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Slow rotation ofa superuid trapped Ferm igas

M ichael Urban and Peter Schuck
Institut de Physique Nucl�eaire, F-91406 O rsay C�edex, France

The m om entofinertia,�,isone ofthe possible observablesforthe experim entaldeterm ination

whetheratrapped Ferm isystem hasreached theBCS transition ornot.In thisarticleweinvestigate

in detailthe tem perature dependence of� below the criticaltem perature T c.Specialcare istaken

to accountforthesm allsizeofthesystem ,i.e.,forthefactthatthetrapping frequency ~! isofthe

sam eorderofm agnitudeasthegap �.Itisshown thattheusualtransportapproach,corresponding

to theleading orderofan expansion in powersof~,isnotaccurate in thiscase.Itturnsoutthat�

doesnotchange rapidly ifT becom essm allerthan Tc,butitratherdecreasesslowly.Q ualitatively

thisbehaviorcan be explained within the two-uid m odel,which again correspondsto the leading

orderin ~.Q uantitatively we�nd deviationsfrom thetwo-uid m odeldueto thesm allsystem size.

PACS num bers:67.,03.65.Sq,05.30.Fk

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Since the �rstobservation ofBose-Einstein condensa-

tion ofm agneticallytrapped bosonicatom s[1,2,3]ithas

becom e clear that ultra-cold trapped atom ic gases pro-

videan excellenttooltostudyquantum e�ectsin system s

which arealm ostvisible to the naked eye.Forexam ple,

quantized vortices in the Bose condensate were created

by stirring the Bose condensate with the help ofa laser

beam [4].Alsothequantum pressurerelated to thePauli

principlecould beobserved in gasesoftrapped ferm ionic

atom s[5,6],which provesthattem peratureswellbelow

the degeneracy tem peraturecan be reached.

Ifitwaspossibleto trap two spin statesofa ferm ionic

isotope with attractive interaction,and to coolthe sys-

tem below the criticaltem perature Tc,one could study

the BCS transition to the superuid phase. Unlike the

transition ofa Bosegasto theBose-Einstein condensate,

theBCS transition ofaFerm igasalm ostdoesnotchange

thedensitypro�leoftheatom iccloud [7].However,there

areotherobservableswhich m ay allow to distinguish be-

tween the norm al-uid and the superuid phase. In a

preceding paper[8]them om entofinertia wasproposed,

since itis m uch sm allerin the superuid phase than in

the norm al-uid phase (see also Ref.[9]). Another ob-

servable changing from one phase to the other are the

frequenciesofcollective m odes[9,10,11]. Forexam ple,

thefrequency oftheso-called \scissorsm ode",an oscilla-

tion ofthesym m etryaxisofthecloud with respecttothe

sym m etry axisofthe trap,isclosely related to the m o-

m entofinertia [8].Recently onem oreobservableforthe

detection ofthe BCS transition was proposed,nam ely

the change ofthe deform ation ofthe cloud during the

expansion ofthe system when the trapping potentialis

switched o� [12].

The m om entofinertia ofa superuid gasoftrapped

ferm ionic atom s at zero tem perature was evaluated for

the�rsttim ein Ref.[8]in closeanalogytothecalculation

ofthe m om ent ofinertia ofsuperuid nuclei[13]. This

derivation was very sim ilar to the one given by M igdal

m orethan 40 yearsago [14],exceptthateverything was

reform ulated in phase space in term s ofW igner trans-

form s.In thepresentarticlewewillgeneralizethecalcu-

lation ofRef.[8]to thecaseofnon-zero tem perature.In

addition,wewillgivea derivation which furtherclari�es

certain points which in Ref.[8]m ay have been passed

overratherquickly.

In addition to thetem peraturedependenceofthem o-

m ent ofinertia,we willaddress an interesting question

which is relevant already at zero tem perature. In nu-

clearphysicsitiswellknown thatthem om entofinertia

ofsuperuid nucleiism uch sm allerthan the rigid-body

value,butstillhigherthan the value corresponding to a

purely irrotationalm otion,and that the currentsin ro-

tating nucleihave both rotationaland irrotationalcom -

ponents [13]. The sam e behavior is found in trapped

Ferm igasesatzero tem perature [8].In contrastto this,

the ordinary hydrodynam icalortransportequationsfor

superuids at zero tem perature, which can be derived

from the ~ ! 0 lim it of the tim e-dependent Hartree-

Fock-Bogoliubov (TDHFB)equation [15,16,17,18,19]

allow only fora purely irrotationalm otion.W ewillwork

outthisdi�erenceand discussthelim itsofvalidity ofthe

hydrodynam icaldescription.

The article isorganized asfollows:In Sect.IIwe give

a briefreview ofthe form alism ,m ainly in order to re-

callsom ede�nitionsand to clarify ournotation.In Sect.

III we derive the expression for the density m atrix of

theslowly rotating system within linear-responsetheory.

Thisisthegeneralization ofthecalculation ofRef.[8]to

non-zero tem peratures. In Sect.IV we again derive the

linearresponseofthe density m atrix,butnow using the

leadingorderofthe~ expansion oftheTDHFB equation.

In Sect.V we show num ericalresultsforthe m om entof

inertia obtained within both form alism sasa function of

tem perature and interprete the results and their di�er-

ences. Finally,in Sect.VI,we sum m arize and draw our

conclusions.
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II. B R IEF R EV IEW O F T H E FO R M A LISM

Before considering the rotating superuid trapped

Ferm igas,we willbriey review the equilibrium case.

O urintention isto explain ournotation and conventions.

Detailed discussionsofthesubjectcan befound in m any

articles[7,8,20]and textbooks[21].

In thisarticleweassum eforsim plicity thatequalnum -

bers of atom s with two spin projections � = ";# are

trapped in a spin-independentharm onicpotential

V0(r)=
X

i= xyz

m !2
0i

2
r
2

i : (1)

Ifthedensityofthetrapped system isverylow,theatom -

atom interaction can be approxim ated by a zero-range

interaction with a coupling constant g proportionalto

the s-wavescattering length.Due to the Pauliprinciple

only atom swith oppositespin projectionscan interactin

thisway.Undertheseassum ptionstheham iltonian takes

the form

H =

Z

d
3
r

h X

�= ";#

 
y
�(r)

�

�
~
2
r

2

2m
+ V0(r)

�

 �(r)

� g 
y

#
(r) 

y

"
(r) "(r) #(r)

i

: (2)

The m ean-�eld potentialcorresponding to this inter-

action reads

V (r)= V0(r)� g�(r;r)= V0(r)� g�(r); (3)

where we have used the following notation forthe non-

localdensity m atrix:

�(r;r0)= h 
y

"
(r0) "(r)i= h 

y

#
(r0) #(r)i: (4)

(Note thatwith thisde�nition thelocalpartofthe den-

sity m atrix,�(r)� �(r;r)correspondsto thedensity per

spin state.) In the presence ofpairing correlations,the

pairing gap isgiven by the gap equation

�(r)= g�(r;r) (5)

wherethe pairing tensorhasbeen de�ned as

�(r;r0)= h #(r
0) "(r)i: (6)

It willturn out that the self-consistent solution ofEq.

(5)isdivergentasa consequenceofthezero-rangeinter-

action. In the literature severalwayshow to regularize

this divergence can be found [7,8,20,22],but in fact

the technicaldetails ofthe solution ofEq.(5) are not

im portantforourpurpose.

