arXiv:cond-mat/0305588v2 8 Jan 2004

H artree-f'ock-B ogoliubov theory versus local-density approxin ation
for super uid trapped ferm ionic atom s

M arcella G rasso and M ichael U rban
Institut de Physique Nuclkaire, F-91406 O rsay Cedex, France

W e investigate a gas of super uid ferm ionic atom s trapped in two hyper ne states by a spherical
ham onic potential. W e propose a new regularization m ethod to rem ove the ultraviolet divergence
in the H artree¥ock-B ogoliubov equations caused by the use of a zero-range atom -atom interaction.
Com pared w ith am ethod used in the literature, ourm ethod is sin pler and has in proved convergence
properties. Then we com pare H artreeFock-Bogoliubov calculations with the sem iclassical local-
density approxin ation. W e observe that for system scontaining a sm allnum berofatom s shelle ects,
which cannot be reproduced by the sem iclassical calculation, are very In portant. For system sw ith
a large num ber of atom 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 critical tem perature.
In this case the di erent behavior can be explained w ithin the G lnzZburg-Landau theory.

PACS numbers: 03.75.5s,21.60.Jz,05.30 Fk

I. NTRODUCTION

In the last few years an increasing interest has
been directed towards ultracold gases of trapped
ferm jonic atom s. M any experim ental e orts are
m ade to develop and in prove the techniques for
trapping and cooling ferm ionic atom s lke, or n—
stance, °K and °Li. An interesting aspect of
trapped fermm ionic atom s in com parison w ith other
Fem isystem s is that param eters such as the tem —
perature, the density, the num ber of particls, and
even the interaction strength are tunable exper—
Inentally. By tuning the magnetic eld in the
vicinity ofa Feshbach resonance [1], the scattering
length, which is related to the interaction strength,
can be changed. This o ers a wide range of pos-
sbilities to investigate the behaviour of these sys—
tem s in di erent experim ental condiions. By us—
Ing optical or m agnetic traps, tem peratures of
about $Tr have been achieved [, I, ], where
Teg = p=kg isthe Fem item perature.

Allthese e ortsaremainly directed to the real-
ization and detection of a phase transition to the
super uid phase below som e critical tem 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 T. , the atom s
have to be trapped and cooled iIn two di erent hy—
per ne states. This hasbeen achieved in a recent
experin ent 1], where also the Feshbach resonance
in the °Li scattering am plitude has been used to
enhance the scattering length. It seem sthat in the
sam e experin ent som e signals indicating a super—

uid phase transition have been cbserved.

From the theoreticalpoint ofview m any calcula—
tions have been perform ed in order to predict and
study the equilbrium properties of the trapped
system when the phase transition takes place. So
far all these calculations are based on the m ean—

eld approach. In Ref. [}] the trapped Fem igas
w as treated in localdensity approxin ation (LDA),
where the system is locally treated as In nite and
hom ogeneous. In Ref. 1] som e corrections to the
LDA for tem peratures near Tc were obtained in
the fram ework of the G inzburg-Landau G L) the-
ory. The st approach fully taking into account
the nite system size was introduced in Ref. []]
and studied further in Refs. ), ]. It consists
In a HartreeFock-Bogolitbov HFB) calculation,
analogous to calculations done in nuclkar physics,
where themean eld and the pairing properties of
the system are treated selfconsistently. In Ref. ]
also a regularization prescription for the pairing

eld wasdeveloped: Since the densities in the traps
are very low , the atom -atom Interaction can be ap—
proxin ated by a zero-range interaction. H ow ever,
this leads to an unphysical ultraviolet divergence
ofpairing correlations w hich has to be rem oved.

In spie of the possbility to perform ill HFB
calculations, it should be m entioned that these cal-
culations are num erically very heavy and therefore
lim ited to m oderate num bers of particles. A nother
shortcom Ing of present HFB calculations is that
they are restricted to the case of spherical sym —
m etry, whilke the traps used In the experin ents
are usually strongly deform ed. Hence, to describe
trapped system sunder realistic conditions, one has
to rely on calculations wihin the LDA .This isa
quite em barrassing situation, since even for large
num bers of particles the results of HFB and LDA
calculations have not always been in good agree—
ment (see results shown in Ref. [1]).

