h;h0�lp;l0p�lh;l0h;

(A X U )ph;k =
h
p
N b

4�

l̂pl̂h

L̂
(� 1)lhhlp0lh0jL0i

Z

drr
2
R
f

plp
R
f

hlh
R
b

kLR
b

00;

(A U X )k;ph = (A X U )ph;k;

(A U U )k;k0 = [�bkL � �b]�kk0 +
gN b

4�

Z

drr
2
R
b
kLR

b
k0LR

b
00R

b
00;

(B X Y )ph;p0h0 = 0; (17)

(B X V )ph;k =
h
p
N b

4�

l̂pl̂h

L̂
(� 1)lphlp0lh0jL0i

Z

drr
2
R
f

plp
R
f

hlh
R
b

kLR
b

00
;

(B U Y )k;ph = (B X V )ph;k;

(B U V )k;k0 =
gN b

4�
(� 1)L

Z

drr
2
R
b

kLR
b

k0LR
b

00
R
b

00

with l̂=
p
2l+ 1. In Eq.(17)R b

nl(r)and R
f

nl(r)are the radialpartsofthe single particle

wave functions � and  ,which are de�ned by �nlm (~r) = R b
nl(r)Ylm (�;’) and  nlm (~r) =

R
f

nl(r)Ylm (�;’)where Ylm (�;’)arethe sphericalharm onics.W e om itted O (N � 1
b )term sin

thiscalculation.Actually weobtain thesam esetofequationsifwereplaceb
y

0;b0 in Eq.(12)

with
p
N b,which isequivalenttotheBogoliubov-deGennesequation forthebosonicsystem .

The response ofthe system to an external�eld isrepresented by the transition m atrix

elem entsoftherelevantoperatorswhich connecttheground stateand an excited state.The

externalprobe fora collective oscillation isassum ed to be long-ranged and isgiven by the

standard m ultipoleoperators,i.e.,

FL(~r)=

8
>><

>>:

1
p
4�
r
2 (L = 0)

r
L
YL0(�) (L 6= 0)

: (18)

Asthesystem iscom posed oftwo kindsofparticles,wede�neoperators

F
b

L =

Z

d
3
r�̂

y(~r)FL(~r)�̂(~r); F
f

L =

Z

d
3
r ̂

y(~r)FL(~r) ̂(~r) (19)

and theircom bination

F
�
L = F

f

L � F
b

L; (20)
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where F �
L with � = f;b;+;� are resepectively called ‘ferm ionic’,‘bosonic’,‘in-phase’and

‘out-of-phase’type operators.The transition am plitudesforthese operatorsarecalculated

in RPA as:

h0jF �
L j�L0i= h0j[F�

L ;Q
y

�L0]j0i= h0j[F
f

L ;F
y

�L0]j0i� h0j[FbL;B
y

�L0]j0i; (21)

h0j[F
f

L ;F
y

�L0]j0i=
X

ph

1
p
4�

l̂pl̂h

L̂
hlp0lh0jL0i[(� 1)lhX �

phL + (� 1)lpY �

phL]

Z

drr
2
R
f

hlh
r
�
R
f

plp
; (22)

h0j[F b

L;B
y

�L0]j0i=
X

k

p
N b

p
4�

[U �

phL + (� 1)LV �

phL]

Z

drr
2
R
b

kLr
�
R
b

00
; (23)

where � = 2 forL = 0 and � = L forL 6= 0. The strength distribution forthe m ultipole

operatorF �
L isthen given by

X

�

�(
� 
�)jh0jF
�

Lj�L0ij
2
: (� = f;b;+;� ) (24)

They m easure the collectivity ofthe excited stateswith respectto the m ultipole operator

which characterizestheshape(orvolum eforL = 0)oscillation ofthesystem .

M oredetailed inform ation on thestructureofthecollective excitation m ay wellby rep-

resented by thetransition densities[25]

h0ĵ��(~r)j�LM i= ��
�

�L(r)YLM (�;’) (� = f;b); (25)

��
f

�L(r)=
X

ph

1
p
4�

l̂pl̂h

L̂
hlp0lh0jL0i[(� 1)lhX �

phL + (� 1)lpY �

phL]R
f

hlh
R
f

plp
; (26)

��
b

�L(r)=
X

k

p
N b

p
4�

[U �

phL + (� 1)LV �

phL]R
b

kLR
b

00
; (27)

where �̂f(~r),̂�b(~r)aretheferm ion and boson density operators:

�̂
f(~r)=  ̂

y(~r) ̂(~r); �̂
b(~r)= �̂

y(~r)�̂(~r): (28)