In order to write down the Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov

(HFB)equations,which relate the density m atrix � and

thepairingtensor� tothepotentialV and thegap�,itis

usefultoexpand allquantitiesin abasisofsingle-particle

wave functions ’n(r), where n represents allquantum

num bersexceptspin,i.e.,foran arbitrary operatorA:

A nn0 =

Z

d
3
rd

3
r
0
’
�
n(r)’n0(r0)A(r;r0): (7)

Expressing the �eld operators �(r)and  y
�(r)in term s

ofannihilation and creation operators an� and ayn�,we

recoverthe usualde�nitions

�nn0 = ha
y

n0"
an"i; (8)

�nn0 = ha�n0#an"i: (9)

The index �n0 in Eq.(9)denotesthe tim e-reversed state

characterized by ’�n0(r)= ’�n0(r).W e need also the m a-

trix elem ents hnn0 of the grand-canonical(m ean-�eld)

single-particle ham iltonian (i.e., of the single-particle

ham iltonian m inusthe chem icalpotential�)

h =
p2

2m
+ V (r)� �; (10)

and them atrixelem ents� nn0 ofthegap �.Forthem ore

generalcasethattheham iltonian isnottim e-reversalin-

variant,we introduce the notation �A nn0 = A �n0�n. Ifthe

m atricesm entioned abovearecom bined asfollows:

R =

�
� � �

� �y 1� ��

�

; (11)

H =

�
h �

� y � �h

�

; (12)

theHFB equations[21,23]can bewritten in theform of

a 2� 2 m atrix equation,

[H ;R ]= 0: (13)

W hat is relevant for our purpose is the spectrum of

the lowest lying quasiparticles,which for a su�ciently

sm allgap can be obtained within the BCS approxim a-

tion,which ism uch sim plerthan the solution ofthe full

HFB equation (13). W e choose a basis in which h is

diagonal,i.e.,hnn0 = hn�nn0.Then,within the BCS ap-

proxim ation,� and � arediagonal,too,and given by

�n =
1

2
�

hn

2E n

[1� 2f(En)]; (14)

�n =
� n

2E n

[1� 2f(En)]: (15)

The quasiparticle energies E n =
p
h2n + � 2

n and

the quasiparticle occupation num bers f(E n) =

1=[exp(E n=T) + 1] are determ ined by the diagonal

m atrix elem ents � n � �nn alone. If we neglect the

non-diagonalm atrix elem entsof�,which areirrelevant

forthe excitation spectrum and,apartfrom that,m uch

sm allerthan thediagonalones,wecan rewriteEqs.(14)

and (15)in the com pactform

R =
1

2
�

H

2E
[1� 2f(E )]: (16)
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Itisevidentthatthegeneralized density m atrix R given

by Eq.(16)solvestheHFB equation (13)ifh and � are

assum ed to be diagonal.

Forthe sphericalcase (!0x = !0y = !0z)and m oder-

ate num bers ofparticles (N <
� 104),the self-consistent

HFB equation can be solved num erically [20]. However,

forthedeform ed caseand largenum bersofparticles(ex-

perim entally num bersofthe orderN � 105 :::106 have

been reached),even within the BCS approxim ation,the

self-consistentsolution becom esnum erically intractable.

Thereforeitm ay be indicated to apply sem iclassicalap-

proxim ations. Sem iclassicalm ethods can becom e very

accurate forlarge num bersofparticles,and in addition

they often allow fora very clearinterpretation ofthere-

sults. To that end we willuse the W igner transform s

ofthe density m atrix �,the pairing tensor�,the single-

particle ham iltonian h,etc. The W ignertransform ofa

single-particleoperatorA isde�ned as

A(r;p)=

Z

d
3
se

� ip� s=~
A

�

r+
s

2
;r�

s

2

�

: (17)

The W igner transform h(r;p) of the single-particle

ham iltonian h is particularly sim ple: Itis justthe clas-

sical ham iltonian. W e also recall the useful relations

[A y](r;p) = A �(r;p) and [�A](r;p) = A(r;� p). O ne

advantageofthe W ignertransform sin sem iclassicalcal-

culations is the product rule for the W igner transform

ofthe product oftwo operators A and B [21],directly

leading to an ~ expansion:

[AB ](r;p)= A(r;p)exp

�
i~

$

�

2

�

B (r;p); (18)

wherethe sym bol
$

� standsforthe Poisson bracket

$

� =
X

i= xyz

�
 

@

@ri

!

@

@pi
�

 

@

@pi

!

@

@ri

�

: (19)

From thede�nition (17)itisclearthatthelocaldensity

can be written as

�(r)= �(r;r)=

Z
d3p

(2�~)3
�(r;p); (20)

As a very sim ple case we consider the Thom as-Ferm i

(~ ! 0) lim it for the density m atrix without pairing

correlations (i.e., � = � = 0) at zero tem perature.

Q uantum -m echanically thedensity m atrix isin thiscase

justgiven by theFerm isea �lled up to theFerm ienergy

�,i.e.,� = �(� h). To leading order in ~ the W igner

transform ofthis expression gives�(r;p)= �[� h(r;p)].

The corresponding (local)density reads

�(r)=
p3F (r)

6�2~3
; (21)

with the localFerm im om entum

pF (r)=
p
2m [� � V (r)]�[� � V (r)]: (22)

Eq.(21)togetherwith Eq.(3)can easily be solved self-

consistently [7,8]. Since the pairing gapsand tem pera-

turesconsidered in thisarticle are very sm allcom pared

with the Ferm ienergy,we willuse Eq.(21) also in the

presenceofpairingcorrelationsand atnon-zerotem pera-

tures.(Thee�ectofpairingcorrelationsand tem perature

on the density pro�le �(r)wasinvestigated in Ref.[7]).

Furtherm ore,in thisarticle we are notinterested in the

detailsofthe density pro�le �(r). Asshown in Ref.[8],

the self-consistent solution for �(r) can be described to

good accuracy by approxim ating the self-consistent po-

tentialV (r)again by a harm onicpotential

V (r)=
X

i= xyz

m !2i

2
r
2

i ; (23)

with \e�ective" frequencies !i > !0i (we consider an

attractive interaction,i.e.,g > 0) and an appropriately

readjusted chem icalpotential�. In the rem aining part

ofthisarticlewewillusetheapproxim atepotential(23).

In order to include the pairing correlations,one can

also use the HFB equation (13)in the lim it~ ! 0:

[H (r;p);R (r;p)]= 0: (24)

Thisim pliesthat,to leading orderin ~,ateach pointr

the solution R (r;p) as a function ofp is given by the

solution fora hom ogeneoussystem with thedensity cor-

responding to the localdensity at this point r [Local-

Density Approxim ation (LDA)]:

R (r;p)=
1

2
�

H (r;p)

2E (r;p)

�
1� 2f[E (r;p)]

�
; (25)

with the de�nition E (r;p) =
p
h2(r;p)+ � 2(r). In

term softhe W ignertransform �(r;p),the gap equation

[Eq.(5)]can be written as

�(r)= g

Z
d3p

(2�~)3
�(r;p): (26)

Inserting theexpression for�(r;p)corresponding to Eq.

(25) into Eq.(26), we obtain the following non-linear

equation forthe gap:

�(r)= g

Z
d3p

(2�~)3

�(r)

2E (r;p)

�
1� 2f[E (r;p)]

�
: (27)

Asm entioned before,thisequationisdivergentand needs

som eregularization (see Refs.[7,8,22]fordetails).

Contrary to the Thom as-Ferm iapproxim ation forthe

unpaired density m atrix,Eq.(21),which is valid ifthe

potentialcan be regarded asconstanton a length scale

of the inverse Ferm im om entum , the local-density ap-

proxim ation in thepaired caseisvalid only ifthepoten-

tialis also constant on a length scale ofthe coherence

length oftheCooperpairs.Thislattercondition isoften

not ful�lled. Therefore,in Refs.[8,25]an alternative

sem iclassicalm ethod for the calculation ofthe gap has

been proposed,which,however,resultsin an averagegap

(m oreprecisely:gap averaged overtheFerm isurface)of

alm ostthe sam em agnitudeasthe averagegap obtained

within the localdensity approxim ation.
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III. LIN EA R R ESP O N SE T O A SLO W

R O TA T IO N

In thissection wewilldescribethe form alism used for

the calculation ofthe m om entofinertia ofa superuid

gas oftrapped ferm ionic atom s. Looking at a system

rotating with angular velocity 
 around the z axis,we

can calculatethe m om entofinertia from

�=
hLzi



=

2




Z
d3rd3p

(2�~)3
(rxpy � rypx)�(r;p); (28)

where �(r;p) is the density m atrix ofthe rotating sys-

tem .Hencethem ain problem in calculatingthem om ent

ofinertia is to calculate �(r;p),from which also other

interesting quantities like the current density (per spin

state)

j(r)=

Z
d3p

(2�~)3

p

m
�(r;p) (29)

and the velocity �eld v(r)= j(r)=�(r)can be derived.