In this paper we will present a detailed com —
parison between HFB and LDA calculations. In
particular, we w ill show that the disagreem ent be—
tween HFB and LDA calculations which has been
found in Ref. 1] is to a certain extent caused by
the use ofan unsuitable regularization prescription
for the pairing eld in the HFB calculations. W e
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w il present a m odi ed regularization prescription
which was origihally developed for HFB calcula—
tions in nuclear physics 1] and which is much
easier to In plem ent num erically. A s we leamed
after sending the rst version of our m anuscript,
N ygaard et al. used the sam e prescription in their
calculation of a vortex line n a dilute super uid
Fem igas 1], w thout giving a description ofthis
schem e.) D ue to its in proved convergence proper—
ties, this schem e leads to m ore precise resuls for
the pairing eld, which in the case of large num -
bers of atom s agree rather well with the resuls
ofthe LDA at least at zero tem perature. At non-
zero tem perature, however, thedi erencesbetween
HFB and LDA results tum out to be im portant
even for very large num bers of particles. For ex—
ample, we nd that the critical tem perature ob—
tained within the LDA is too high, and that the
pairing eld pro X near the critical tem perature
is not well described by a LDA calculation: we
show with the HFB approach that it actually has
a G aussian shape, as t waspredicted in the fram e-
work ofthe GL theory n Ref. [1].

T he paper is organized as Hlows: In Sec.llwe
w il present the adopted form alisn with a partic—
ular attention on the description of the reqular-
ization techniques. Tn Sec.lll we will show some
com parisons between HFB and LDA calculations
and illustrations of the resuls obtained w ith dif-
ferent choices for the regularization m ethod. W e
w ill also discuss results obtained for non-zero tem —
peratures and verify the quantitative predictions
ofthe GL theory. Finally, n Sec.lll we will draw
our conclisions.

II. THE FORM A LISM

In thispaperwe w ill consider a spherically sym —
m etric ham onic trap w ih trapping frequency !,
where N atom s of massm populate equally two
di erent spin states " and #, ie., N» = N4. As
m entioned in the introduction, the low density of
the system allow s to introduce a contact interac-
tion for the atom s, caracterized by the s-w ave scat—
tering length a. T he ham iltonian reads
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where T is the kinetic term . For convenience let
us Introduce a coupling constant g de ned as:

@)

Since we are considering attractive interactions, we
have a < 0 and, consequently, g < 0. To sin plify

the notation, we w illuse in what ©ollow s the \trap
units", ie.

m=!=~=kg=1: 3)

Thus, energies will be measured in units of ~!,
gths in units of the oscilator length L, =
~=fm !), and tem peratures n units of ~! =kg .
Before describing the HFB approach, ket us add

som e comm ents on the validiy of the ham iltto-
nian ). The param etrization of the interaction
In tem s ofthe free-gpace s-w ave scattering length
a isvalid at very low densities, where the distance
betw een particles ism uch largerthan &j. However,
ifthe distance betw een particlesbecom es com para—
blew ih 7j thebare interaction hasto be replaced
by a density-dependent e ective Interaction, as it
is done In nuclkar physics (see also [1]). This is
particularly in portant in the vichiy of a Fesh-
bach resonance, where pjbecom es very large. In
this case it m ight be necessary to include the Fes—
hbach resonance as a new degree of freedom into
the Ham iltonian [].

