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H artree-Fock-B ogoliubov theory versus local-density approxim ation

for superuid trapped ferm ionic atom s

M arcella G rasso and M ichael Urban
Institut de Physique Nucl�eaire, F-91406 O rsay Cedex, France

W e investigate a gasofsuperuid ferm ionic atom strapped in two hyper�nestatesby a spherical

harm onic potential. W e propose a new regularization m ethod to rem ove the ultravioletdivergence

in theHartree-Fock-Bogoliubov equationscaused by theuseofa zero-rangeatom -atom interaction.

Com pared with am ethod used in theliterature,ourm ethod issim plerand hasim proved convergence

properties. Then we com pare Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov calculations with the sem iclassicallocal-

densityapproxim ation.W eobservethatforsystem scontainingasm allnum berofatom sshelle�ects,

which cannotbe reproduced by thesem iclassicalcalculation,are very im portant.Forsystem swith

a large num ber ofatom s at zero tem perature the two calculations are in quite good agreem ent,

which,however,is deteriorated at non-zero tem perature,especially near the criticaltem perature.

In thiscase the di�erentbehaviorcan be explained within the G inzburg-Landau theory.

PACS num bers:03.75.Ss,21.60.Jz,05.30.Fk

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

In the lastfew yearsan increasing interest has

been directed towards ultracold gases oftrapped

ferm ionic atom s. M any experim entale�orts are

m ade to develop and im prove the techniques for

trapping and cooling ferm ionic atom slike,forin-

stance, 40K and 6Li. An interesting aspect of

trapped ferm ionicatom sin com parison with other

Ferm isystem sisthatparam eterssuch asthetem -

perature,thedensity,thenum berofparticles,and

even the interaction strength are tunable exper-

im entally. By tuning the m agnetic �eld in the

vicinity ofa Feshbach resonance[1],thescattering

length,which isrelated totheinteraction strength,

can be changed. This o�ers a wide range ofpos-

sibilitiesto investigatethe behaviourofthese sys-

tem sin di�erentexperim entalconditions. By us-

ing optical or m agnetic traps, tem peratures of

about 1

4
TF have been achieved [2, 3, 4], where

TF = �F =kB isthe Ferm item perature.

Allthesee�ortsarem ainly directed to the real-

ization and detection ofa phase transition to the

superuid phase below som e criticaltem perature

TC . In order to have a s-wave attractive inter-

action am ong the atom s, which can give rise to

s-wave pairing correlations below TC ,the atom s

haveto betrapped and cooled in two di�erenthy-

per�ne states. Thishasbeen achieved in a recent

experim ent[5],wherealso theFeshbach resonance

in the 6Liscattering am plitude has been used to

enhancethescatteringlength.Itseem sthatin the

sam e experim entsom e signalsindicating a super-

uid phasetransition havebeen observed.

From thetheoreticalpointofview m any calcula-

tionshavebeen perform ed in orderto predictand

study the equilibrium properties of the trapped

system when the phase transition takesplace. So

far allthese calculations are based on the m ean-

�eld approach. In Ref.[6]the trapped Ferm igas

wastreated in local-density approxim ation (LDA),

where the system islocally treated asin�nite and

hom ogeneous. In Ref.[7]som e correctionsto the

LDA for tem peratures near TC were obtained in

the fram ework ofthe G inzburg-Landau (G L)the-

ory. The �rst approach fully taking into account

the �nite system size was introduced in Ref.[8]

and studied further in Refs.[9, 10]. It consists

in a Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (HFB) calculation,

analogousto calculationsdone in nuclearphysics,

wherethem ean �eld and thepairing propertiesof

thesystem aretreated self-consistently.In Ref.[8]

also a regularization prescription for the pairing

�eld wasdeveloped:Sincethedensitiesin thetraps

areverylow,theatom -atom interaction can beap-

proxim ated by a zero-rangeinteraction.However,

this leads to an unphysicalultraviolet divergence

ofpairing correlationswhich hasto be rem oved.

In spite ofthe possibility to perform fullHFB

calculations,itshould bem entioned thatthesecal-

culationsarenum erically very heavy and therefore

lim ited tom oderatenum bersofparticles.Another

shortcom ing of present HFB calculations is that

they are restricted to the case ofsphericalsym -

m etry, while the traps used in the experim ents

are usually strongly deform ed.Hence,to describe

trapped system sunderrealisticconditions,onehas

to rely on calculationswithin the LDA.This isa

quite em barrassing situation,since even for large

num bersofparticlesthe resultsofHFB and LDA

calculations have not always been in good agree-

m ent(seeresultsshown in Ref.[8]).

In this paper we will present a detailed com -

parison between HFB and LDA calculations. In

particular,wewillshow thatthedisagreem entbe-

tween HFB and LDA calculationswhich hasbeen

found in Ref.[8]is to a certain extent caused by

theuseofan unsuitableregularization prescription

forthe pairing �eld in the HFB calculations. W e
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willpresenta m odi�ed regularization prescription

which was originally developed for HFB calcula-

tions in nuclear physics [11]and which is m uch

easier to im plem ent num erically. (As we learned

after sending the �rst version ofour m anuscript,

Nygaard etal.used thesam eprescription in their

calculation ofa vortex line in a dilute superuid

Ferm igas[12],withoutgiving a description ofthis

schem e.) Dueto itsim proved convergenceproper-

ties,this schem e leads to m ore precise results for

the pairing �eld,which in the case oflarge num -

bers ofatom s agree rather wellwith the results

ofthe LDA atleastatzero tem perature.Atnon-

zerotem perature,however,thedi�erencesbetween

HFB and LDA results turn out to be im portant

even for very large num bers ofparticles. For ex-

am ple,we �nd that the criticaltem perature ob-

tained within the LDA is too high,and that the

pairing �eld pro�le near the criticaltem perature

is not welldescribed by a LDA calculation: we

show with the HFB approach thatitactually has

aG aussian shape,asitwaspredicted in thefram e-

work ofthe G L theory in Ref.[7].