Recentdevelopm entofthetwo-photon Braggspectroscopy[22]allowsustoobtaindynam ical

structure factors(response function)fortheexcitationsin trapped atom icgases.They are

related to thetransition densitiesas

S
�

L(q;
)=
X

�

jF �

�L(q)j
2
�(
� 
�); (29)

F �

�L(q)=

Z

drr
2
jL(qr=�h)��

�

�L(r); (30)
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whereqdenotesm om entum transferred tothesystem and jL(qr=�h)aresphericalBesselfunc-

tionsoforderL.Thelongwavelength lim itofthedynam icalstructurefactorisproportional

to thestrength distribution forthem ultipoleoperatorsde�ned above.

III.C A LC U LAT IO N

A .N um ericalprocedure

W e consider a boson-ferm ion m ixture ofpotassium isotopes,i.e.,41K (boson)and 40K

(ferm ion). W e take the sam e value m = 0:649� 10� 25kg for the boson and the ferm ion

m asses. The boson-boson interaction strength g is obtained from the scattering length

abb = 15:13nm for41K-41K [26],whiletheboson-ferm ion interaction strength h isvaried.(A

negativevalueforthescattering length abf for
40K-41K hasbeen suggested in [26],although

notwellestablished yet.) Both particlesareassum ed tobetrapped in thesphericaloscillator

potentialwith the sam e trap frequency !0 = 100Hz. The oscillatorlength � =
q

�h=m !0 is

4.03�m fortheadopted valueof!0.

Num ber ofbosons is �xed at N b =1000,while that offerm ions is calculated in the

Thom as-Ferm iapproxim ation fora �xed Ferm ienergy �F = (6� 1140)1=3�h!0.Thelatteris

determ ined so thatthelastoscillatorshellwith a num berofquanta N = 2n + ‘isgiven by

N Ferm i = 17 ath=g = 0. Thisgivesthe num berofferm ionsN f = 1140 ath=g = 0. N f is

dependenton theboson-ferm ion interaction strength,and itisassum ed thatallthesubshells

given by thequantum num bers(n;‘)arem -closed,which gives,forinstance,N f = 1050 at

h=g = 8 and N f = 1227 ath=g = � 6 forthegiven valueof�F .

Thesingle-particlewavefunctionswereobtained from thecoupled Gross-Pitaevskiiand

Thom as-Ferm iequationsby expanding the wave functionsin the harm onic oscillatorbasis

for the given oscillator constant �. W e included associated Laguerre functions L�n up to

n = 30 forferm ionsand n = 15 forbosons.

The excitation energies and the wave functions for each m ultipole L are obtained by
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diagonalization ofthe RPA m atrix.To constructthe particle-hole basiswe included single

particle statesforbosonsup to n = 7 for‘= 0 and n = 6 for‘= 1;2;3,so thatseven p-h

con�gurationsareincluded foreach L = 0;1;2;3.Forferm ions,four(particle)statesabove

theFerm ilevel�F and up to four(hole)statesbelow �F havebeen included foreach ‘.The

num berofferm ip-h con�gurationsis240 form onopole,464 fordipole,672 forquadrupole

and 1124foroctupole.Thedim ension oftheRPA m atrix istwicethesum ofboseand ferm i

con�gurations foreach m ultipole. The num ber ofbose con�gurations is the sam e forthe

fourm ultipolesconsidered in thepresentcalculation.

B .Static properties

In the ground state the ferm ion density distribution ism uch broaderthan thatforthe

boson due to Ferm ipressure [9,17],although atlarge negative value ofh=g the bose-ferm i

attractiontendstoproducealargeroverlap ofthetwokindsofparticlesasshown in Ref.[17].

As the bose-ferm iinteraction becom es repulsive the ferm ions are squeezed out from the

centralpart. This in turn causes a sm aller overlap ofbosons and ferm ions,and thus a

relatively sm allnete�ectofthe interaction on the binding energy. Forthe presentchoice

ofparam eters the ferm ions are distributed outside ofthe boson ‘core’around h=g ’ 7,

form ing a ‘shell’likestructure[7,8,13,17].Notethatthisbehaviorwould bechanged ifone

adoptsdi�erentvaluesforN f=N b and g,which m ay berepresented by a singleparam eter�

introduced in Ref.[9].