A . HFB approach and regularization
procedure

The ham ittonian M) will be treated within the
m ean— eld approxin ation. W e w illnot go into de—
tailshere asthe form alisn hasbeen introduced and
extensively illistrated in Ref. [[1]. The Hartree—
Fock-Bogoliibov HFB) or Bogoluibov-de G ennes
,] equations read:

Ho+W R)u R)+
R)u R)

R)v R)=E u R);

Ho+W R)V R)=E v R);
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where oollects allquantum num bers except spin
n;Lm),u andv arethe two com ponentsofthe
quasiparticle wavefunction associated to the en-
ergy E , and H( is the follow ing single-particle
ham iltonian:

Ho=T+ Uy ; 5)

whereUg = %r2 isthe ham onic trapping potential
and  the chem ical potential. The HartreeFock
mean edW R) in Eq. M) is expressed by
X
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where £ £ ) is the Fem ifunction:
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W ith a zerorange interaction the pairing eld
R ) appearing n Eq. ) would usually be de-
nedas R)= gh«R) 3 R)i where 4 is

the eld operator associated w ith the spin states #

and ". However, this expression is divergent and

m ust be reqularized. T he regularization prescrip—

tion proposed In Ref. 1] consists in using the pseu—

dopotential prescription [[1]:
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Ih practice, Eq. ) is evaliated as ©llows: It

is possble to show that the expectation value

Now one adds and subtracts from this expecta—
tion value the quantity % R)G° R ;r),whereG?
is the G reen’s function associated to the single-
particle ham itonian Ho, Eq. W), and caloulated
for the chem icalpotential

where © denotes the eigenfiinction of Ho with
eigenvalie ° . O ne can dem onstrate that this
G reen’s function divergesas 1=(2 r) when r! O.

h R +r=2) +:R r=2)i divergesas =@ 1) Expressngh » 4iin term s ofthe wave functions
when r ! 0 if a zero-range interaction is used. u and v, one can w rite the pairing eld as
|
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The sum over isno longer divergent orr ! 0,
since the divergent part of 7 G ° cancels the di-
vergent part ofh » 4i. Thus, we can take the
Imi r! O ofthis sum . On the other hand, the
divergence ofthe last term is rem oved by the pseu—
dopotential prescription, which selects only the

reqular part of the G reen’s fnction G ° :

m — rG°R;r) GUR): (1)
r! 0 @Qr
Finally, can be expressed as follow s:
X
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O nce the regular part of the G reen’s function is
calculated for a given chem icalpotential [, the
HFB equations are solved self-consistently.

In practice, it is of course In possble to extend
the sum over all states and one has to intro—
duce som e cuto . However, since the sum over
converges, the cuto should not a ect the resuls
if it is chosen su ciently high. W e will discuss
about the rapidity of convergence of the reqular-
ization procedure presented here w ith respect to
the introduced energy cuto . W e will show that
the convergence is quite slow . M oreover, the cal-
culations can becom e heavy when system swih a

large num ber of atom s are treated, as the function
G %™9 has to be calculated Hr a large value of the
chem icalpotential. A way to sim plify the reqular-
ization procedure and to avoid to calculate G ™9
isproposed in Ref. [[11], w here the procedure of 1]
isextended to calculations fornuclkarsystem s. W e
w i1l describe this m ethod in next subsection.

B. Thom asFerm iapproxim ation in the
regularization procedure

In Ref. []] a sin pler regularization procedure
was proposed where the Thom asFem i approxi-
m ation (TFA) isused to calculate the reqular part
of the G reen’s finction. To that end let us write
the G reen’s fiilnction G° by adopting the TFA for
the sum over the states corresponding to oscilla—
tor energies 21 above som e su ently large value

= 3.
c—Nc+§.
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O bserving that
Z

and using Eq. [, we can w rite the reqular part
ofthe G reen’s fiinction as follow s:
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Evaluating the integrals over k and sum m ing over the m agnetic quantum numberm , we obtain
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whereR ,; are the radialpartsofthe oscillatorw ave
functions and
0 P—
kp @)= 2 ? (18)
is the local Fem i momentum . As noted in
Ref. 1], thism ethod can be used beyond the clas—
sical tuming point (characterized by k () = 0)
by allow ing for in agihary valies of kY (r). The
case that ke (r) becom es in aginary w ill not be
considered, because we assum e that N is su -
ciently lJarge such that the pairing eld can be ne-
glcted in the regionswhere ke (r) is in agihhary. Tt
should also be pointed out that already for, say,
Nc + 10, Eq. ) is an extrem ely accurate
approxin ation to G°™9, and gives results which

X 21+1

= g Un1(@va1 () I
nl

are aln ost undistinguishible from those obtained
by the num erically heavy algorithm proposed in
Ref. [1].