The paperisorganized asfollows:In Sec.IIwe

willpresentthe adopted form alism with a partic-

ular attention on the description ofthe regular-

ization techniques. In Sec.IIIwe willshow som e

com parisons between HFB and LDA calculations

and illustrations ofthe results obtained with dif-

ferent choices for the regularization m ethod. W e

willalso discussresultsobtained fornon-zero tem -

peratures and verify the quantitative predictions

ofthe G L theory.Finally,in Sec.IV wewilldraw

ourconclusions.

II. T H E FO R M A LISM

In thispaperwewillconsidera spherically sym -

m etric harm onic trap with trapping frequency !,

where N atom s ofm ass m populate equally two

di�erent spin states " and #,i.e.,N" = N #. As

m entioned in the introduction,the low density of

the system allows to introduce a contact interac-

tion fortheatom s,caracterized by thes-wavescat-

tering length a.Theham iltonian reads

H = T +

NX

j= 1

1

2
m !

2
r
2

j+
4�~2a

m

X

i< j

�
3(ri� rj);(1)

where T is the kinetic term . For convenience let

usintroducea coupling constantg de�ned as:

g =
4�~2a

m
: (2)

Sinceweareconsideringattractiveinteractions,we

have a < 0 and,consequently,g < 0. To sim plify

thenotation,wewillusein whatfollowsthe\trap

units",i.e.

m = ! = ~ = kB = 1: (3)

Thus, energies willbe m easured in units of ~!,

lengths in units of the oscillator length lho =p
~=(m !),and tem peraturesin unitsof~!=kB .

Beforedescribing theHFB approach,letusadd

som e com m ents on the validity of the ham ilto-

nian (1). The param etrization ofthe interaction

in term softhefree-spaces-wavescattering length

a isvalid atvery low densities,wherethedistance

between particlesism uch largerthan jaj.However,

ifthedistancebetween particlesbecom escom para-

blewith jaj,thebareinteraction hastobereplaced

by a density-dependente�ective interaction,asit

is done in nuclear physics (see also [13]). This is

particularly im portant in the vicinity of a Fesh-

bach resonance,where jajbecom esvery large. In

thiscaseitm ightbe necessary to include the Fes-

hbach resonance as a new degree offreedom into

the Ham iltonian [14].

A . H FB approach and regularization

procedure

The ham iltonian (1) willbe treated within the

m ean-�eld approxim ation.W ewillnotgo into de-

tailshereastheform alism hasbeen introducedand

extensively illustrated in Ref.[8]. The Hartree-

Fock-Bogoliubov (HFB)orBogoliubov-deG ennes

[15,16]equationsread:

[H 0 + W (R )]u�(R )+ �(R )v�(R )= E �u�(R );

�(R )u�(R )� [H0 + W (R )]v�(R )= E �v�(R );

(4)

where� collectsallquantum num bersexceptspin

(n;l;m ),u� and v� arethetwo com ponentsofthe

quasiparticle wavefunction associated to the en-

ergy E �, and H 0 is the following single-particle

ham iltonian:

H 0 = T + U0 � �; (5)

whereU0 =
1

2
r2 istheharm onictrappingpotential

and � the chem icalpotential. The Hartree-Fock

m ean �eld W (R )in Eq.(4)isexpressed by

W (R )= g
X

�

�
jv�(R )j

2 [1� f(E�)]

+ ju�(R )j
2
f(E �)

	
; (6)

wheref(E �)isthe Ferm ifunction:

f(E �)=
1

eE � =T + 1
: (7)



3

W ith a zero-range interaction the pairing �eld

�(R ) appearing in Eq.(4) would usually be de-

�ned as�(R )= � gh	"(R )	 #(R )i,where 	 #" is

the�eld operatorassociated with thespin states#

and ". However,this expression is divergent and

m ustbe regularized. The regularization prescrip-

tion proposed in Ref.[8]consistsin usingthepseu-

dopotentialprescription [17]:

�(R )= � glim
r! 0

@

@r

�
rh	 "(R + r

2
)	 #(R � r

2
)i
�
:

(8)

In practice,Eq.(8) is evaluated as follows: It

is possible to show that the expectation value

h	 "(R + r=2)	 #(R � r=2)i diverges as �=(4�r)

when r ! 0 if a zero-range interaction is used.

Now one adds and subtracts from this expecta-

tion valuethequantity 1

2
�(R )G 0

�(R ;r),whereG
0
�

is the G reen’s function associated to the single-

particle ham iltonian H 0,Eq.(5),and calculated

forthe chem icalpotential�:

G
0

�(R ;r)=
X

�

�0�(R + r

2
)�0�� (R � r

2
)

�0� � �
; (9)

where �0� denotes the eigenfunction of H 0 with

eigenvalue�0� � �.O ne can dem onstrate thatthis

G reen’sfunction divergesas1=(2�r)when r! 0.

Expressing h	 "	 #iin term softhe wavefunctions

u and v,one can writethe pairing �eld � as

�(R )= � g lim
r! 0

@

@r

h

r
X

�

�

u�(R + r

2
)v��(R � r

2
)[1� f(E�)]� v

�
�(R + r

2
)u�(R � r

2
)f(E �)

�
�(R )

2

�0�(R + r

2
)�0�� (R � r

2
)

�0� � �

�

+
�(R )

2
G
0

�(R ;r)

i

: (10)

The sum over� isno longerdivergentforr ! 0,

sincethedivergentpartof� 1

2
�G 0

� cancelsthedi-

vergent part ofh	 "	 #i. Thus,we can take the

lim it r ! 0 ofthis sum . O n the otherhand,the

divergenceofthelastterm isrem oved by thepseu-

dopotential prescription, which selects only the

regularpartofthe G reen’sfunction G 0
�:

lim
r! 0

@

@r

�
rG

0

�(R ;r)
�
� G

0reg
� (R ): (11)

Finally,� can be expressed asfollows:

�(R )= � g
X

�

�

u�(R )v
�
�(R )[1� 2f(E�)]

�
�(R )

2

j�0�(R )j
2

�0� � �

�

�
g�(R )

2
G
0reg
� (R ): (12)

O nce the regular part ofthe G reen’s function is

calculated fora given chem icalpotential� [8],the

HFB equationsaresolved self-consistently.