The system isputinto rotation by rotating the exter-

naltrapping potentialaround the z axis (ofcourse,for

this purpose the trapping potentialm ustnotbe axially

sym m etric). In the rotating fram e,however,the system

isstillin a stationary state.In thisfram e,the Ham ilto-

nian receivesthe additionalterm

h1 = � �h1 = � 
Lz ; (30)

which forsu�ciently sm all
 can betreated asa pertur-

bation.Thisperturbation inducesachangeofthedensity

m atrix,�1,and ofthepairing tensor,�1.Them ean �eld

potentialisnotchanged to linearorderin 
,since L z is

a tim e-odd operator.Linearizing Eq.(13),weobtain

[H ;R 1]= � [H1;R ]; (31)

whereH and R denotetheunperturbed quantities,while

H 1 and R 1 refer to the deviations. Assum ing that the

unperturbed quantities�,�,h,and � arediagonal(BCS

approxim ation), we can solve Eq.(31) for �1 and �1.

(Thisisequivalenttosolvingthelinearized G orkovequa-

tionsforthenorm aland anom alousG reen’sfunctionsat

equaltim es;see,e.g.,Ref.[23].) The solution reads:

�1nn0 = F
�h

nn0h1nn0 + F
��

nn0� 1nn0 ; (32)

�1nn0 = F
�h
nn0h1nn0 + F

��
nn0� 1nn0 ; (33)

where (with the short-hand notation � = �n,�
0 = �n0,

h = hn,h
0= hn0,� = �n,�

0= �n0,etc.)

F
�h

nn0 =
(� � �0)(h + h0)� (� � �0)(�+ � 0)

E 2 � E02
; (34)

F
��

nn0 =
(� + �0� 1)(�+ � 0)+ (� + �0)(h + h0)

E 2 � E02
; (35)

F
�h
nn0 =

(� � �0)(�� � 0)+ (� � �0)(h � h0)

E 2 � E02
; (36)

F
��
nn0 =

(1� � � �0)(h � h0)+ (� + �0)(�� � 0)

E 2 � E02
; (37)

In practice,Eq.(33)isan integralequation,since the

change of the gap, � 1, on the r.h.s.is related to the

changeofthepairing tensor,�1,by thegap equation.In

analogy to Eq.(26)the gap equation for the perturbed

quantitiesreads

� 1(r)= g

Z
d3p

(2�~)3
�1(r;p): (38)

The solution ofthis integralequation contains som e

subtleties.Forexam ple,thedivergenceappearing in Eq.

(38) as a consequence ofthe zero-range interaction has

to be regularized in the sam e way as the correponding

divergenceoftheunperturbed gap equation (26)(seeap-

pendix),and the derivationsofEq.(4.34)in Ref.[8],or

thesecondequationafterEq.(16)in Ref.[14]arenotvery

explicit about this point. However,these problem s can

be circum vented in the following way [15,18,19]: Sup-

pose allsingle-particle wave functions are m ultiplied by

thesam elocalphaseexp[i�(r)].Then theHFB equation

(13)can be rewritten in term softhe gauge-transform ed

m atrices

~R = e
i� R e� i� ; (39)

~H = e
i� H e� i� ; (40)

where

� =

�
� 0

0 � �

�

(41)

W e willconsider� assm all,i.e.,ofthe orderofthe per-

turbation.Then,to linearorderin theperturbation,the

gaugetransform ed HFB equation reads

[H ;~R 1]= � [~H 1;R ]; (42)

where

~R 1 = R 1 + i[�;R ]; (43)

~H 1 = H 1 + i[�;H ]: (44)

In thelatterexpression onehasto takeinto accountthat

h doesnotcom m utewith �.Explicitly,foraham iltonian

h ofthe form (10)and a localgap �(r)oneobtains

~h1 = � ~�h1 = � 
Lz �
~

2m

�
p � [r �(r)]+ [r �(r)]� p

�
;

(45)

~� 1(r)= � 1(r)+ 2i�(r)�(r): (46)

Togetherwith the gauge-transform ed gap equation

~� 1(r)= g

Z
d3p

(2�~)3
~�1(r;p); (47)

Eq.(42) is again a system ofintegralequations which

for an arbitrary function �(r) is com pletely equivalent

to the originalone,Eqs.(31) and (38). However,since

the perturbation ~h1 istim e-odd,the change ofthe gap,



5

~� 1,ispurely im aginary and thereforecan be elim inated

by an appropriately chosen function �(r). Physically,

thischoice of�(r)correspondsto a transform ation into

the localrest fram e of the Cooper pairs [24]. In this

particulargaugethe linearized HFB equation reducesto

~�1nn0 = F
�h

nn0
~h1nn0 ; (48)

~�1nn0 = F
�h
nn0

~h1nn0 ; (49)

and instead ofEq.(47) we have an equation which de-

term inesthe phase�(r):

0
!

= g

Z
d3p

(2�~)3
~�1(r;p): (50)

W e now proceed to the evaluation ofEq.(48). The

unperturbed quantities� and � enteringin F
�h

nn0 [Eq.(34)]

can berewritten in term sofh and � accordingtotheBCS

relations (14) and (15). In addition,as in Ref.[8],we

replace� n by itsaveragevalueatthe Ferm isurface,�,

becauseF �h and allotherrelevantquantitiesarestrongly

peaked at"F .Thisallowsusto writeF
�h

nn0 asa function

oftwo energies� = hn and �0= hn0:

F
�h(�;�0)=

[1� f(E )� f(E0)](� 2 + ��0� E E0)

2E E 0(E + E 0)

+
[f(E )� f(E0)](� 2 + ��0+ E E 0)

2E E 0(E � E0)
; (51)

where we have introduced the abbreviations E =p
�2 + � 2 and E 0 =

p
�02 + � 2. In contrast to Ref.

[8],we willnot drop the therm alquasiparticle occupa-

tion num bers f(E ) and f(E 0). As described in detail

in Ref.[8],the W igner transform ofan expression like

Eq.(48)can beevaluated sem iclassically in thefollowing

way.FirstwerewriteEq.(48)asan operatorequation:

~�1 =

Z

d� d�
0
F
�h(�;�0)�(h � �)~h1�(h � �

0): (52)

Then we use the Fourier representation for the � func-

tions, i.e., �(h � �) =
R
dt=(2�~)exp[(h � �)t=~], and

obtain

~�1 =

Z
d�� d"dT dt

(2�~)2
F
�h
�
�� +

"

2
;�� �

"

2

�

e
� i��T =~

e
� i"t=~

� e
ihT =2~~h1(t)e

ihT =2~
; (53)

wherewehaveintroduced the notation

~h1(t)= e
iht=~~h1e

� iht=~
: (54)

Toleadingorderin ~theW ignertransform oftheproduct

ofthe three operatorsin the second line ofEq.(53)can

be expressed asthe productoftheirW ignertransform s

[seeEq.(19)].Then theintegraloverT givesa� function

oftheform �[h(r;p)� ��]and theintegralover�� becom es

trivial.

However,forthe operatorproductin ~h1(t) [Eq.(54)]

we willnot use the product rule. In this sense we re-

sum certain ~ corrections to allorders. O ne can also

say that,sincetheW ignertransform ofEq.(54)involves

the classicaltrajectories (see below),the long-tim e in-

form ation is preserved. O n the other hand,developing

the W ignertransform ofEq.(54)with the productrule

(19)intopowersof~ would lead totheW igner-K irkwood

~ expansion,which is only valid in the short-tim e lim it

(see Ref.[21]). The di�erenttreatm ent ofthe operator

products in Eqs.(53) and (54) is necessary for the fol-

lowing reason:The operator~h1 connectsstateswith an

energydi�erenceoftheorder~!.Thisissm allcom pared

with theFerm ienergy,which istherelevantscaleforthe

variable �� [since the result ~�1(r;p)willbe used in inte-

grals over p],but not necessarily sm allcom pared with

the gap �,which isthe relevantscale forthe variable "

[this point willbecom e clearer when we investigate the

function F �h(�� + "=2;�� � "=2)explicitly].