Now lktussubstituteEq. [l ntoEq. [l .W e
have to choose a cuto for the sum over single-
particle states. Instead of choosing a cuto for
the quasipparticle energiesE , as i is done in Ref.

], we can lkew ise restrict the sum i Eq. [l
to the states corresponding to those appearing in
the sum in Eq. [l . This is the natural choice if
one obtains the wave-fiinctionsu and v and the
quasiparticke energies E by solving Eq. [l i a
truncated ham onic oscillator basis containing the
states satisfying J; ¢ = N¢ + 2. In thisway
we obtain the follow ing sin ple form ula orthe gap:

F inally, this can be rew ritten in tem s of a position dependent e ective coupling constant:
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W e stress again that the results obtained wih
this regularization prescription, from now on called

prescription (@), concide w ith the results obtained



w ith the prescription introduced in Ref. [1].

However, it will tum out that it is usefil to in—
troduce the ollow ng m odi cation of the m ethod:
Let us replace everyw here k! (r) by the ocalFemm i
mom entum taking into account the full potential
(trapping potentialU,y plus H artreeFock potential
W ):

p
ke 0)= 2 P

2W (v) : (22)
Fom ally this replacam ent does not change any-—
thing: Instead of adding and subtracting the term

1 R)G?R;r) from the divergent expectation
valieh » R +r=2) 3 R r=2)iwih G° beingthe
G reen’s function corresponding to the ham onic
oscillator potential Uy, we can also add and sub-—
tract a sin ihrterm involving the G reen’s function

G oorresponding to the full potential Ug + W .
Also from Eq. [l it is evident that in the lin it
Ne ! 1 [Heg ke ®) ! 1 ]Jtheresultswillbe inde—
pendent of the choice ofky . However, we w ill see
that the convergence ofthism odi ed schem e, from

now on referred to as schem e (), isvery much in —
proved. Thus, it ispossble to use a much an aller
cuto N¢ without having a strong cuto depen-

C . Localdensity approxim ation

If the num ber of particles becom es very large, it
isnaturalto assum e that the system can be treated
Iocally asin nitem atterwith a localchem icalpo-
tential given by Uy (r). This assum ption leads
directly to the localdensity approxin ation (LDA).
Fom ally, the LDA corresponds to the leading or-
der of the W ignerX irkwood ~ expansion, which
is at the sam e tim e an expansion in the gradients
of the potential [1]. Thus i is the generaliza-—
tion ofthe standard T hom asFem iapproxin ation
(TFA), which also corresponds to the lading or-
der ofan ~ orgradient expansion, to the super uid
phase. Here we w illadopt the nam e LDA in order
to avold confusion with the ull HFB calculations
using the TFA only in the regularization prescrip—
tion, asdiscussed in Sec. M. B ut in the literature
also the nam e TFA is adopted.

In the case ofa zero—range interaction, the LD A
(or TFA ) am ounts to solving at each point r the
follow Ing non-linear equations for the mean eld

dence of the resuls. W (r) and the pairing eld (r):
Z 3
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w here Into a cubic equation for the localFerm im om en—
K2 tum :
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The last term in Eq. [l has been introduced in

order to regularize the ultraviolt divergence. In

fact, the pseudopotential prescription used In the

previous subsections was originally m otivated by

the fact that it reduces to such a tem if it is ap—
plied to a hom ogeneous system [, [00]. A m ore rig—
orous Jsti cation ofthistem isthat it appears if
one renom alizes the scattering am plitude of two

particles in free space 1]

Let us st consider the case of zero tem pera-
ture, T = 0. In thiscase, and ifthegap isanall
com pared w ith the localFem ienergy r = 1kZ,
Egs. ) and ) can be solved (@lm ost) analyt—
ically. Under these conditions the density practi-
cally coincidesw ith the density obtained for = 0,
whereEqgs. ), ), and [l can be transform ed