In practice,itisofcourse im possible to extend

the sum over allstates � and one has to intro-

duce som e cuto�. However,since the sum over�

converges,the cuto� should nota�ectthe results

if it is chosen su�ciently high. W e willdiscuss

about the rapidity ofconvergence ofthe regular-

ization procedure presented here with respect to

the introduced energy cuto�. W e willshow that

the convergence is quite slow. M oreover,the cal-

culationscan becom e heavy when system swith a

largenum berofatom saretreated,asthefunction

G 0reg
� hasto be calculated fora largevalue ofthe

chem icalpotential.A way to sim plify theregular-

ization procedure and to avoid to calculate G 0reg
�

isproposed in Ref.[11],wheretheprocedureof[8]

isextended tocalculationsfornuclearsystem s.W e

willdescribethism ethod in nextsubsection.

B . T hom as-Ferm iapproxim ation in the

regularization procedure

In Ref.[11]a sim pler regularization procedure

was proposed where the Thom as-Ferm iapproxi-

m ation (TFA)isused to calculatetheregularpart

ofthe G reen’s function. To that end letus write

the G reen’sfunction G 0
� by adopting the TFA for

the sum over the states corresponding to oscilla-

tor energies �0
nl

above som e su�ently large value

�C = N C + 3

2
:

G
0

�(R ;r)�
X

nlm

�
0

n l
� �C

�0nlm (R + r

2
)�0�nlm (R � r

2
)

�0
nl
� �

+

Z + 1

kC (R )

d3k

(2�)3

eik� r

k2

2
+ R 2

2
� �

; (13)

where

kC (R)=
p
2�C � R2 =

p
2N C + 3� R2 : (14)



4

O bserving that

Z + 1

0

d3k

(2�)3

eik� r

k2

2

=
1

2�r
(15)

and using Eq.(13),we can write the regularpart

ofthe G reen’sfunction asfollows:

G
0reg
� (R )= lim

r! 0

�

G
0

�(R ;r)�
1

2�r

�

�
X

nlm

�
0

n l
� �C

�0
nlm

(R )�0�
nlm

(R )

�0
nl
� �

+

Z + 1

kC (R )

d3k

(2�)3

�
1

k2

2
+ R 2

2
� �

�
1

k2

2

�

�

Z kC (R )

0

d3k

(2�)3

1

k2

2

: (16)

Evaluating the integralsoverk and sum m ing overthe m agneticquantum num berm ,weobtain

G
0reg
� (r)�

X

nl

�
0

n l
� �C

(2l+ 1)R 2

nl
(r)

4�(�0
nl
� �)

+
k0F (r)

2�2
ln
kC (r)+ k0F (r)

kC (r)� k0
F
(r)

�
kC (r)

�2
; (17)

whereR nlaretheradialpartsoftheoscillatorwave

functionsand

k
0

F (r)=
p
2� � r2 (18)

is the local Ferm i m om entum . As noted in

Ref.[11],thism ethod can beused beyond theclas-

sicalturning point (characterized by k0F (r) = 0)

by allowing for im aginary values of k0F (r). The

case that kC (r) becom es im aginary will not be

considered,because we assum e that N C is su�-

ciently largesuch thatthepairing �eld can be ne-

glected in theregionswherekC (r)isim aginary.It

should also be pointed out that already for,say,

N C � � + 10,Eq.(17) is an extrem ely accurate

approxim ation to G 0reg
� ,and gives results which

are alm ost undistinguishible from those obtained

by the num erically heavy algorithm proposed in

Ref.[8].

Now letussubstituteEq.(17)into Eq.(12).W e

have to choose a cuto� for the sum over single-

particle states. Instead of choosing a cuto� for

the quasiparticleenergiesE �,asitisdone in Ref.

[11],we can likewise restrict the sum in Eq.(12)

to the statescorresponding to those appearing in

the sum in Eq.(17). Thisisthe naturalchoice if

oneobtainsthewave-functionsu� and v� and the

quasiparticle energies E � by solving Eq.(4) in a

truncated harm onicoscillatorbasiscontaining the

statessatisfying �0
nl
� �C = N C + 3

2
. In thisway

weobtain thefollowingsim pleform ulaforthegap:

�(r)= � g
X

nl

�
0

n l
� �C

2l+ 1

4�
unl(r)vnl(r)[1� 2f(Enl)]� g

�(r)

2

�
k0F (r)

2�2
ln
kC (r)+ k0F (r)

kC (r)� k0
F
(r)

�
kC (r)

�2

�

: (19)

Finally,thiscan be rewritten in term sofa position dependente�ectivecoupling constant:

�(r)= � ge� (r)
X

nl

�
0

n l
� �C

2l+ 1

4�
unl(r)vnl(r)[1� 2f(Enl)]; (20)

where

1

ge� (r)
=
1

g
+

1

2�2

�
k0F (r)

2
ln
kC (r)+ k0F (r)

kC (r)� k0
F
(r)

� kC (r)

�

: (21)

W e stress again that the results obtained with

thisregularizationprescription,from now on called

prescription (a),coincidewith theresultsobtained
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with the prescription introduced in Ref.[8].