In thecaseofthee�ectiveharm onicoscillatorpotential

(23)the W ignertransform ofEq.(54)can be calculated

exactly.The resultreads

[~h1(t)](r;p)= ~h1[r
cl(r;p;t);pcl(r;p;t)]; (55)

wherercl(r;p;t)and pcl(r;p;t)aretheclassicalorbitsin

thepotential(23)corresponding to theinitialconditions

rcl(r;p;0)= r and pcl(r;p;0)= p,which aregiven by

r
cl
i (r;p;t)= ricos(!it)+

pi

m !i
sin(!it); (56)

p
cl
i (r;p;t)= picos(!it)� m !irisin(!it): (57)

Putting everything together,weobtain

~�1(r;p)=

Z

d"F
�h
�

h(r;p)+
"

2
;h(r;p)�

"

2

�

�

Z
dt

2�~
e
� i"t=~~h1[r

cl(r;p;t);pcl(r;p;t)]: (58)

Now we proceed to the calculation ofthe response of

~�1 totheexternalperturbation h1,neglectingforthem o-

m entthereaction ofthepairing�eld to therotation,i.e.,

thep� r � term sin Eq.(45).In Ref.[8]thiscontribution

was called the \Inglis-Belyaev term " �IB
1
. In this case

theFouriertransform in thesecond lineofEq.(58)[with
~h1 replaced by h1 = � 
(rxpy � rypx)]can easily beeval-

uated with the aid ofEqs.(56)and (57). Inserting the

resultinto Eq.(58)and observing that F (�;�0) is sym -

m etric under the exchange ofits argum ents we obtain

[the argum entsofh(r;p)willbe suppressed forbrevity]

�
IB
1
(r;p)=

�

! �

2

�
rxpy

!y
+
rypx

!x

�

F
�h
�

h +
~!+

2
;h �

~!+

2

�

�

! +

2

�
rxpy

!y
�
rypx

!x

�

F
�h
�

h +
~!�

2
;h �

~!�

2

�

; (59)
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with the de�nition

!� = !y � !x : (60)

To sim plify the expression (59)furtherwe note thatthe

distribution function �(r;p)ischanged only in thevicin-

ity ofthe Ferm isurface,provided the Ferm ienergy is

large com pared with ~!� ,�,and T. Form ally thiscan

be inferred from the factthatF �h(�� + "=2;�� � "=2)asa

function of�� isstrongly peaked at�� = 0,which leadsus

to the approxim ation

F
�h(�� + "=2;�� � "=2)�

h

G

�
"

2�

�

� 1

i

�(��); (61)

with

G (x)= 1+

Z

d�� F�h(�� + x�;�� � x�): (62)

Atzerotem peraturetheintegralin Eq.(62)can beevalu-

ated analytically,whereastheterm scontainingthequasi-

particle occupation num bersf(E )and f(E 0)haveto be

integrated num erically. After som e m anipulations the

function G (x)can be written as

G (x)=
arsinh(x)

x
p
1+ x2

+
�

x

Z 1

0

d��

��

�
f(E + )

E +

�
f(E � )

E �

�

;

(63)

with E � =
p
(�� � x�)2 + � 2. W ithin the approxim a-

tion (61)thechangeofthedensity m atrix corresponding

totheInglis-Belyaevterm �nally takesthecom pactform

�
IB
1
(r;p)= 
�[h(r;p)]

h

rxpy

�

1�
!+ G � + !� G +

!+ + !�

�

� rypx

�

1�
!+ G � � !� G +

!+ � !�

�i

; (64)

with

G � = G

�
~!�

2�

�

: (65)

Now we willconsider also the change ofthe pairing

�eld �,i.e.,the phase �(r). As m entioned before,this

phase willbe determ ined by Eq.(50),where ~�1(r;p) is

obtained from the W ignertransform ofEq.(49). Again

we replace � n and � n0 entering in F �h
nn0 by the average

value�,which allowsusto expressF �h
nn0 asa function of

two energies:

F
�h(�;�0)= �

[1� f(E )� f(E0)]�(� � �0)

2E E 0(E + E 0)

�
[f(E )� f(E0)]�(� � �0)

2E E 0(E � E0)
: (66)

Then theW ignertransform ofEq.(49)can becalculated

sem iclassically asgiven by Eq.(58)with ~�1 and F
�h re-

placed by ~�1 and F
�h,respectively.Asitwasthecasefor

F �h(�� + "=2;�� � "=2),thefunction F�h(�� + "=2;�� � "=2)

isstrongly peaked at �� = 0,and weapproxim ateitby

F
�h(�� + "=2;�� � "=2)� �

"

2�
G

�
"

2�

�

�(��); (67)

with

G (x)= �
1

x

Z

d�� F�h(�� + x�;�� � x�): (68)

It turns out that the de�nitions (62) and (68) indeed

de�ne the sam e function G (x),which isexplicitly given

by Eq.(63).Inserting the W ignertransform ofEq.(49)

into Eq.(50),weobtain

0= � g

Z

d"
"

2�
G

�
"

2�

�Z
d3p

(2�~)3
�[h(r;p)]

�

Z
dt

2�~
e
� i"t=~~h1[r

cl(r;p;t);pcl(r;p;t)]: (69)

To solve this equation for the phase �(r) we m ake the

ansatz[8]

�(r)= �
m rxry

~

: (70)

Then thesecond lineofEq.(69)isjusttheFouriertrans-

form of~h1 = � 
(rxpy � rypx)� �(rxpy + rypx),which is

readily evaluated with theaid ofEqs.(56)and (57).Due

to the� functionstherem aining integralsaretrivial,and

Eq.(69)�nally becom es

0=
igm 2pF (r)rxry

8�2~2�

� [
!+ !� (G + + G � )+ �(!2

+
G + + !

2

� G � )]; (71)

which hasthe solution

� = � 

!+ !� (G + + G � )

!2
+
G + + !2� G �

: (72)

Using this expression we can also calculate the change

of the originalpairing �eld, � 1: Since the change of

thegauge-transform ed pairing �eld [Eq.(46)]iszero,the

originalpairing �eld ism odi�ed according to

� 1(r)= � 2i��(r)= �
2i��m r xry

~

: (73)

Havingcalculated thephase�(r),wecan now evaluate

Eq.(58) with the full~h1,i.e.,including in addition to

the Inglis-Belyaev term [Eq.(59)]also the response of

the density m atrix to the p � r � term s. This second

contribution to ~�1,which wewillcall�
M 1

1
,isobtained in

the sam e way as discussed above for the �rst one,and

the resultreads

�
M 1

1
(r;p)= ��[h(r;p)]

h

rxpy

�

1�
!+ G + + !� G �

!+ + !�

�

+ rypx

�

1�
!+ G + � !� G �

!+ � !�

�i

: (74)
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However, we are not interested in the change of the

gauge-transform ed density m atrix,~�1,butoftheoriginal

density m atrix,�1. According to Eq.(43) the relation

between �1 and ~�1 isgiven by

�1 = ~�1 � i[�;�]= �
IB
1

+ �
M 1

1
+ �

M 2

1
: (75)

Due to the sim ple r dependence of�,the W ignertrans-

form ofthe com m utator[�;�]isidenticalto the Poisson

bracketofthe W ignertransform sof� and �,i.e.

�
M 2

1
(r;p)= ~�(r)

$

��(r;p)

= �m

�

rx
@

@py
+ ry

@

@px

�

�(r;p): (76)

Aswedid before,wewillassum ethat� and T arem uch

sm aller than the Ferm ienergy. Therefore we can write

�(r;p)� �[� h(r;p)]and weobtain

�
M 2

1
(r;p)= � �(rxpy + rypx)�[h(r;p)]: (77)

The totale�ect ofthe phase �,i.e.,ofthe reaction of

thepairing �eld,on thedensity m atrix,which in Ref.[8]

wascalled the \M igdalterm " �M
1
,isthe sum ofthe two

contributions�
M 1

1
and �

M 2

1
:

�
M
1
(r;p)= � ��[h(r;p)]

�

rxpy
!+ G + + !� G �

!+ + !�

+ rypx
!+ G + � !� G �

!+ � !�

�

: (78)

Togetherwith theInglis-Belyaev term ,Eq.(64),and the

explicitexpression for�,Eq.(72),our�nalresultforthe

changeofthe density m atrix reads

�1(r;p)= 
�[h(r;p)]

�

rxpy � rypx

�
4G + G � (!