For a given local Ferm i m om entum and under

the assum ption that corrections of higher order in
= are negligble, Eq. [l can be solved ana-

Iytically. The resul is the wellknown form ula

=38 2 — 28
(r) r (r)exp T 28)

Now we tum to the case of non—zero tem pera—
ture, but we want to consider only tem peratures
below the critical tem perature, ie., 0 < T < Tc¢ .
T herefore, we can neglect the in  uence ofthe tem —
perature on the densiy and have to consider only
the tem perature dependence of . Let us denote
thegap at T = 0 by (. Then the gap at non—
zero tem perature can be obtained from the approx—



in ate relation 1]

(r) - P + 2()
In = d —p (29)
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T he solution of this equation leads to a universal
function which givesthe ratio =  asa function
of T=T. ,wih T¢ 0:57 . Note that, within the
LDA, the critical tem perature is a local quantity,
Tc = T¢ (r) .

In order to compare the LDA wih the HFB
theory, wih special em phasis on the regulariza-
tion prescription, we w illnow introduce a regular-
ization schem e for the gap equation wihin LDA
which is slightly di erent from Eq. lll). First of
all, ifwewant to Investigate the cuto dependence,
wehaveto introducea cuto inEq. ). Secondly,
the regularization temm introduced in Eq. )

corresoonds to the regularization prescription (©)

described at the end of the previous subsection,
which isdi erent from that introduced In Ref. ]

and from the regularization schem e @). Ifwewant
to com pare the LDA resultsw ith HFB results ob—
tained w ith the original prescription or w ith the
prescription (a), which involves the G reen’s finc-
tion G° of the potential Uy and not the G reen’s
function G ofthe fullpotentialUy + W , we have
to replace the energy  (r;k) appearing in the reg—
ularization term by

2

0 k
(xik) = 7+Uo(r): 30)

Thus, the gap equation within LDA suitabl for
com parison wih the regularization scheme (@)
reads

Z ke (r) d3 (r) (r)
= g L 2fE (&;k))] 31)
0 @ )? 2E (rik)  2(°(@ik) )
At zero tem perature, T = 0, i is again possble to solve this equation analytically, w ith the result
s
kO
€)= 8 ¢ () ke @©) k (@) o Kk ) ke @) l{é (r) 52)
ke () + kp (x) 2kp ()R] 2ke (r) ke @)+ kp ()
[
The result corresponding to the regularization trap wih ! = 2 81l7Hz. (Before relating this

scheme (), Eq. ), is recovered from this result
by replacing kY by kr . In this case there is no
cuto dependence at all, but one should rem em -
ber that in deriving Eq. [lll) we have in plicitly
assum ed that the cuto lies above the Fem i sur-
face. A weak cuto dependence would appearonly
if corrections to Eq. ) of higher order n = ¢
were included.

ITII. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section we will present som e num erical
results. In particular, we w ill investigate the con—
vergence propertiesofthedi erent renomm alization
m ethods. Then, we w ill discuss the validiy of the
LDA at zero tem perature. F nally, wew illcom pare
HFB and LDA calculations at non-zero tem pera—
ture.

In our num erical calculationswe w illuse for the
coupling constant the value g = 1 (in unis of
~?}.=m ). Ifwe consider °Liatom s with scatter—
Ing length a= 2160y ], where ap = 053A is
the Bohr radius, this value of g corresoonds to a

to real experin ental conditions, one should how—
ever rem em ber that in the experin ents the trap is
usually axially deform ed, wih a low longiudinal
trapping frequency !, and a high transverse trap-—
ping frequency !, . Forexam ple, In the experim ent
described in Ref. [1], the trapping frequencies were
givenby !, = 2 230Hzand !, = 2 6625H z.)
The choiceg= 1 also facilitates the com parison
of our resuls w ith those from Ref. ], where the
sam e value for g was used.