The condition forthe validity ofthe Thom as-Ferm iapproxim ation used to obtain the

above ferm ion density distribution m ay be expressed in term softhe localde Brogile wave

length �(r) = �h=p(r), where p(r) =
q

2m (�F � Ve�) with ferm ion m ean �eld potential

Ve�(r)=
1

2
m !2

0
r2 + h�b(r).W ith thisquantity,thecondition becom es[27]

f(r)=

�
�
�
�
�

d�(r)

dr

�
�
�
�
�
� 1: (31)

Ath=g = 8 wheretheferm ionicpotentialm ay havea m ostpronounced structure,thevalue

off(r)is� 10� 2 exceptaround turning points.Attheturning points,however,theferm ion
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density producesonly a negligiblein
uenceon them ean �eld potential.Thevalidity ofthe

present Thom as-Ferm icalculation m ay also be checked by com paring the ferm ion density

distribution �f(r)obtained from Eq.(9)with the one calculation from the single particle

wave functionsaccording to Eq.(5). The com parison ofthe two distribution in the range

h=g = � 6 � 8 showsthatthey agree within the orderof10� 2 overthe entire radialrange,

suggesting theconsistency ofthepresentcalculation.

In Fig.1 we show the ferm ion single-particle energies m easured from Ferm ienergy,

�� � �F ,againstorbitalangularm om entum ‘forthreevaluesoftheinteraction param eter,

h=g = 5:0;1:0;� 3:0.The Ferm ienergy �F isdenoted by the horizontalline atzero energy.

Notethat�� aregiven bythoseoftheharm onicoscillatorath=g = 0,�n;‘ = (2n+ ‘+ 3=2)�h!0,

aswehaveno directinteraction am ong ferm ions.Oneshould notealso thattheyraststate,

i.e.,theloweststateforeach angularm om entum ,hasno radialnode,and theyrareone,the

second loweststate,hasone radialnode,etc. The nodalstructure ofthe particle and hole

statesaround theFerm isurfaceisresponsibleforthem ultipolestrength distribution oflow

energy particle-hole excitations. The �gure showsthatthe stateswith low orbitalangular

m om entum arem uch in
uenced by thebose-ferm iinteraction,whilethosewith high angular

m om entum arealm ostinsensitivetothevaluesofh=g.Thisisbecausetheadditionalferm ion

potentialdueto thebose-ferm iinteraction vanishesoutsidetheboson density distribution.

Forinstance,since the yrastsingle particle wave functionswith angularm om entum ‘ are

peaked around
p
‘�,thoseferm ion stateswith ‘> (RB =�)

2,R B being a typicaledgeradius

oftheboson distribution,would notbem uch in
uenced by the bose-ferm iinteraction.(In

thepresentcaseR B ’ 3�,and theaboverelation gives‘> 9.)

C .Energy w eighted m om ents and com parison w ith the sum rule calculation

RPA calculation provides approxim ate eigenvalues and wave functionsforallthe indi-

vidualeigenstates and is usefulto study details ofthe dynam ics ofthe system . Ifone is

interested in thegrossbehaviorofthestrength distribution oran approxim atefrequency of

12



the oscillation,one m ay ratherconsiderthe p-th energy weighted m om entsofthe strength

distribution,

m p(L;�)=
X

�

(�h
�)
pjh0jF �

Lj�ij
2
; (32)

where �h
� is the excitation energy ofthe state j�i. These m om ents can be expressed as

ground-stateexpectation valuesofm ultiplecom m utatorsofF �
L with theHam iltonian [29,30].

Itisknown thatthisrelation,sum rule,isconserved inRPA forsom eofthem om ents,i.e.,the

sum in ther.h.s.ofEq.(32)obtained from RPA eigenstatescoincideswith theexpectation

value ofthe com m utator in the HF ground state [28,29]. Thus a com parison ofthe two

would providea criterion on theconsistency oftheRPA calculation.In particular,the�rst

m om ent(energy weighted sum ,EW S)m 1 iscalculated from thedouble com m utatorofF �
L

and theHam iltonian as

m 1(L;�)=
1

2
h[F �

L;[Ĥ ;F
�
L]]i0; (33)

where h i0 denotesa ground state expectation value [29]. W e have checked thatthe sum

ruleissatis�ed within 1% forallthem ultipolem odes.

Onecan estim atetheaveragefrequency ofthecollective oscillation based on sum rules.