However,itwillturn outthatitisusefulto in-

troduce the following m odi�cation ofthe m ethod:

Letusreplaceeverywherek0F (r)by thelocalFerm i

m om entum taking into account the fullpotential

(trappingpotentialU0 plusHartree-Fockpotential

W ):

kF (r)=
p
2� � r2 � 2W (r): (22)

Form ally this replacem ent does not change any-

thing:Instead ofadding and subtracting theterm
1

2
�(R )G 0

�(R ;r) from the divergent expectation

valueh	 "(R + r=2)	 #(R � r=2)iwith G0� beingthe

G reen’s function corresponding to the harm onic

oscillator potentialU0,we can also add and sub-

tracta sim ilarterm involving theG reen’sfunction

G � corresponding to the fullpotentialU0 + W .

Also from Eq.(21) it is evident that in the lim it

N C ! 1 [i.e.,kC (r)! 1 ]theresultswillbeinde-

pendentofthe choice ofkF .However,we willsee

thattheconvergenceofthism odi�ed schem e,from

now on referred to asschem e(b),isvery m uch im -

proved.Thus,itispossible to use a m uch sm aller

cuto� NC without having a strong cuto� depen-

dence ofthe results.

C . Local-density approxim ation

Ifthenum berofparticlesbecom esvery large,it

isnaturaltoassum ethatthesystem can betreated

locally asin�nitem atterwith a localchem icalpo-

tentialgiven by � � U0(r).Thisassum ption leads

directly tothelocal-density approxim ation (LDA).

Form ally,the LDA correspondsto the leading or-

der ofthe W igner-K irkwood ~ expansion,which

isatthe sam e tim e an expansion in the gradients

of the potential[15]. Thus it is the generaliza-

tion ofthestandard Thom as-Ferm iapproxim ation

(TFA),which also correspondsto the leading or-

derofan ~ orgradientexpansion,tothesuperuid

phase.Herewewilladoptthenam eLDA in order

to avoid confusion with the fullHFB calculations

using theTFA only in the regularization prescrip-

tion,asdiscussed in Sec.IIB.Butin theliterature

also the nam e TFA isadopted.

In thecaseofa zero-rangeinteraction,theLDA

(or TFA) am ountsto solving ateach point r the

following non-linear equations for the m ean �eld

W (r)and the pairing �eld �(r):

W (r)=
g

2
�(r)= g

Z
d3k

(2�)3

�
1

2
� [1� 2f(E (r;k))]

�(r;k)� �

2E (r;k)

�

; (23)

�(r)= � g

Z
d3k

(2�)3

�

[1� 2f(E (r;k))]
�(r)

2E (r;k)
�

�(r)

2(�(r;k)� �)

�

; (24)

where

�(r;k)=
k2

2
+ U0(r)+ W (r); (25)

E (r;k)=
p
(�(r;k)� �)2 + � 2(r): (26)

The lastterm in Eq.(24)has been introduced in

order to regularize the ultraviolet divergence. In

fact,the pseudopotentialprescription used in the

previous subsections was originally m otivated by

the factthatitreducesto such a term ifitisap-

plied toahom ogeneoussystem [8,11].A m orerig-

orousjusti�cation ofthisterm isthatitappearsif

one renorm alizes the scattering am plitude oftwo

particlesin freespace[18].

Let us �rst consider the case ofzero tem pera-

ture,T = 0.In thiscase,and ifthegap � issm all

com pared with the localFerm ienergy �F = 1

2
k2F ,

Eqs.(23)and (24)can be solved (alm ost)analyt-

ically. Under these conditions the density practi-

callycoincideswith thedensityobtained for� = 0,

whereEqs.(23),(25),and (26)can betransform ed

into a cubic equation forthe localFerm im om en-

tum :

g
k3F (r)

6�2
+
k2F (r)

2
+ U0(r)� � = 0: (27)

For a given local Ferm i m om entum and under

theassum ption thatcorrectionsofhigherorderin

�=�F are negligible,Eq.(24) can be solved ana-

lytically.The resultisthe well-known form ula

�(r)= 8�F (r)exp

�

� 2�
�

2kF (r)jaj

�

: (28)

Now we turn to the case ofnon-zero tem pera-

ture,but we want to consider only tem peratures

below the criticaltem perature,i.e.,0 < T < TC .

Therefore,wecan neglecttheinuenceofthetem -

peratureon the density and haveto consideronly

the tem perature dependence of�. Letusdenote

the gap at T = 0 by � 0. Then the gap at non-

zerotem peraturecan beobtained from theapprox-
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im ate relation [19]

� ln
�(r)

� 0(r)
=

Z

d�
f
�p

�2 + � 2(r)
�

p
�2 + � 2(r)

: (29)

The solution ofthis equation leadsto a universal

function which givestheratio �=� 0 asa function

ofT=TC ,with TC � 0:57�0.Notethat,within the

LDA,the criticaltem perature isa localquantity,

TC = TC (r).

In order to com pare the LDA with the HFB

theory, with specialem phasis on the regulariza-

tion prescription,wewillnow introducea regular-

ization schem e for the gap equation within LDA

which is slightly di�erent from Eq.(24). Firstof

all,ifwewanttoinvestigatethecuto� dependence,

wehavetointroduceacuto� in Eq.(24).Secondly,

the regularization term introduced in Eq. (24)

correspondsto the regularization prescription (b)

described at the end ofthe previous subsection,

which isdi�erentfrom thatintroduced in Ref.[8]

and from theregularization schem e(a).Ifwewant

to com parethe LDA resultswith HFB resultsob-

tained with the originalprescription or with the

prescription (a),which involvesthe G reen’sfunc-

tion G 0
� ofthe potentialU0 and not the G reen’s

function G � ofthe fullpotentialU0 + W ,wehave

to replacetheenergy �(r;k)appearing in thereg-

ularization term by

�
0(r;k)=

k2

2
+ U0(r): (30)

Thus,the gap equation within LDA suitable for

com parison with the regularization schem e (a)

reads

�(r)= � g

Z kC (r)

0

d3k

(2�)3

�

[1� 2f(E (r;k))]
�(r)

2E (r;k)
�

�(r)

2(�0(r;k)� �)

�

: (31)

Atzero tem perature,T = 0,itisagain possibleto solvethisequation analytically,with the result

�(r)= 8�F (r)

s

kC (r)� kF (r)

kC (r)+ kF (r)
exp

�

� 2�
�

2kF (r)jaj
�

k0F (r)

2kF (r)
ln
kC (r)� k0F (r)

kC (r)+ k0
F
(r)

�

: (32)

The result corresponding to the regularization

schem e (b),Eq.(28),isrecovered from thisresult

by replacing k0F by kF . In this case there is no

cuto� dependence at all,but one should rem em -

ber that in deriving Eq.(32) we have im plicitly

assum ed thatthe cuto� liesabove the Ferm isur-

face.A weak cuto� dependencewould appearonly

ifcorrectionsto Eq.(32)ofhigherorderin �=�F
wereincluded.

III. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

In this section we willpresent som e num erical

results. In particular,we willinvestigate the con-

vergencepropertiesofthedi�erentrenorm alization

m ethods.Then,we willdiscussthe validity ofthe

LDA atzerotem perature.Finally,wewillcom pare

HFB and LDA calculations at non-zero tem pera-

ture.

In ournum ericalcalculationswewilluseforthe

coupling constant the value g = � 1 (in units of

~
2lho=m ). Ifwe consider 6Liatom s with scatter-

ing length a = � 2160a0 [20],where a0 = 0:53�A is

the Bohr radius,this value ofg corresponds to a

trap with ! = 2� � 817Hz. (Before relating this

to realexperim entalconditions,one should how-

everrem em berthatin theexperim entsthetrap is

usually axially deform ed,with a low longitudinal

trapping frequency !z and a high transversetrap-

pingfrequency!? .Forexam ple,in theexperim ent

described in Ref.[5],thetrappingfrequencieswere

given by!z = 2�� 230Hzand !? = 2�� 6625Hz.)

The choice g = � 1 also facilitatesthe com parison

ofourresults with those from Ref.[8],where the

sam evalueforg wasused.

A . C onvergence ofthe regularization

m ethods

In this section we willdiscuss the convergence

rateswith respectto thecuto� used in thenum er-

icalcalculationsfordi�erentchoicesforthe regu-

larizationprocedure.Asin Sec.IIwedenoteby(a)

the HFB calculationsm ade with the choice ofk0F
given by Eq.(18),and and by (b)thecalculations

m ade with the choice where k0F isreplaced by kF
asgiven by Eq.(22). Forourcom parison we use

a chem icalpotential� = 32~!,the corresponding

num berofatom sin the trap isN � 1:7� 104.
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In Figs. 1 and 2 we present the pairing �eld

� calculated atzero tem peraturewithin the HFB

and LDA form alism sfordi�erentvaluesofthecut-

o� NC from 50 up to 125. The results shown

in Fig.1 have been obtained with the choice (a)

forthe regularization forboth the HFB and LDA

calculations. W e veri�ed that the HFB calcula-

tionswith theexactG reen’sfunction G 0reg
� (with-

outTFA)give practically the sam e resultsasthe

m ethod HFB(a) for allthe values of the cuto�.

Thism eansthattheTFA in theregularizationpro-

cedure is very satisfying and reproduces wellthe

regularpartofthe oscillatorG reen’sfunction.

W eobservein Fig.1thattheagreem entbetween

LDA and HFB is reasonable for allvalues ofthe

cuto� NC . W e also notice that for N C = 125,

which is the m axim um value that we considered,

the convergence has not yet been reached and

therefore the pairing �eld would grow further if

we could increase the cuto� above 125. In Fig.2

we present the sam e calculations m ade with the

choice (b)for the regularization. Rem em ber that

with this choice,the pairing �eld within LDA is

independentofN C once N C lies above the Ferm i

surface. O n the otherhand,the HFB resultssat-

uratequite fastand arealready very closeto con-

vergence forN C = 75. Again,the LDA and HFB

resultsarein reasonableagreem ent.

By com paring Figs.1 and 2 oneobservesclearly

that the calculations (a), Fig. 1, are still quite

far from convergence even for the highestconsid-

ered cuto�. W e argue that the convergence rate

ofm ethod (a),which isthesam econvergencerate

as that of HFB without TFA in the regulariza-

tion prescription [8],is m uch slower than that of

m ethod (b). Thisism ore evidentin Fig.3 where

we plotthe HFB valuesofthe pairing �eld in the

centerofthetrap,�(0),forthetwo regularization

prescriptions (a) (stars) and (b) (diam onds) as a

function ofthecuto� NC .W ealso plottheresults

obtained within theLDA(a)(fullline)and LDA(b)

(dashed line) up to a cuto� ofNC = 104. In the

insetofthe �gure we m agnify the region ofcuto�

valuesbetween 50 and 150.W ecan observein the

insetthattheLDA(a)curve�tswellthecalculated

points for HFB(a). W e noticed that the LDA(a)

results converge slowly towards a pairing �eld of

about 6:86~!,at a very high cuto�,NC = 106.

For N C = 103 the pairing �eld in LDA(a) is still

only 6:37~!.Thisvery slow convergencerate can

beunderstood within theLDA by taking theratio

ofthe pairing �eldscorresponding to the m ethods

(a) and (b). Using Eq.(32) in the lim it ofvery

largekC ,onecan derivethe relation

� LD A (a)(r)

� LD A (b)(r)
� 1�

jgj
p
2[� � W (r)]

3�2
p
N C

+ � � � ; (33)

where W (r) represents the Hartree �eld (in the
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C
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HFB(a) (N
C
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HFB(a) (N
C
=100)

HFB(a) (N
C
=125)

LDA(a) (N
C
=50)

LDA(a) (N
C
=75)

LDA(a) (N
C
=100)

LDA(a) (N
C
=125)

FIG .1: Pairing �eld � (in units of ~!) as a func-

tion ofthe distance r (in unitsoflho)from the center

ofthe trap,calculated for the param eters � = 32~!

and g = � 1~
2
lho=m ,corresponding to N � 1:7 � 10

4

particles in the trap. The di�erent curves have been

obtained within the HFB and LDA form alism s using

the regularization prescription (a) for di�erent values

ofthe cuto� N C .
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HFB(b) (N
C
=50)

HFB(b) (N
C
=75)

HFB(b) (N
C
=100)

HFB(b) (N
C
=125)

LDA(b) 

FIG .2: Sam e as Fig.1,but with regularization pre-

scription (b). Rem em ber that with this prescription

the LDA result[Eq.(32)]isindependentofthe cuto�

N C .

presentcase,W (0)� � 16~!).