A . Convergence of the regularization
m ethods

In this section we w ill discuss the convergence
ratesw ith respect to the cuto used In the num er—
ical calculations for di erent choices for the requ—
larization procedure. A s in Sec Jlwedencteby ()
the HFB calculationsm ade w ith the choice of k?
given by Eq. [, and and by () the calculations
m ade w ith the choice where k{ is replaced by kr
as given by Eq. ). For our com parison we use
a chem icalpotential = 32~!, the corresponding
num ber of atom s in the trap isN 17 16.



h Figs. Ml and @ we present the pairing eld

calculated at zero tem perature w thin the HFB
and LDA form alisn sfordi erent valuesofthe cut—
o N¢ from 50 up to 125. The results shown
in Fig.ll have been cbtained with the choice @)
for the reqularization for both the HFB and LDA
calculations. W e veri ed that the HFB calcula-
tions w ith the exact G reen’s finction G ™9 (w ith—
out TFA ) give practically the sam e resuls as the
method HFB (@) for all the values of the cuto
Thism eansthat the TFA in the regularization pro—
cedure is very satisfying and reproduces well the
regular part of the oscillator G reen’s function.

W e cbserve in F ig Ml that the agreem ent betw een
ILDA and HFB is reasonabl for all values of the
cuto N¢ . We also notice that for N = 125,
which is the m axinum 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.ll
we present the sam e calculations m ade w ith the
choice (b) Pr the regularization. Rem em ber that
w ith this choice, the pairing eld wihin LDA is
Independent of N once N lies above the Femm i
surface. O n the other hand, the HFB results sat—
urate quite fast and are already very close to con—
vergence or N = 75. Again, the LDA and HFB
results are in reasonable agreem ent.

By com paring F igs.ll and ll one observes clearly
that the calculations (@), Fig.ll, are still quite
far from convergence even for the highest consid-
ered cuto . W e argue that the convergence rate
ofm ethod (@), which is the sam e convergence rate
as that of HFB without TFA in the regulariza-—
tion prescription [], is much slower than that of
method (). This ism ore evident in Fig.ll where
we plot the HFB values of the pairing eld in the
center ofthe trap, (0), for the two regularization
prescriptions (@) (stars) and (o) (diam onds) as a
function ofthe cuto N¢ . W e also plot the resuls
obtained w ithin the LDA (@) (fullline) and LDA (b)
(dashed line) up to a cuto ofN¢ = 10%. In the
Inset ofthe gure wem agnify the region of cuto
valies between 50 and 150. W e can observe In the
Insetthatthe LDA @) curve tswellthe calculated
points or HFB (@). W e noticed that the LDA @)
results converge slow ly towards a pairing eld of
about 6:86~!, at a very high cuto , Nc = 10°.
ForN: = 10° the pairing eld in LDA (a) is still
only 637~! . This very slow convergence rate can
be understood w ithin the LD A by taking the ratio
ofthe pairing elds corresponding to the m ethods
@) and (). Using Eq. ) in the lim it of very
large k¢ , one can derive the relation
P
¥J 20 W (@]

p +
32 Ng

LDA (a) )

LDA () ()

where W (r) represents the Hartree eld (n the

FIG.1l: Pairing eld (in unis of ~!) as a func-
tion of the distance r (In units of L,,) from the center
of the trap, calculated for the param eters = 32~!
and g = l~21ho=m , corresponding to N 17 10*
particles in the trap. The di erent curves have been
obtained wihin the HFB and LDA fom alism s using
the reqularization prescription (@) for di erent values
ofthecuto N .
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FIG.2: Same as Fig.ll, but with reqularization pre—
scription (o). Rem ember that with this prescription
the LDA resulk Eq. [l ] is ndependent of the cuto
Nc .

present case, W (0) 16~1).

A s the agreem ent between LDA (@) and HEFB @)
is good In the region up to N = 125, we suppose
that the convergence rate orHF B (@) isthe sam eas
for LDA @). On the contrary, wihin HFB (o) the
values of the pairing eld in the center ofthe trap
are 681~! forN. = 100and 6:86~! forN. = 125:

i B3%e conclude that the convergence In this case is

much faster. In what follows we will always use
the m ethod (b) for the regularization procedure.
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FIG . 3: Valie of the pairing eld in the center of the
trap, (0) (In unisof~!), asa function of the cuto
N¢ , obtained from HFB calculations w ith the reqular-
ization m ethods (a) (stars) and (o) (diam onds), and
from the LDA ,method @) (solid line) and m ethod (o)
(dashed line). The param eters and g are the sam e
as in Fig.H.