2

xrxpy � !2yrypx)

!2
+
G + + !2� G �

�

: (79)

G iven thechangeofthedensity m atrix,wecan im m e-

diately calculate the currentdensity j(r) [Eq.(29)]and

the velocity �eld v(r):

j(r)= �(r)v(r)= 
�(r)

�

rxey � ryex

�
4G + G � (!

2

xrxey � !2yryex)

!2
+
G + + !2� G �

�

: (80)

Itisinteresting to check explicitly thatthiscurrentful-

�ls the continuity equation. In the rotating fram e the

continuity equation reads

r � j(r)+ _�(r)� 
(ez � r)� r �(r)= 0; (81)

where _�(r)= 0 in ourcaseofa stationary rotation.Tak-

ingthedivergenceofEq.(80),wegetfrom thesecond line

acontributionproportionalto[r �(r)]� [ez� r V (r)].This

iszero,sincethegradientofthedensity in Thom as-Ferm i

approxim ation [Eq.(21)],r �(r),is parallelto r V (r).

Thus,thedivergenceofthecurrentisequalto thediver-

gence ofthe �rst line ofEq.(80),which exactly ful�ls

Eq.(81).Note thatthe contribution ofthe M igdalterm

iscrucialin orderto satisfy thecontinuity equation.The

easiestway to see this is to considerthe lim it � ! 1 .

In thislim itwe have G � ! 1 and �IB
1
(r;p)! 0,which

im pliesj
IB
(r)! 0. Hence,with the Inglis-Belyaev con-

tribution alone,Eq.(81)cannotbe satis�ed.

Asobserved in Ref.[8],thevelocity �eld v(r)describes

a m ixtureofrotationalm otion,correspondingto aveloc-

ity �eld proportionalto ez � r,and irrotationalm otion,

correspondingtoavelocity�eld proportionaltor (rxry).

The ordinary rigid rotation isrealized ifG + = G � = 0.

Thisisthe case ifthe tem perature approachesthe criti-

caltem peratureTc,wherethegap vanishes[thetem per-

ature dependence ofthe function G (x)willbe discussed

in Sect.V],butitcan also happen atzero tem perature

if� � ~! � ,asdiscussed in Ref.[8].Purely irrotational

m otion,asitisexpected in hom ogeneoussuperuids,is

reached ifG + = G � = 1. This is only possible ifthe

tem peratureisvery low and if� � ~! � .

Forcom pletenessletusalso discussthe change ofthe

pairing tensor,�1(r;p),which can be obtained in a way

com pletely analogousto the calculation ofthe changeof

the density m atrix,�1(r;p).The resultreads

�1(r;p)=
2i~


m �

!+ !� G + G �

!2
+
G + + !2� G �

pxpy�[h(r;p)]

� 2i�(r)�(r;p): (82)

Sincethelastterm isoftheorder~� 1 [seeEq.(70)],ithas

been argued that a sem iclassicaldescription is possible

only in the particular gauge where � + � 1 is realand

wherethisterm vanishes[18,19].

IV . SU P ER FLU ID R O TA T IO N IN T R A N SP O R T

T H EO R Y

Thetransportorhydrodynam icalequationsforsuper-

uid system scan bederived by taking the~ ! 0 lim itof

the tim e-dependentHartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (TDHFB)

equation [18,21,23]

i~ _R = [H ;R ]; (83)

i.e.,by replacingtheW ignertransform softhecom m uta-

torsin Eq.(83)by Poisson bracketsoftheW ignertrans-

form s[15,16,17,18,19].Dueto thetransform ation into

therotating fram e,wearedealing with a staticproblem ,

where the TDHFB equation (83) reduces to the HFB

equation (13).Again wem akeuseofthegaugetransfor-

m ation and retain only term soflinearorderin the per-

turbation.Then,if�(r)ischosen such that ~� 1 vanishes

[Eq.(50)],the leading orderin ~ ofEq.(42)becom es

i~h
$

�~�1 + 2�~� 1 = � i~~h1
$

��; (84)

i~�
$

�~�1 � 2h~�1 = i~~h1
$

��: (85)
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In this equation and in the rem aining part ofthis sec-

tion,h,�,�,etc.denote the W igner transform s ofthe

correspondingoperators;theargum entsrand p aresup-

pressed forbrevity.

Let us �rststudy the zero-tem perature lim it,T = 0.

In thiscasetheunperturbed quantitiesaregiven by � =

(1 � h=E )=2 and � = �=2E [see Eq.(25) in the lim it

T ! 0],and itiseasy to show that(~h1
$

��)h = (~h
$

��)�.

Thus,for� 6= 0,thesolution ofEqs.(84)and (85)reads

~�1 = 0; (86)

~�1 = �
i~

2�
(~h1

$

��): (87)

As we willsee,the relation ~�1 = 0 im plies thatthe ve-

locity �eld iscom pletely irrotationalindependentofthe

m agnitude of�,which is a well-known property ofho-

m ogeneoussuperuid system satT = 0.

Now we are going to determ ine the phase �. To that

end we insertEq.(87)into Eq.(50). Ifwe m ake again

the ansatz(70),weobtain the following equation:

0= �
ig~

2�

Z
d3p

(2�~)3

�

(
+ �)rx

@�

@ry
� (
� �)ry

@�

@rx

�

:

(88)

[Note that in this equation � stillrefers to the W igner

transform ofthe non-localdensity m atrix,�(r;p).] It

is clear that in generalthis equation does not have a

solution for allr, since the ansatz (70) is not general

enough.Butundercertain assum ptionsitturnsoutthat

thisansatz issu�cient.Firstly,we assum ethatthe gap

�(r)iseitherreplaced by aconstantcorrespondingtoits

averagevalueattheFerm isurface(asitwasdonein the

previous section),or that �(r) is calculated within the

LDA.In theseboth casesthefunction �(r)can form ally

bewritten as�[V (r)].Usingthis,wede�nethefollowing

short-hand notation:

d�

dV
=

d�

dh

dh

dV
+

d�

d�

d�

dV
= �

� 2

2E 3
+

h�

2E 3

d�

dV
; (89)

which allowsus to write r � = (d�=dV )r V . Secondly,

asin the previoussection,we assum e thatthe potential

V (r)isa harm onicoscillator.Then Eq.(88)becom es

0 = �
ig~m rxry

2�

Z
d3p

(2�~)3

d�

dV

� [
(!2y � !
2

x)+ �(!2

y + !
2

x)]; (90)

with the solution

� = �0 = � 

!2y � !2x

!2y + !2x
: (91)

Not surprisingly,this result is identicalto the ~ ! 0

lim itofEq.(72),since forT = 0 we have G (0)= 1 and

consequently lim
~! 0 G � = 1.

Asin theprevioussection,thephase� im pliesachange

ofthedensity m atrix,�1,dueto theinversegaugetrans-

form ation,which to leading orderin ~ reads

�1 = ~�1 + ~�
$

��: (92)

Aswehaveseen,the�rstterm vanishes.Thus,to linear

order in the perturbation,Eq.(92) can be rewritten in

the following,m oresuggestiveway:

�(r;p)+ �1(r;p)= �[r;p + ~r �(r)]: (93)

From thisequation itfollowsim m ediately thattheveloc-

ity �eld isgiven by

v(r)= �
~

m
r �(r); (94)

which is com pletely irrotational. Note that this result

does not depend on the form of�(r) and the approxi-

m ations m ade to calculate �(r). It also does not atall

depend on the m agnitude of�,aslong as� 6= 0. Itis

rathera directconsequenceofthevanishing of~�1,which

in turn followsim m ediately from the ~ ! 0 lim itofthe

linearized HFB equationsfortim e-odd perturbationsand

zero tem perature. However,aswe have seen in the pre-

vioussection,in a sm allsystem where~! isofthe sam e

orderofm agnitude as�,the velocity �eld isnotirrota-

tional.O urconclusion isthatoneshould becarefulwhen

applying transporttheory to such system s.