There are severalways to de�ne the average frequency depending on which part ofthe

strength distribution isem phasized.In Ref.[18]theratioofthethird and the�rstm om ents

�! =

s
m 3

m 1

(34)

wasstudied based on sum rules. Thisde�nition isadvantageousasitcan be used to test

the validity ofthe RPA calculation asm entioned earlier. In laterdiscussions we consider

also theaveragefrequency calculated by

!av =
m 1

m 0

(35)

which hasm oreweightin thelow-frequency strength com pared with �!.Thetwo frequencies

should coincide when a single collective state exhauststhe strength. W e discusslateralso

thewidth ofthestrength distribution de�ned by
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� =

"
m 2

m 0

�

�
m 1

m 0

�2
#1=2

: (36)

In Fig.2 we show the average frequency Eq.(34) for L = 0;1;2 and � = +;� given

by thesum rule(33)and theonedirectly calculated in RPA.W e�nd a good agreem entof

thetwo calculationsin a widerangeofthebose-ferm iinteraction param eterh fora �xed g.

Thereisa discrepancy atvery largevaluesofjhj,especially in thestrongly attractivecase.

In thelattercase,an induced instability oftheground stateduetothebose-ferm iattraction

m aybeclose[16],which suggeststhatalargercon�guration spacem ay berequired tosatisfy

thesum rule.In fact,by increasing thenum berofparticle-holestates,weobtained a better

agreem ent.

D .D istribution ofm ultipole strengths

Now weshow thedistributionsofthem ultipolestrengths.Figures3,7,10,11respectively

show the strength distributionsforL =0,1,2 and 3,foreitherthe ferm ionic/bosonic orthe

in-phase/out-of-phaseoperators.

1.m onopole

In Fig.3weshow them onopolestrength distribution,jh0jF �
0
j�ij2 against
�,for� = f;b

and forthreevaluesofh=g.Hereoneexpectsa volum eoscillation ofboson and/orferm ion

densities. Forh = 0 and fora large num berofparticles,the bosonic m onopole oscillation

willbe located around
p
5!0 asgiven by the collisionless hydrodynam ics [2,21],while the

ferm ionic one isconcentrated at2!0. The latterproperty isdue to the alm ostdegenerate

valuesofthe relevantparticle-hole energiescontributing to the m onopole oscillation. The

presentcalculation show thatthissituation persistseven forlarge valuesofh=g,although

the bosonic frequency isslightly shifted. The ferm ionic strength isdistributed over a few

statesaround 2!0,showing thattheinduced ferm i-ferm iinteraction via bosonsisnotstrong

enough to m ake a coherent superposition ofthe ferm ion particle-hole states. The total
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m onopolestrength forferm ion isby an orderofm agnitudelargerthan thatforboson,even

though the num ber offerm ions involved in the excitation is sm aller because ofthe Pauli

principle,e.g.m 1 = 2590�h!0�
4 forferm ion and m 1 = 419�h!0�

4 forboson ath=g = 1.This

isbecauseofthebroaderdensity distribution forferm ions.

Thestrength distribution m ay suggestthattheferm ionsand bosonsarem ovingindepen-

dently even forratherlargevaluesofh=g.Thisisnotnecessarily thecase,however,asone

m ay seein Fig.4,whereweplotthedynam icalstructurefactorforthethreecases,i.e.,the

statesat
=! 0 = 2:03 forh=g = 5:0,at2:01 forh=g = 1:0 and at1:98 forh=g =-3.0,which

carry the largest strengths for the in-phase m onopole operator. Although the ferm ionic

strength isfarlargerthan thebosoniconeforthisstate,them ixtureofthebosoniccom po-

nentisnotsm alland ispeaked atlargervaluesofthe m om entum transferq asshown by

thedashed lines.Thelattershowsthatthebosonsoscillatein theinnerregion although not

quiterecognizableasfarasonestudiesonly theF0 distribution.

In Refs.[16,18]we suggested that an instablity towards collapse m ay occur at large

negativevaluesofh=g and m ay besignaled by thelowering of�!.In thepresentcalculation

with sm allernum berofparticlesthisisnotapparentin Fig.2.In Fig.5weshow thestrength

distribution ath=g = � 6:65. Thisvalue isclose to the criticalvalue ofinstability around

� 6:7 estim ated from theM �lm er’scondition [7,16]and around � 6:8 from thecondition by

Roth and Feldm eier [17]. W e �nd a lowering ofa single state which carries 13.9% ofthe

EW S.The average frequency forthiscase is �! = 1:92!0 appreciably lowerthan the value

� 2!0 forh=g= � 5� 5.Atm orenegativevaluesofh=g wecould not�nd a stableground

state.