B . Validity ofthe LDA at zero tem perature

A s m entioned before, the param eters used for
the calculations shown in Figs.ll, l, and Bl corre-
spond to a trap w ith about 17 1¢f atom s. In this
case we found a good agreem ent between the nu-
mericalHFB resuls and the resuls obtained from
the LD A .H owever, onem ight wonder underwhich
conditions the LDA is valid. To study this ques—
tion, one has to look at system s containing sm aller
num bers of particles, sihce In an aller system s the
quantum e ects (In particular shelle ects) which
are neglected in the LD A, are supposed to bem ore
In portant.

h Figlwepresent the HFB (fillline) and LD A
(dashed line) resuls forthe pairing eld in the cen—
terofthetrap, (0),asa function ofthe numberof
atom sN . The calculations are done again at zero
tem perature and w ith a coupling constantg= 1
In trap units. W e observe that the two calculations
are In reasonable agreem ent for num bers of atom s
greater than about 5000, which con m s the ex-—
pectation that the LDA is a valid approxin ation
for system s w ith a Jarge num ber of atom s.

W hat is particularly interesting to look at in
this gure is the region N < 3000. Tn this re-
gion the HFB resuls clarly show the shell struc—
ture: the pairing eld becomes zero for N =
240;330;440; :::, which are the ham onic oscilla—
tor \m agic numbers". One also realizes that the
central value of the pairing eld is sm aller if the
outer shell corresponds to odd-parity states, than

8000 12000

N

0 4000 16000

FIG . 4: Valie of the pairing eld in the center of the
trap, (0) (In unisof~!),asa function ofthe num ber
of particles, N , obtained from HFB (solid line) and
LDA (dashed line) calculations [regularization m ethod
), cuto N = 100, coupling constantg= 1 in trap
units].

In the case where the outer shell corresponds to
even-pariy states. This can be understood eas—
iky, since the m ain contribution to the pairing eld
com es from the states near the Fem isurface, and
only s states can contrbute to the pairing eld at
r = 0. Usually one expects that the LDA should
at least reproduce the value of the pairing eld if
the uctuations due to shell e 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 Fem isurface, as proposed in Ref. [1].

W hen the num ber ofatom s grow s, above a value
of about 2500 the shell structure starts to be
washed out and gradually disappears due to the
stronger and stronger pairing correlations. This
happens in the region where the pairing eld grow s
up to a value of about ~! : when the pairing eld
becom es com parable w ith the oscillator level spac—
ing the pairing correlations in a closed shell system
can di use pairs of atom s towards the higher en—
ergy em pty shell, resulting In a non-—zero pairing

eld. G Iobally, we observe that or N > 5000 the
agream ent between HFB and LDA is acosptable,
even if the LDA system atically overestin ates the
value of the pairing eld at the center.

O foourse, the num ber ofparticles needed orthe
validity ofthe LDA depends on the strength ofthe
interaction; the true criterion which has to be fil-

lled reads 1pa > ~! . Thiscrierion can even be
applied Iocally, as one can see in Fig.M: there the



HFB and LDA resultsare in perfect agreem ent ex—
cept In the region of r > 554, where becom es
an aller than ~! .

C . Results 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 follow Ing question: W ithin the
LDA, the critical tem perature T¢ is di erent at
each point r, ie., when the tem perature Increases,
the order param eter vanishes at last in the cen-
ter of the trap, where the local critical tem pera—
ture is the highest. In contrast to this, w ithin the
HFB theory, the gap and the critical tem perature
are global properties, and naively one would ex—
pect that, as long as the tem perature isbelow T¢,
the pairing eld extends over the whole volum e of
the system . W e w ill see that even In cases where
the LDA workswellat zero tem perature, i failsat
non-zero tem perature. O n the otherhand, also the
notion that the gap vanishes globally at T = T¢,
has to be revised In these cases.