Astheagreem entbetween LDA(a)and HFB(a)

isgood in the region up to N C = 125,wesuppose

thattheconvergencerateforHFB(a)isthesam eas

forLDA(a). O n the contrary,within HFB(b)the

valuesofthepairing �eld in thecenterofthe trap

are6:81~! forN C = 100and 6:86~! forN C = 125:

we conclude that the convergence in this case is

m uch faster. In what follows we willalways use

the m ethod (b)forthe regularization procedure.
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FIG .3: Value ofthe pairing �eld in the centerofthe

trap,�(0)(in unitsof~!),asa function ofthe cuto�

N C ,obtained from HFB calculationswith theregular-

ization m ethods (a) (stars) and (b) (diam onds),and

from theLDA,m ethod (a)(solid line)and m ethod (b)

(dashed line). The param eters � and g are the sam e

asin Fig.1.

B . V alidity ofthe LD A at zero tem perature

As m entioned before, the param eters used for

the calculationsshown in Figs.1,2,and 3 corre-

spond toatrap with about1:7� 104 atom s.In this

case we found a good agreem entbetween the nu-

m ericalHFB resultsand theresultsobtained from

theLDA.However,onem ightwonderunderwhich

conditions the LDA is valid. To study this ques-

tion,onehasto look atsystem scontainingsm aller

num bersofparticles,since in sm allersystem sthe

quantum e�ects(in particularshelle�ects)which

areneglected in theLDA,aresupposed tobem ore

im portant.

In Fig.4wepresenttheHFB (fullline)and LDA

(dashed line)resultsforthepairing�eld in thecen-

terofthetrap,�(0),asafunction ofthenum berof

atom sN .The calculationsaredone again atzero

tem peratureand with a coupling constantg = � 1

in trap units.W eobservethatthetwocalculations

arein reasonableagreem entfornum bersofatom s

greater than about 5000,which con�rm s the ex-

pectation that the LDA is a valid approxim ation

forsystem swith a largenum berofatom s.

W hat is particularly interesting to look at in

this �gure is the region N <
� 3000. In this re-

gion the HFB resultsclearly show the shellstruc-

ture: the pairing �eld becom es zero for N =

240;330;440;:::,which are the harm onic oscilla-

tor \m agic num bers". O ne also realizes that the

centralvalue ofthe pairing �eld is sm aller ifthe

outershellcorrespondsto odd-parity states,than

0 4000 8000 12000 16000

N 

0

2

4

6

8

∆(
0)

HFB

LDA

0 1000 2000
0

1

FIG .4: Value ofthe pairing �eld in the centerofthe

trap,�(0)(in unitsof~!),asafunction ofthenum ber

of particles, N , obtained from HFB (solid line) and

LDA (dashed line)calculations[regularization m ethod

(b),cuto�N C = 100,couplingconstantg = � 1in trap

units].

in the case where the outer shellcorresponds to

even-parity states. This can be understood eas-

ily,sincethem ain contribution to thepairing �eld

com esfrom the statesneartheFerm isurface,and

only s statescan contributeto the pairing �eld at

r = 0. Usually one expects that the LDA should

atleastreproduce the value ofthe pairing �eld if

the uctuations due to shelle�ects are averaged

out, but our results show that the pairing �eld

calculated within the LDA is system atically too

high. This m ight be related to the fact that we

are looking at the pairing �eld at one particular

point (r = 0) rather than at the average gap at

the Ferm isurface,asproposed in Ref.[21].

W hen thenum berofatom sgrows,aboveavalue

of about 2500 the shell structure starts to be

washed out and gradually disappears due to the

stronger and stronger pairing correlations. This

happensin theregion wherethepairing�eld grows

up to a value ofabout~!:when the pairing �eld

becom escom parablewith theoscillatorlevelspac-

ingthepairingcorrelationsin aclosed shellsystem

can di�use pairs ofatom s towardsthe higher en-

ergy em pty shell,resulting in a non-zero pairing

�eld. G lobally,we observe thatforN > 5000 the

agreem ent between HFB and LDA is acceptable,

even ifthe LDA system atically overestim atesthe

valueofthe pairing �eld atthe center.

O fcourse,thenum berofparticlesneeded forthe

validity oftheLDA dependson thestrength ofthe

interaction;the truecriterion which hasto be ful-

�lled reads�LD A > ~!.Thiscriterion can even be

applied locally,asone can see in Fig.2:there the
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HFB and LDA resultsarein perfectagreem entex-

ceptin the region ofr>� 5:5lho,where� becom es

sm allerthan ~!.

C . R esults for non-zero tem perature

Now we will discuss som e results for tem per-

atures di�erent from zero. W e are particularly

interested in the following question: W ithin the

LDA,the criticaltem perature TC is di�erent at

each pointr,i.e.,when thetem peratureincreases,

the order param eter vanishes at last in the cen-

ter ofthe trap,where the localcriticaltem pera-

ture isthe highest.In contrastto this,within the

HFB theory,the gap and the criticaltem perature

are globalproperties,and naively one would ex-

pectthat,aslong asthetem peratureisbelow TC ,

the pairing �eld extendsoverthe whole volum eof

the system . W e willsee thateven in caseswhere

theLDA workswellatzerotem perature,itfailsat

non-zerotem perature.O n theotherhand,alsothe

notion thatthe gap vanishesglobally atT = TC ,

hasto be revised in these cases.