Letusstudy thecharacterofthelow-lying excited statesby considering theresponseto

theprobe

F(�)= F
+ cos� + F

� sin� (37)

param etrized by �. In Ref.[18]the angle � was determ ined by m inim izing the average

frequency �! for F(�) so as to �nd the character ofthe probe which favors the low-lying
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states.Oncethevalueoftheparam eter,�m in isdeterm ined foragiven h=g,onem ayconsider

an operator‘perpendicular’toF(�m in),i.e.,F? = F + sin�m in� F� cos�m in,which m ay favor

the high-lying state. Alternatively,one m ay m axim ize the EW S within the m odelspace

to determ ine the value �m ax ofthe operatorto characterize the high-lying states. Figure 6

showsthe strength distribution forthese three typesofoperatorsath=g = 5:0. The value

�m in = � 0:12� suggeststhat,atthishighly repulsive value oftheinteraction,a slightly in-

phasetypeoscillation isfavored in orderto avoid an overlap ofbosonsand ferm ions,seethe

density distribution in Ref[7,8,13,17].W enotethatthedistribution forthe‘perpendicular’

operator F? is concentrated and is sim ilar to the one for F(�m ax). The latter,however,

isan alm ostbosonic type operatorand suggestthatthe strength distribution alone isnot

su�cientto characterize the structure ofhigh-lying states.A sim ilarstudy hasbeen m ade

fora very attractive case h=g = � 6:65. In thiscase we obtain �m in = � 0:01�,i.e.,alm ost

in-phase,and the strength distribution issim ilarto Fig.5. Thusthe in-phase characterof

the low-lying m ode which favorsthe overlap ofthe two kindsofparticlesisclearly seen in

thedeterm ination ofF(�m in).

2.dipole

Dipolestrength distributionsforthein-phaseand theout-of-phaseoperatorsareshown

in Fig.7.The strong peak in the in-phase strength distribution correspondsto thecenter-

of-m assoscillation ofthe whole system . Form any-particle system s con�ned in a com m on

oscillator potentialthe center-of-m ass m otion is decoupled from other (intrinsic) degrees

offreedom ofthe system ,resulting in the oscillation with the sam e frequency !0. This

relation can be represented by the com m utation relation ofthe dipole operator and the

Ham iltonian,and should hold also within RPA [28]. In the presentnum ericalcalculation,

however,thestateat
= ! 0 doesnotexhaustthewholestrength forthein-phaseoscillation;

thelargestdeviation occursath=g = � 1having80% oftheEW S.Thisisbecausethesingle-

particle m odelspace in our num ericalcalculation is not su�cient to com pletely decouple
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the center ofm ass m otion,especially atstrong coupling cases where the deviation ofthe

singleparticlepotentialfrom theoscillatorbecom eslarge.Them 1 sum ruleis,nevertheless,

alm ost satis�ed as m entioned earlier,and is determ ined by the totalnum ber ofbose and

ferm iparticles,where the latternum ber is dependent on the value ofh=g. Sm aller value

ofthe sum rule percentage at h=g = � 1 is m ainly due to the appearance ofthe alm ost

degeneratestate(�!=! 0 ’ 10� 5)atthisenergy.

Allotherdipoleoscillationsshould beorthogonalto thecenter-of-m assm otion and thus

areout-of-phasetypein character.Onem ay notethatatrepulsivevaluesofh thedom inant

partoftheout-of-phasestrength islocated below !0,although thestrength carried by each

individualstateisnotvery large.Asdiscussed in Ref.[18],thism ay re
ecttheground state

density distribution which favorstheout-of-phaseoscillation by m akingtheoverlap ofboson

and ferm ion distributionssm aller. Figure 8 showstransition densitiesforthe out-of-phase

type oscillations at h=g = 5:0;1:0;� 3:0 which carry the largest strengths;
=!0 = 0:700

forh=g = 5:0,0:956 forh=g = 1:0 and 1:14 forh=g =-3.0. Bosonsand ferm ionsm ove in

the opposite directionsso asto m ake the overlap sm alleraround the surface ofthe boson

distribution.Onecan observethatthebosonictransition density islargeand robust,while

the ferm ionic one is feeble and is spread over the whole system . This situation m ay be

analogous to the soft dipole m ode speculated in neutron-rich nucleiwherein the protons

oscillatealm ostfreein thesea ofneutrons[31].Dynam icalstructure factorscorresponding

to these states are shown in Fig.9. Here the bosonic and the ferm ionic responses are

shown togetherwith the one fora hypotheticalout-of-phase type probe. By changing the

m om entum transferone would �nd a structure corresponding to the oscillation ofthe two

kindsofparticles.