So far we have considered only the zero-tem perature

lim it.In the rem aining partofthissection we aregoing

to consideralso thecaseT > 0.In thiscaseitisdi�cult

to solve the coupled Eqs.(84)and (85). However,ifwe

in analogy to the previous section assum e that the the

unperturbed gap � is constant, we �nd the following

solution for ~�1 and ~�1:

~�1 =

�
d�

dh
�
�

h

d�

dh

�
~h1 =

df(E )

dE
~h1 ; (95)

~�1 = �
i~

2h

d�

dh
(~h1

$

�h): (96)

Ifweagain m aketheansatz(70)and insertEq.(96)into

Eq.(50),we�nd � = � 0 asin thezero-tem peraturecase

[see Eq.(91)]. This could have been anticipated from

the ~ ! 0 lim it ofEq.(72),which does notdepend on

the actualvalue ofG (0). Finally we are now going to

calculate �1. To that end we insert Eqs.(95) and (70)

with � = �0 into Eq.(92),and weobtain

�1 = � 

df(E )

dE
(rxpy � rypx)

� �0

�
df(E )

dE
�
d�

dh

�

(rxpy + rypx): (97)

Since df(E )=dE and d�=dh are both strongly peaked at

theFerm isurface,wecan m akethesam eapproxim ation

as in the previous section,i.e.,we replace the strongly
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peaked functions by � functions with the appropriate

strength.Noting that

lim
x! 0

G (x)= 1+

Z

d�
� 2

�

d

d�

f(E )

E
= 1+

Z

d�
df(E )

dE
;

(98)

wecan write the resultas

�1 = 
[1� G (0)]�(h)(rxpy � rypx)

� �0G (0)�(h)(rxpy + rypx); (99)

which is in perfect agreem ent with the ~ ! 0 lim it of

Eqs.(64)and (78).

V . R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

Using the results for change ofthe non-localdensity

m atrix�1(r;p)given in theprevioussections,wecan now

calculatethem om entofinertia.Itshouldberem em bered

thatan idealFerm igasatzerotem peraturebehaveslikea

rigid body,i.e.,thevelocity�eld isgiven byv(r)= 
e z�

r. Since the criticaltem perature forthe BCS transition

isvery low,� willapproach the rigid-body value � rigid

forT ! Tc.UsingtheThom as-Ferm idensity pro�le(21)

with the e�ective harm onic oscillatorpotential(23),we

can im m ediately calculate� rigid.Theresultreads

� rigid =
�4(!2x + !2y)

12~3!3x!
3
y!z

: (100)

In term sof� rigid them om entofinertia ofthesuperuid

system asobtained from �1(r;p)can be written as

� = � rigid

�

1�
8!2x!

2

yG + G �

(!2x + !2y)(!
2

+
G + + !2� G � )

�

: (101)

In the ~ ! 0 (transport)lim it,where G � ! G (0),Eq.

(101)reducesto

� = � rigid

h

1� G (0)+ G (0)

�!2y � !2x

!2y + !2x

�2i

: (102)

In fact, this form ula can be understood very easily.

The m om entofinertia corresponding to the purely irro-

tationalvelocity �eld asitisexpected fora largesuper-

uid system atzerotem perature,v(r)= � �0r (rxry),is

given by

� irrot = � rigid

�!2y � !2x

!2y + !2x

�2
: (103)

W ithin the two-uid m odel a hom ogeneous system of

density � isdescribed asa m ixture ofa superuid com -

ponent ofdensity �s and a norm al-uid com ponent of

density �n,with �s + �n = �. AtT = 0 one has�s = �

and �n = 0,whereas at T � Tc one has �s = 0 and

�n = �.Ifthism odelwascorrectalso for�nite system s,

onewould expectthatthe m om entofinertia isgiven by

� =
�n

�
� rigid +

�s

�
� irrot: (104)

Thiswould beexactlyEq.(102),ifwecould identify G (0)

with �s=�. In fact,the m icroscopic calculation of�s for

a hom ogeneoussystem gives[27]

�s = � �
1

6�2m ~3

Z 1

0

dpp
4

�

�
df(E )

dE

�

; (105)

with E =
p
(p2=2m � �)2 + � 2. Noting that the in-

tegrand is peaked at p = pF and rem em bering � =

p3F =6�
2
~
3,werewritethisas

�s

�
� 1+

Z

d�
df(E )

dE
: (106)

with � = p2=2m � �. Asnoted in Sect.IV,the r.h.s.of

thisequation isidenticalto lim x! 0 G (x),so thatwe are

leftwith

�s

�
= G (0): (107)

The previous paragraph can be sum m arized in the

statem ent that the transport approach, corresponding

to the leading orderofthe ~ expansion,reproducesthe

two-uid m odelfor hom ogeneous system s. It does not

give any �nite-size corrections,as can be seen from the

factthattheresultdoesnotdepend on thetrapping fre-

quencies,except for the purely geom etricaldependence

contained in � rigid and � irrot. In contrast to this,the

m ethod described in Sect.IIIiscapable to describe the

di�erent behavior ofthe system depending on whether

the trapping frequencies (m ultiplied by ~) are sm allor

largecom pared with thegap �.Thisdependenceisgov-

erned by the G � factorsappearing in Eq.(101),result-

ingfrom thelong-tim ebehavioroftheoperator~h1(t)[see

discussion afterEq.(54)].In orderto reproducethisbe-

haviorwithin the~ expansion,onewould havetoresum a

certain classofcorrectionsproportionalto ~!� =� to all

orders,in particularifonewantstocoverthewholerange

ofpossible param etersfrom ~!� � � to ~! � � �.

Letusnow proceed toaquantitativeanalysis.In order

to calculate the m om ent ofinertia � as a function of

tem perature,weneed thetem peraturedependenceofthe

gap �.Asin Ref.[8],wewillassum ethatitisdescribed

by thesam euniversalfunction relating �=� 0 to T=Tc in

hom ogeneousm atter,where� 0 denotesthegap atT = 0

and Tc = 0:567� 0. This universalfunction is given by

the solution ofthe non-linearequation [26]

� ln

�
�

� 0

�

=

Z

d�
f(E )

E
: (108)

Forcom pletenessitisdisplayed in Fig.1.

For the calculation ofthe m om ent ofinertia we also

need the function G ("=2�),which dependson T via the
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FIG .1: Universalfunction for the tem perature dependence

ofthe gap (Tc = 0:567� 0).
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FIG .2: Behavior ofthe function G ("=2�)for di�erenttem -

peraturesbetween 0 and Tc.

tem perature dependence of� discussed above,and via

theexplicittem peraturedependenceofthefunction G (x)

due to the therm alquasiparticle occupation num bersas

given by Eq.(63).Ifonly thetem peraturedependenceof

�wasincluded,G ("=2�)asafunction of"would becom e

very strongly peaked at"= 0 forT ! Tc.However,due

to the explicit tem perature dependence ofthe function

G (x),the peak issuppressed and asa function of" the

function G ("=2�)even becom esm oreand m oreatwith

increasingtem perature,asshown in Fig.2.Thedecrease

ofG (0)when T approachesTc reectsthedecreaseofthe

superuid fraction in the two-uid m odel.

Next we have to specify the param eters of the sys-

tem . For our com parison we consider, as in Ref. [8],

583000 6Liatom s (i.e.,286500 atom s per spin state)in

a harm onic oscillator potentialwith average frequency

~! = ~(!x!y!z)
1=3 = 8:21nK.Thecorrespondingchem -

icalpotentialis � = 983nK. In order to sim ulate the

e�ectofthe self-consistentm ean-�eld potential,the fre-

quency has been chosen slightly higher than the fre-

quency oftheexternaltrapping potential(~!0 = 6:9nK)

[8].