In Figs.5 and 6 we show the HFB and LDA

pairing �elds obtained at di�erent tem peratures,

again forg = � 1 (in trap units)and regularization

m ethod (b). The chem icalpotentials chosen are

� = 32~! in Fig.5 and � = 40~! in Fig.6,corre-

sponding to approxim ately 1:7� 104 and 4� 104

particles,respectively. W e observe that the good

agreem entobtained atzero tem perature isdeteri-

orated athighertem peratures. In Fig.5,already

at T = 2~!=kB the LDA reproduces badly not

only the tailofthe pairing �eld pro�le,but also

the pairing �eld in the centralregion ofthe trap,

in spite ofthe fact that the pairing �eld is still

largecom pared with ~! atthistem perature.The

LDA description gets worse and worse for higher

tem peratures and results in an overestim ation of

the centralpairing �eld and in a too drastic cut

ofthe queue ofthe pro�le atlarge distances. Fi-

nally,the LDA m ethod predicts a higher critical

tem peraturethan theHFB one.W eobserved that

TC is equalto 3:89 (in units of~!=kB ) for LDA

and to 2:98 for HFB.In Fig.6,the agreem entis

som ewhat better. Since the criticaltem perature

ishigherthan in the previouscase,the agreem ent

between LDA and HFB is m aintained in a wider

range oftem peratures. Up to T = 4 one can see

thatatleastthe centralregion ofthe trap iswell

described by LDA.For higher tem peratures, we

observethesam ekind ofdeterioration oftheLDA

resultsshown in Fig.5.Again,thecriticaltem per-

atureishigherin LDA (7:08)than in HFB (5:97).

ItisevidentthattheLDA doesnotcorrectly de-

scribe the phase transition in both cases. O n the
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LDA (T=2.92)

HFB (T=2.96)

LDA (T=2.96)

FIG .5: Pairing �eld � (in unitsof~!)as a function

ofthedistancer(in unitsoflho)from thecenterofthe

trap,fora chem icalpotential� = 32~!,corresponding

to about 1:7 � 10
4
atom s in the trap [regularization

m ethod (b),cuto� N C = 100,coupling constant g =

� 1 in trap units]. Results obtained within num erical

HFB calculations (sym bols) are com pared with LDA

results(lines)fordi�erenttem peraturesT.
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FIG .6:Sam easFig.5,butfora chem icalpotentialof

� = 40~!,corresponding to N � 4� 104 atom sin the

trap.

otherhand,also within the HFB calculationsone

�nds that with increasing tem perature the pair-

ing �eld becom es m ore and m ore concentrated in

the center ofthe trap. Such a behaviorhas been

predicted in Ref. [7] using the G L theory, the

only assum ption being that the criticaltem pera-

tureislargecom paredwith thetrappingfrequency,

kB TC � ~!. Let us briey review the m ain re-

sultsfrom thistheory and com parethem with the

results obtained from our HFB calculations (the
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� kF (0)jajT
(0)

C
TC �TC �T

(G L )

C
l� l

(G L )

�

32 0.78 3.89 2.98 0.91 1.12 1.44 1.23

40 0.91 7.08 5.97 1.11 1.29 1.28 0.95

TABLE I:Com parison of results (in trap units) ob-

tained from HFB calculationsforthetwo cases� = 32

and � = 40 shown in Figs. 5 and 6 [coupling con-

stant g = 1 in trap units,regularization m ethod (b),

N C = 100] and the corresponding results obtained

from the G L theory.

corresponding num bersarelisted in TableI).

In the G L theory the criticaltem perature TC is

predicted tobelowerthan thecriticaltem perature

T
(0)

C
obtained from theLDA.Thedi�erencecan be

written as

�TC = T
(0)

C
� TC

=
3~


kB

s

7�(3)

48�2

�

1+
�

4kF (0)jaj

�

; (34)

where� denotestheRiem ann zetafunction (�(3)=

1:202:::).In thederivation ofEq.(34)in Ref.[7]

the Hartree potentialhas been neglected. Here

we willinclude the Hartree potentialby using an

e�ective oscillator frequency 
 > !. Since near

TC the pairing �eld is concentrated in the center

ofthetrap,wede�ne
 by expandingthepotential

around r= 0:


 = m

q

r
2[U0(r)+ W (r)

�
]r= 0 : (35)

W ithin the Thom as-Ferm iapproxim ation for the

densitypro�lethee�ectiveoscillatorfrequencycan

be written as


 =
!

1�
2kF (0)jaj

�

: (36)

The estim ates for �TC obtained by inserting the

num ericalvaluesforkF (0)jajgiven in TableIinto

Eqs.(34)and (36)areveryreasonable.Thiscan be

seen by com paring them with the �TC values ob-

tained from the HFB calculations,which are also

listed in Table I.Ifone considersthatthese num -

berscan only be a rough estim ate,since kB TC is

notreally very largecom pared with ~
,theagree-

m entwith the HFB resultsisvery satisfying.

Notonly thecriticaltem perature,alsotheshape

ofthe orderparam eternearthe criticaltem pera-

ture can be obtained from the G L theory. It can

be shown that for tem peratures very close to TC

the pairing �eld hastheform ofa G aussian,

�(r)= �(0)exp

�

�
r
2

2l2
�

�

: (37)

In contrastto theLDA result,theradiusl� ofthis

G aussian is predicted to stay �nite in the lim it

T ! TC ,as it is the case for the solution ofthe

HFB equations.Itsvalue isgiven by

l
2

� = R
2

T F

~


kB T

s
7�(3)

48�2

1

1+ �

4kF (0)jaj

: (38)

In Ref. [7] the quantity R T F was de�ned as

the Thom as-Ferm i radius of the cloud, R T F =p
2�=(m !2). G eneralizing the derivation of

Eq.(38) to the case of a non-vanishing Hartree

�eld,we seethatthe corresponding param eterfor

thepairing�eld nearthecenterofthetrap isgiven

by

R T F !

r
2[� � W (0)]

m 
2

=

�

1�
2kF (0)jaj

�

�

kF (0)l
2

ho : (39)

O n the other hand,the HFB pairing �elds corre-

sponding to thetem peraturesnextto TC shown in

Figs.5and 6arealsoperfectly �tted by G aussians.