Itwassuggested in [7,19]thatfora very strong repulsion between bosonsand ferm ions

with su�cientnum berofparticles,thesystem m aybecom eunstabletowardsaphasesepara-

tion ofthetwo kindsofparticles.Out-of-phasedipolestrength distribution in Fig.7 indeed

show asofteningofthestrength distribution atlargevalueofh=g.W ecannotconcludefrom

thepresentcalculation,however,ifthistendency isrelated to them entioned instability.
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3.quadrupole

One�ndsfrom thequadrupolestrength distribution inFig.10thattheferm ionicstrength

issplitinto low-and high-energy parts,while the bosonic one isconcentrated. The higher

strengthsforthe ferm ionsare due to the 2�h!0 excitation ofthe particle from the occupied

single-particle states and are sim ilar in character to the bosonic excitation. In contrast,

the lowerferm ion strengthscom e from the m atrix elem entsofthe quadrupole operatorF2

which re-orient the single particle states within the sam e oscillator shellofN = 2n + ‘

around the Ferm isurface. Thistransition norm ally involvesa change ofnodesby one,see

Fig.1,and the corresponding strengths are sm aller than the higher ones. One m ay note

thatthe quadrupole bosonic strength islocated slightly higherthan
p
2!0 asexpected for

thecollectiveoscillation in thelargeN lim it[2],which m ay beduetoarathersm allnum ber

ofparticlesin thepresentcalculation.

W enotethatthestrength distribution tendsto befragm ented atlarge(repulsive)value

ofthe interaction param eterh=g asseen in Fig.10. Thisisbecause the average potential

deviates appreciably from the harm onic oscillator potential,giving rise to a dispersion in

theferm ion particle-holeenergies,see Fig.1.Strong ferm ion-boson interaction would then

beresponsibleto scatterthebosonicstrengths,too.

4.octupole

Octupole strength distribution isshown in Fig.11. Here again the ferm ionic strength

is splitinto �h!0 and 3�h!0 regions due to the character ofthe m ultipole operatorF3. W e

notealsothatthefrequency ofthebosonicoscillation ism uch largerthan thehydrodynam ic

value
p
3!0 [21].

W e�nd a striking change in theferm ionicstrength distributionsdepending on thesign

ofthe bose-ferm iinteraction. W hile for a strongly repulsive case (h=g = 5:0) the region

between the low-and high-lying statesisalm ost�lled up by sm allstrengths,theone fora
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strongly attractive case (h=g = � 3:0)showsa large gap in the strength distribution. This

m aybetraced backtothestructureofthesingle-particlestatesin Fig.1.Thelargestrengths

around 3!0 are due to high orbitalangularm om entum stateswith ‘p � ‘h = 3 which stay

robustagainsth=g asdiscussed earlier. Sm allerstrengthsdue to low ‘p and ‘h statesare,

on the otherhand,sensitive to theinteraction,and the correponding particle-hole energies

are below (forh=g > 0)orabove (forh=g < 0)the unperturbed value 3!0. Thism ay be

understood by noting thatthe particlespassing through the center(sm all‘orbit)feelthe

shallow (forh=g > 0)ordeep (forh=g < 0)potentialsand are thusm ore easy orhard to

excite. Forthe strengthsaround !0 di�erentcom binationsoforbitsare involved,and the

strengthsarebroadened by thedeviation from theoscillatorpotential.

E.T im e evolution

To study the collective oscillation ofthe cold atom ic gases,the currentexperim entson

BEC exerta tim e-dependent�eld on thesystem and then observethetim edevelopm entof

the shapeand thesize ofthe condensate [1].Thisprocedure generally excitesa num berof

norm alm odes,and onem ay in principlebeabletoresolveeach m odeby perform ingFourier

transform asfarasthetim eduration islong enough.To sim ulatethesituation weconsider

a tim eevolution ofthesystem afteroneappliesan externalweak pulseofthestep-function

type,i.e.,�V / F �
L for� �t� t� 0.Thecalculation isperform ed within thelowestorder

perturbation theory.(�tischosen as�t= 10 � 2!
� 1
0 .)

1.m onopole

Firstweconsidera perturbation ofm onopoletype

�V = m ! 0�!
p
4�F �

0 (38)

with �! � ! 0 which isapplied totheground stateofthesystem forashortperiod �t.The

e�ective frequency ofthe externaloscillator potentialfor ferm ions and/or bosons is then
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changed into !0 � �! depending on the choice of�. Tim e dependence ofthe rm s radius

ofbosonsand ferm ionsisplotted in Fig.12 ath=g = � 3 forthe ferm ionic external�eld,

� = f. Frequency ofthe shortperiod oscillation isrelated to the average frequency ofthe

strength distribution,e.g.,!av = 1:99!0. Thatofthe long period one,on the otherhand,

re
ects the width ofthe distribution. For instance,the slow decrease ofthe envelope for
q

hr2fiwould im ply a very narrow width ofthestrength distribution.Thebottom ofFig.12

showstheFouriertransform ofhr2fi(t)� hr2fi0 which recoversthesharp peak structureofthe

strength distribution in Fig 3.Tim eevolution ofthebosonicradiusshowsa ratherregular

m odulation,and itsbeatfrequency isestim ated about0:125!0,which isconsistentwith the

halfwidth �=2= 0:127!0.