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Θ
 / 

Θ
ri

gi
d

T / Tc

ωx/ωy = 0.8

ωx/ωy = 0.5

∆0 = 10 nK
∆0 = 20 nK
-h → 0 limit

FIG .3: M om ent ofinertia as a function ofT=Tc for sm all

(!x=!y = 0:8) and large (!x=!y = 0:5) deform ations in the

xy plane and two values of� 0 (10 and 20nK ). The short-

dashed linescorrespond to the ~ ! 0 lim it.

In the experim ents the traps are generally very elon-

gated,i.e. we have a strong deform ation � = !z=!? ,

where !? =
p
!x!y isthe average frequencey in the xy

plane.In ourexam pleswe choose � = 1=8.Thisresults

in aratherhighvaluefortheaveragetransversefrequency

of~!? = ~!=�1=3 = 16:42nK. In order to rotate the

system around the z axis,at least a sm alldeform ation

in the xy plane is necessary,which we param etrize by

� = !x=!y.(In practice,therotating deform ation ofthe

potentialcan be generated by a laserbeam [4].)

Them ain uncertainty com esfrom thegap atzerotem -

perature,� 0.Notethatthecouplingconstantgdoesnot

appearexplicitly.Them om entofinertia dependson the

interaction only via �,which can be written asa func-

tion ofT and � 0.The value ofthe criticaltem perature

Tc = 0:567� 0 is stillunder investigation. In addition,

the s-wave scattering length a ofthe atom s,and conse-

quently g,� 0,and Tc,can be tuned in the experim ents

by a m agnetic �eld due to the presenceofFeshbach res-

onances. Therefore we willtreat � 0 as a free param -

eter. As a rough estim ate,using the scattering length

a = � 2160a0,where a0 is the Bohrradius,one obtains

thatthegap � 0 averaged overtheFerm isurfaceisofthe

orderofm agnitudeof15nK [8],i.e.,ofthesam eorderof

m agnitudeasthe transversetrapping frequency !? .

In Fig.3 we display the m om entofinertia asa func-

tion ofthe tem perature for two di�erent deform ations

�.Thelowercurvescorrespond to a very sm alldeform a-

tion,� = 0:8.In thiscasethem om entofinertiaatT = 0

is very sm all. W hen T approachesTc,the norm al-uid

com ponentbecom esm oreand m ore im portantand con-

sequently the m om entofinertia increasesuntilit�nally

reachestherigid-bodyvalueatT = Tc.Q ualitatively the

behaviorissim ilarin thecaseofa strong deform ation in

thexy plane(uppercurves),exceptthatin thiscasethe

whole curve isshifted upwards,m ainly due to the m uch

largervalue of� irrot. The di�erence between the three

curvesshown foreach deform ation willbe discussed be-
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FIG .4:Currentdistributionsj(rx;ry;0)in the xy plane (ar-

bitrary units)for!x=!y = 0:8,� 0 = 20nK ,and fourdi�erent

tem peratures:T=Tc = 0,0:4,0:6,and 1.

low.

In orderto illustratetheorigin ofthetem peraturede-

pendenceof�,weshow in Fig.4thecurrentdistributions

forthecase� = 0:8 forfourtem peraturesbetween T = 0

and T = Tc. O ne can clearly see the continuoustransi-

tion from theirrotationalm otion atT = 0,resulting in a

sm allangularm om entum and thereforea sm allm om ent

ofinertia,to the rigid m otion atT = Tc.

Now we are going to discuss the di�erences between

the three curves shown in Fig.3 for each deform ation.

Theshort-dashed linescorrespondtotheresultsobtained

within the ~ ! 0 approach,Eq.(102).The long-dashed

and solid lines were obtained from Eq.(101),i.e.,they

takeintoaccountthedi�erencebetweenG � andG (0),re-

sultingfrom thelong-tim ebehavioroftheoperator~h1(t),

Eq.(54). From the de�nition (65) it is clear that this

di�erenceislessim portantforlargevaluesof�,and in-

deed thelong-dashedlines,correspondingto� 0 = 20nK,

are closerto the ~ ! 0 resultsthan the solid lines,cor-

responding to � 0 = 10nK. M ore precisely,the crite-

rion forthe validity ofthe ~ ! 0 approach seem sto be

~!? � � 0 ratherthan ~!? � �,asone m ightexpect.

Thissurprisingfactcan beunderstood by lookingatFig.

2:W hateveristheactualvalueofthetem peratureT [i.e.,

of�(T)],the value ofG ("=2�) can alwaysbe replaced

by G (0)if"=2� 0 � 1.

To show m oreclearly the non-trivialdependence of�

on �,we show in Fig.5 the m om entofinertia forzero

tem peratureasafunction of�forthesam edeform ations

as in Fig.3. The irrotationallim it, indicated by the

dashed lines,isreached for� ! 1 .If�ism uch sm aller

than ~!� (3:67nK in thecase� = 0:8and 11:61nK in the

0
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FIG .5: M om ent ofinertia for zero tem perature as a func-

tion of� for sm all(! x=!y = 0:8) and large (!x=!y = 0:5)

deform ations in the xy plane. The dashed lines indicate the

corresponding irrotationallim its.

case � = 0:5,respectively),the m om ent ofinertia even

approaches the rigid body value, and the ~ expansion

failscom pletely. Forexam ple,in nuclearphysicsstrong

deviationsfrom the irrotationalvalue arequite com m on

[13,14].

Finally letusbriey discussthe question whetherthe

m om entofinertia issuitable to detectthe superuidity

in experim ents. In principle the m om ent ofinertia can

bem easured directly by m easuring therotationalenergy

E rot =
�

2

2

: (109)

Since the rotation doesnotchange the potentialenergy

(atleastnotto linearorderin 
),the rotationalenergy

is equalto the di�erence ofthe release energies E rel of

therotatingsystem and ofthenon-rotatingsystem .(The

releaseenergyE relisthetotalenergyofallparticlesafter

the trapping potentialhas been switched o�, i.e., the

sum of the kinetic energy E kin and of the interaction

energy E int ofthe trapped system .) A disadvantage of

the direct m easurem ent ofE rot is that it requires two

identicalsystem s,one in rotation and one atrest. Asa

roughestim ateweapproxim atethereleaseenergyE relby

thekineticenergy E kin oftheparticlesin the\e�ective"

harm onicpotential(23),

E kin = 2

Z
d3rd3p

(2�~)3

p2

2m
�(r;p)=

�4

8~3!x!y!z
: (110)

Hence,as a function ofthe average transverse trapping

frequency !? =
p
!x!y and the deform ation � = !x=!y

weobtain

E rot

E kin

=
1+ �2

3�

�

� rigid

�



!?

�2
: (111)

Sinceweused linearresponsetheory,ourresultsarevalid

only forslow rotations,
 � ! ? .In particulartheangu-

larvelocity m ustbe sm allenough in orderto avoid the
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creation ofvortices.Foran optim isticestim atewechoose


 = 0:4! ? . Since the di�erence of� between T = T c

and T = 0ism ostpronounced forsm alldeform ation (see

Fig.3),wechoose� = 0:8.Using these num berswe �nd

E rot=E kin � 0:1� �=�rigid,i.e.,the m om entofinertia

m ightindeed be m easurable.

V I. SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

In this article we have discussed the tem perature de-

pendenceofthem om entofinertiaofaFerm igastrapped

in a slowly rotating trapping potential.The assum ption

ofaslow rotation allowed ustouselinearresponsetheory

(RPA),but it is clear that in this way certain interest-

ing e�ectslike the creation ofvorticescould notbe con-

sidered,since they depend non-linearly on the angular

velocity 
 ofthe rotation.

In Sect.III we derived the density m atrix ofthe ro-

tating system usinga sem iclassicalm ethod sim ilarto the

onedescribed in Ref.[8],butnow takingintoaccountthe

therm alquasiparticle occupation num bers, which were

neglected in Ref. [8] and which give rather im portant

contributions. O ne im portantpointis that the m ethod

takesinto accountthatthe energy di�erence ~!� ofthe

states connected by the perturbation ham iltonian (i.e.,

essentially by Lz)isnotnecessarily negligiblein com par-

ison with thegap �.Thisleadsto a non-trivialbehavior

ofthe density m atrix on ~!� =�. These e�ectscan also

be regarded as �nite-size e�ects,since ~! � vanishes in

hom ogeneoussystem s.