As shown in Table I,the agreem ent between the

radiiobtained from this�tareagain in reasonable

agreem entwith the radiiobtained from Eqs.(38)

and (39). The deviationsare ofthe orderof30% ,

which iseven betterthan onecould haveexpected,

since the param eter~
=(kB TC )isnotvery sm all

in the presentcase.

Finally,let us look m ore closely at the critical

behaviornearTC .Again,from theG L theory one

can derivethatforT ! TC thevalueofthepairing

�eld in the centershould go to zero like

�(0)=

s

16�2
p
2

7�(3)
TC (TC � T): (40)

Asshown in Figs.7and 8,thisform ulaisvery well

satis�ed by the HFB resultsin both cases,� = 32

and � = 40(in trap units).Notethattheprefactor

in Eq.(40) di�ers from the prefactor in LDA.In

LDA one�ndsforT � T
(0)

C

� LD A (0)=

s

8�2

7�(3)
T
(0)

C
(T

(0)

C
� T): (41)

Thedi�erentprefactor,aswellasthedi�erentcrit-

icaltem perature and the �nite radiusofthe pair-

ing �eld,are due to the \kinetic" term / �r 2�

in theG L energy functional,which isabsentin the

LDA and which isvery im portantforthe descrip-

tion ofthestrongly r dependentpairing �eld near

the criticaltem perature.

Asa �nalrem ark letusm ention thatthedi�er-

ent calculations which we have com pared in this
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FIG .7: Value ofthe pairing �eld in the centerofthe

trap,�(0) (in units of~!),as a function oftem per-

ature T (in units of~!=kB ) for a chem icalpotential

� = 32~!,corresponding to about1:7� 10
4
atom sin

the trap [regularization m ethod (b),cuto� N C = 100,

coupling constant g = � 1 in trap units]. Results ob-

tained within num ericalHFB calculations (sym bols)

are com pared with the LDA result (dashed line) and

with the form ula (40) obtained from the G L theory

(solid line).
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FIG .8:Sam easFig.7,butfora chem icalpotentialof

� = 40~!,corresponding to N � 4� 10
4
atom sin the

trap.

paper, are all based on m ean-�eld theory, and

therefore do nottake into accountuctuationsof

theorderparam eter�.Itiswell-known thatuc-

tuationsarevery im portantnearthephasetransi-

tion,and in particularin a situation where kF jaj

isnotsm all,asitisthecasehere,they can lead to

a considerable change ofthe criticaltem perature.

Anyway,whatwewanted to pointouthere,isthat

the LDA givesthe wrong TC ascom pared with a

theory taking into account the inhom ogeneity of

the system . From this resultwe conclude thatin

order to have a reliable prediction ofTC for the

trapped system ,itisnotsu�cientto do a reliable

calculation ofTC (even including uctuations)for

a hom ogeneousgasand then apply the LDA.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaperwehaveshown a detailed com par-

ison between HFB and LDA calculationsatT = 0

and at T 6= 0 for a low density gas ofsuperuid

ferm ionic atom strapped by a sphericalharm onic

potential. W e have used a zero-range interaction

for the atom s and we have proposed an im prove-

m entofthe regularization m ethod adopted to re-

m ovetheultravioletdivergence[8].Thisim prove-

m entisa m odi�cation ofa procedureproposed for

nuclear system s in Ref.[11],where the Thom as-

Ferm iapproxim ation isused in the calculation of

the regular part of the G reen’s function G 0reg
� ,

Eq.(16). The use ofthe Thom as-Ferm iapprox-

im ation allowsto treatsystem swith a largenum -

berofatom sm uch easierthan in the calculations

ofRef.[8]. O n the other hand,our m odi�cation

considerably im provesthe convergencerate ofthe

procedurewith respecttothenum ericalcuto�.By

using thisregularization m ethod wehaveobserved

thatthe LDA resultsare in quite good agreem ent

with the corresponding HFB results at zero tem -

perature and for system s with a relatively large

num berofatom s,wherethe shellstructuree�ects

are washed out. The shelle�ects,which are im -

portant for sm allsystem s where the pairing �eld

issm allerthan theharm oniclevelspacing~!,can-

notobviouslybereproduced by aLDA calculation.

For non-zero tem peratures the agreem ent be-

tween HFB and LDA isdeteriorated even in those

caseswhereitwasgood atT = 0.In general,LDA

overestim atesthe value ofthe pairing �eld in the

center ofthe trap,cuts too drastically the tailof

the radialpro�le ofthe pairing �eld at large dis-

tances,and overestim atesthecriticaltem perature

with respect to HFB.W e have veri�ed that this

discrepancy between theHFB and LDA resultsat

T di�erent from zero can be nicely predicted by

using the G L theory [7]in cases where the criti-

caltem peratureism uch largerthan the harm onic

levelspacing.

In this article we considered only spherical

traps.However,thetrapsused in experim entsare

usually cigar-shaped with a low longitudinaland a

high transverse trapping frequency,!z � !? . In

thiscase itispossible thatthe pairing �eld,even

ifit is largerthan ~!z,is stillsm aller than ~!? ,

and theLDA would probably notwork.Therefore

in principle one should also perform deform ed
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HFB calculations,but at the m om ent this seem s

to be num erically very di�cult. O n the other

hand,as noted above,even in the case where �

islargecom pared with both trapping frequencies,

theLDA isnotadequateatnon-zero tem perature.

Thereforea �rststep to study non-sphericaltraps

could beto generalizetheG L theory ofRef.[7]to

the deform ed case.
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