2.dipole

Forthedipolecasewetaketheperturbing potential

�V = � m !
2

0�z

s

4�

3
F
�

1; (39)

where�z(� �)m easurestheshiftofthecentersoftheoscillatorpotentialsfeltby ferm ions

and/orbosons.InFig.13weshow thetim edependenceofthecenter-of-m assesofbosonsand

ferm ionsforthe out-of-phase externaldipole im pulse,� = � ,ath=g = 5. The frequency

ofthe oscillation is consistent with the average frequency 0:90!0 for the dipole strength

distribution. The am plitude ofthe oscillation showsan irregularbehavior,suggesting that

the strength distribution does nothave a sim ple structure. The lowest part ofthe �gure

showstheFouriertransform oftherelativedistanceoftheferm ion and boson center-of-m ass

positions,N fhzfi� Nbhzbi,which issu�cienttorecoverthebehavioroftheoriginalstrength

distribution given in Fig.7.
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IV .SU M M A RY A N D C O N C LU SIO N

In thepresentpaperweperform ed an RPA calculation ofthepolarized bose-ferm im ixed

system ofalkali-m etalgases at zero tem perature. W e solved a coupled Gross-Pitaevskii-

Thom as-Ferm iequationsto obtain theground stateforseveralvaluesoftheboson-ferm ion

interaction strength with a �xed valueoftheboson-boson interaction.Singleparticlestates

ofboseand ferm iparticlesarecalculated based on them ean �eld produced by theobtained

ground statedensity.Thedensity distribution constructed from theoccupied single-particle

orbitsagreeswellwith theoriginalone,suggestingtheself-consistency ofthecalculation.W e

calculated and diagonalized theRPA m atrixtoobtainexcitation energiesand wavefunctions

form ultipolesL = 0;1;2;3.W ethen calculated strength distributionsforbosonic/ferm ionic

and in-phase/out-of-phasem ultipoleoperators,and also transition densitiesand dynam ical

structurefactorsforsom eofthecollective states.

W e�rstcalculated energy weighted m om entsofthestrengthsto study averagebehavior

ofthe strength distribution. Com parison ofthe �rst m om ents with the sum rule predic-

tionsforL = 0;1;2 showsthatthe RPA con�guration space issu�cientto within 1% . A

glance atthe m onopole distribution suggests thatferm ionsand bosonsare m oving rather

independently fortheadopted param eters,which turnsoutnotto bethe caseifwe study

the dynam icalstructure factors. W e �nd,in fact,that the long wavelength oscillation of

ferm ions in the surface is coupled to the internalshort-wavelength oscillation ofbosons.

Fora strong attractiveboson-ferm ion interaction,thecalculation suggestsa softening ofin-

phasem onopoleoscillation.W estudied alsothestructureofthelow-lying out-of-phasetype

dipolem odes.Lowering ofthe energy isrelated to theground statedensity distribution of

bosonsand ferm ionswhich favorstheout-of-phaseoscillation.Transition densitiesforthese

m odessuggestthatthe bosonsoscillate on theirway through the cloud offerm ions,which

isanalogoustothesoftdipolem odediscussed in neutron-rich nuclei.W ealsocalculated the

strength distributions forquadrupole and octupole m odes,and studied,in particular,the

origin ofthe fragm entation offerm ionic strengths. Finally we considered tim e dependent
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behavior ofthe trapped bose-ferm isystem after an im pulse ofa m ultipole external�eld.

By Fourier transform ing the tim e-dependent oscillating behavior ofthe system ,we could

recoverthegrossstructureofthestrength distribution.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Ferm ion single particle energies for h=g = 5:0;1:0;� 3:0 against orbitalangular m o-

m entum quantum num ber. Energiesare m easured from the Ferm ienergy. Eigenstates which are

degenerate ath=g = 0 are connected by solid lines.