In Sect.IV wepresented an alternativem ethod forthe

calculation ofthedensity m atrix,whereonly theleading

orderofthe ~ expansion is retained. This is equivalent

to the transport or hydrodynam icalapproach which is

often used in the literature [9,10,12]. The qualitative

di�erence between the results obtained within the two

approaches is that the velocity �eld obtained in Sect.

III has irrotationaland rotationalcontributions at all

tem peratures,whereasthetransportapproach presented

in Sect.IV givesapurelyirrotationalvelocity�eld atzero

tem perature,as it is the case in hom ogeneous system s.

The dependence on ~!� =� m entioned above is m issed

within thisapproach.

In Sect.V we used the density m atrices obtained in

thepreceding sectionsforthecalculation ofthem om ent

ofinertia. The result can qualitatively be understood

within the two-uid m odel,which describes the super-

uid system asa m ixture ofa superuid and a norm al-

uid com ponent. The density ofthe norm al-uid com -

ponentiszero atT = 0 and approachesthetotaldensity

forT ! Tc.W ehaveshown thatthetransportapproach

exactly reproducesthistwo-uid m odel.Som ewhatsur-

prisingly,thecondition forthetransportapproach to be

valid turns out to be ~! � � 0,where � 0 is the value

ofthe gap at T = 0. This is less restrictive than the

condition ~! � �,in particular for tem peratures near

Tc.

W ithin thetransportapproach,them om entofinertia

increasessm oothly from the irrotationallim itatT = 0

to therigid-body valueatT = Tc.Thisisa consequence

ofthe increasing density ofthe norm al-uid com ponent

of the two-uid m odel. If the condition ~! � � 0 is

notful�lled,thebehaviorisqualitatively sim ilar,butthe

m om entofinertia is alwayslargerthan it is within the

transport approach,because in this case the rotational

contributions to the velocity �eld are always non-zero

due to the �nite-size e�ects m entioned above. In both

cases,the sm oothly increasing m om ent of inertia as a

function oftem peraturecan beobtained only ifthether-

m alquasiparticle occupation num bers are properly in-

cluded in the calculation. Itisnotsu�cientto perform

a zero-tem peraturecalculation and then replacethe gap

� by the tem perature-dependentgap �(T).

Looking at the size ofthe error m ade by neglecting

the �nite-size e�ects,we conclude that for the trapped

ferm ionic atom s,where ~! <
� � 0,the hydrodynam ical

approach isjustatthelim itofitsapplicability.However,

we would like to pointoutthatthere are otherphysical

situations,where ~! > � 0,and where �nite-size correc-

tions are crucial. For exam ple,the m om ents ofinertia

ofrotating superuid nuclei(T = 0)have atleasttwice

theirrotationalvalue[13].Also forthedescription ofsu-

perconducting m etallic grains in a weak m agnetic �eld,

corresponding to a perturbation h1 = (e=m c)p � A (r)=

(e=m c)B zLz (ifB is parallelto the z axis) and there-

fore being form ally equivalent to a slow rotation,these

correctionsm ightbe im portant.

The m ethod used in Sect.IIIforthe sem iclassicalso-

lution ofthe RPA in superuid system scan also be ex-

tended to the dynam icalcase, i.e., to tim e-dependent

perturbations. In this way collective excitations ofthe

superuid system ,in particularthe change oftheir fre-

quencies com pared with the norm al-uid phase,can be

described. So farthe collective m odes in the superuid

phasehavebeen studied eitherwithin thehydrodynam i-

calapproach[9,10]orquantum -m echanicallyforthecase

ofsphericalsym m etryand m oderatenum bersofparticles

[11].
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A P P EN D IX A :A LT ER N A T IV E D ER IVA T IO N O F

T H E M IG D A L T ER M

In Sect.IIIwe derived the changeofthe pairing �eld,

� 1(r),via a gaugetransform ation.Here wewillpresent

an alternative m ethod, which is m ore direct, but also
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som ewhatm oredi�cult.W e willsolvethe originalinte-

gralequation for� 1 which one obtainsby inserting Eq.

(33)into Eq.(38):

� 1(r)= � IB
1
(r)+ � M

1
(r)

= g

Z
d3p

(2�~)3
[�IB

1
(r;p)+ �

M
1
(r;p)]: (A1)

with

�
IB
1nn0 = F

�h
nn0h1nn0 ; (A2)

�
M
1nn0 = F

��
nn0� 1nn0 : (A3)

The W ignertransform softhese two contributionsto �1
can be calculated sem iclassically as given by Eq.(58)

with ~�1 replaced by �IB
1

and �M
1
,respectively,and F �h

replaced by F �h and F �� ,respectively.

The�rstterm in Eq.(A1),� IB
1
,hasalreadybeen eval-

uated in Sect.III [term proportionalto 
 in Eq.(71)]

with the result

� IB
1
(r)=

igm 2pF (r)rxry

8�2~2�

! + !� (G + + G � ): (A4)

Now we turn to the evaluation ofthe second term ,� M
1
.

The explicitexpression forF �� (�;�0)reads

F
�� (�;�0)=

1� 2f(E )

4E
+
1� 2f(E0)

4E 0

�
[1� f(E )� f(E0)](� � �0)2

4E E 0(E + E 0)

�
[f(E )� f(E0)](� � �0)2

4E E 0(E � E0)
; (A5)

which in analogy to F �h(�;�0)and F �h(�;�0)can be ap-

proxim ated by

F
��
�
�� +

"

2
;�� �

"

2

�

�
1� 2f(�E )

2�E
�

�
"

2�

�2
G

�
"

2�

�

�(��);

(A6)

with �E =
p
��2 + � 2. Using this approxim ation we get

[the argum ents ofthe functions h(r;p) and E (r;p) are

om itted forbrevity]

� M
1
(r)= g

Z
d3p

(2�~)3

h
1� 2f(E )

2E
� 1(r)

� �(h)

Z

d"

�
"

2�

�2
G

�
"

2�

�

�

Z
dt

2�~
e
� i"t=~� 1[r

cl(r;p;t)]

i

: (A7)

Atthisstage the disadvantageofthe presentm ethod as

com pared with them ethod used in Sect.IIIbecom esob-

vious,since we encountera divergentintegraloverd3p,

whereasin Sect.IIIallexpressionswere �nite. Thisdi-

vergence isthe sam e one which also appearsin the gap

equation (27) for the unperturbed gap in local-density

approxim ation. Ifwe assum e that this equation is reg-

ularized in som e way, we can use it to get rid of the

divergencein Eq.(A7),and we obtain

� M
1
(r)= � 1(r)+ g

Z
d3p

(2�~)3
�(h)

Z

d"

�
"

2�

�2
G

�
"

2�

�

�

Z
dt

2�~
e
� i"t=~� 1[r

cl(r;p;t)]: (A8)

Aswewillsee,theintegralequation(A1)canbesolvedby

the ansatz (73).W ith thisansatz the Fouriertransform

in Eq.(A8)can easily be evaluated and we obtain

� M
1
(r)= � 1(r)+

igm 2pF (r)rxry

8�2~2�
�(!2

+
G + + !

2

� G � ):

(A9)

Thecoe�cient� cannow bedeterm ined byinsertingEqs.

(A4) and (A9) into Eq.(A1). The solution,ofcourse,

coincideswith Eq.(72).

However,we have to adm itthatthe above argum ents

concerning the divergence in Eq.(A7) are a little bit

hand-waving. For exam ple,Eq.(27) (including an ap-

propriateregularization)isvalid only in thelocal-density

approxim ation,and itdoesnotallow fora constantgap

�,whilewehaveforsim plicity assum ed that� isa con-

stantin ordertoderiveEq.(A7).Such inconsistenciesdo

notappearwithin the form alism presented in Sect.III.

Itrem ainsto show thattheM igdalterm ,calculated as

thesecond term ofEq.(32),isconsistentwith theresult

given in Eq.(78). Thiscan be done with the aid ofthe

explicitexpression forF �� ,which turnsoutto be

F
�� (�;�0)= � F

�h(�;�0); (A10)

and the Fouriertransform of� 1[r
cl(r;p;t)].
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