FIG .2. Average frequencies ofthe collective excitations in the sum rule form alism . Average

frequencies �!,Eq.(34),in unitsof!0 isplotted againstinteraction strength ratio h=g with �xed

g.Solid and dotted linesrespectively show thein-and out-of-phaseoscillations.Fora com parison,

average frequenciescalculated from the ground state expectation valuesofdouble com m utators,

see Ref.[18],areplotted by dashed (in-phase)and dot-dashed (out-of-phase)lines.

FIG .3. M onopole strength distribution for ferm ionic and bosonic operators,F
f

0 and F b
0,at

h=g = 5.0,1.0 and -3.0.Strengthsin unitsof�4 are plotted againstexcitation energy.

FIG .4. Dynam icalstructure factors for the states in which in-phase m onopole strengths are

thelargest.Thesestatescorrespond totheonesat
=! 0 = 2:03forh=g = 5:0,at2:01 forh=g = 1:0

and at1:98 forh=g = -3.0.Dotted and dashed linescorrespond to theferm ion and boson transition

densities,��
f;b

�0 ,whilesolid linesareforthein-phaseone,��
+

�0 = ��
f

�0 + ��b�0.Theabscissa isq�=�h,

whereq denotesthem om entum transferred to the system by externalprobes.

FIG .5. Strength distribution for the in-phase m onopole operator F
+

0
at h=g = -6.65 plotted

against
=! 0.

FIG .6. Strength distribution for the �-dependent m onopole operator F0(�) at h=g = 5:0.

Upper �gure shows the strength distribution for the operator F (�m in = � 0:12�) which was de-

term ined so as to m inim ize the average frequencey �!. M iddle �gure is the one for the operator

F? = F (� = 0:38�) which is perpendicular to the above operator. Lower �gure is the strength

distribution for the operator F (�m ax = 0:27�) which was determ ined to m axim ize the average

energy.
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FIG .7. Dipolestrength distribution forin-and out-of-phaseoperators,F
+

1
and F

�
1
.Strengths

are m easured in unitsof�2.

FIG .8. Transition densitiesforthedipoleoscillationswith largeststrengthsoftheout-of-phase

type. Excitation energies ofthese states are 
=! 0 = 0.700 for h=g = 5.0,0.956 for h=g = 1.0 and

1.14 forh=g = -3.0. Solid and dotted linesrespectively show the ferm ionic and bosonic transition

densities,��
f;b

�1 ,in unitsof�
3.

FIG .9. Dynam icalstructurefactorsforthesam estatesasgiven in Fig.8.Dotted and dashed

linesare thoseforthe ferm ionicand bosonictransition densitieswhile solid linesare thoseforthe

out-of-phase one,��
�
�1 = ��

f

�1 � ��b�1.

FIG .10. Q uadrupole strength distributionsfor ferm ionic and bosonic operators,F
f

2
and F b

2,

ath=g = 5.0,1.0 and -3.0.

FIG .11. O ctupole strength distributionsforferm ionic and bosonic operators,F
f

3
and F b

3,at

h=g = 5.0,1.0 and -3.0.

FIG .12. Tim e dependentoscillation ofthe bose-ferm isystem at h=g = -3.0 after an external

im pulse offerm ionic m onopole-type,Eq.(38). Tim e dependences ofthe root-m ean-square radii

(in unitsof�)offerm ions(upper�gure)and ofbosons(m iddle �gure)are shown. Param etersof

the im pulse are:�!=! 0 = 0:01 and !0�t= 0:01. Di�erentialequation in tim e issolved with the

tim e-m esh of0.05!
� 1
0

up to tm ax = 100=!0.The lowest�gure showsthe Fouriertransform (in an

arbitrary unit)oftheferm ionicrm sradiusdeviation from theground state,hr2fi(t)� hr2fi0,which

correspondsto the ferm ionicstrength distribution given in Fig.3 ath=g = � 3:0.
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FIG .13. Tim e dependence of the oscillations of ferm ions and bosons at h=g = 5:0 for an

out-of-phase type externaldipole im pulse,Eq.(39). Upperand m iddle �guresshow the ferm ion

and boson center-of-m assin theunitof� againstelapsed tim e in theunitof!
� 1
0 .Param etersare

given by �z=� = 0:01 and ! 0�t= 0:01.Calculation isperform ed with tim e-m esh of0.05!
� 1
0

and

up to tm ax = 100=!0. The lowest�gure showsthe Fouriertransform (in an arbitrary unit)ofthe

relative distance offerm ions and bosons,N fhzfi� N bhzbi,with an energy resolution of� 10� 2.

The�gurecorrespondsto thestrength distribution oftheout-of-phasetypein Fig.7 ath=g = 5:0.
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