In Figs.l and @l we show the HFB and LDA
pairing elds cbtained at di erent tem peratures,
again org= 1 (In trap units) and regularization
method (). The chem ical potentials chosen are

= 32~! nFig.land = 40~! in Fig.Ml, corre-
sponding to approxin ately 17  1¢f and 4  1¢
particles, respectively. W e observe that the good
agreem ent obtained at zero tem perature is deteri-
orated at higher tem peratures. T Fig.ll, already
at T = 2~!=kg the LDA reproduces badly not
only the tail of the pairing eld pro l, but also
the pairing eld In the central region of the trap,
In spie of the fact that the pairing eld is still
large com pared w ith ~! at this tem perature. The
LDA description gets worse and worse for higher
tem peratures and results in an overestin ation of
the central pairing eld and in a too drastic cut
of the queue of the pro I at large distances. Fi-
nally, the LDA m ethod predicts a higher critical
tem perature than the HFB one. W e ocbserved that
Tc isequalto 389 (in units of ~!=ky ) for LDA
and to 2:98 or HFB . Tn Fig.ll, the agreem ent is
som ew hat better. Since the critical tem perature
is higher than in the previous case, the agreem ent
between LDA and HFB ismaintained in a wider
range of tem peratures. Up to T = 4 one can see
that at least the central region of the trap is well
described by LDA . For higher tem peratures, we
observe the sam e kind of deterioration ofthe LD A
results shown in Fig.ll. A gain, the critical tem per—
ature ishigher in LDA (7:08) than In HFB (5:97).

Tt isevident that the LD A does not correctly de—
scribe the phase transition in both cases. On the
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FIG.5: Pairing eld (In unisof~!) asa function
ofthedistance r (in unitsofl,) from the center ofthe
trap, for a chem icalpotential = 32~!, corresponding
to about 1:7 10! atom s in the trap [regularization
method (), cuto N = 100, coupling constant g =

1 In trap units]. Results obtained within num erical
HFB calculations (symbols) are com pared with LDA
results (lines) for di erent tem peratures T .
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FIG .6: Sam e asFig.ll, but or a chem icalpotential of
= 40~!, corresponding to N 4 10* atom s in the
trap.

other hand, also w ithin the HFB calculations one
nds that wih increasing tem perature the pair-
Ing eld becom es m ore and m ore concentrated in
the center of the trap. Such a behavior has been
predicted in Ref. [I] using the GL theory, the
only assum ption being that the critical tem pera—
ture is lJarge com pared w ith the trapping frequency,
kg T¢ ~!. Let us brie y review the man re—
sults from this theory and com pare them w ith the
results obtained from our HFB calculations (the



ke 3T Tc | | T2 [€V
32| 078 |[389]2.98/091| 112 [1.44]123
40| 091 |[7.08]5.97|111| 129 [128]|0.95

TABLE I: Comparison of results (in trap units) ob-—
tained from HFB calculations for the two cases = 32
and = 40 shown i Figs.ll and Bl [coupling con-
stant g = 1 in trap units, regularization m ethod (o),
Nc = 100] and the corresponding results obtained
from the GL theory.

corresponding num bers are listed in Tablkl.

In the G L theory the critical tem perature Tc is
predicted to be lower than the critical tem perature
TC(O) obtained from the LDA .Thedi erence can be
w ritten as

3~ 7 @)
= 1+ — (34)
kg 48 2 4kp 0)RJ

where denotestheR ijem ann zeta function ( (3) =
1202 :::). In the derivation ofEqg. ) n Ref []
the H artree potential has been neglected. Here
we will nclide the H artree potential by using an
e ective oscillator frequency > !, Since near
Tc the pairing eld is concentrated in the center
ofthetrap,wede ne by expanding the potential
around r= 0:
q
=m

r?Uo@)+ W () k=o: (35)
W ithin the Thom asFem i approxin ation for the
density pro lthee ective oscillator frequency can
be w ritten as

= 1 2k OR] : (36)

The estim ates for T obtained by inserting the
num erical values or ky (0)jgiven in Tablkl nto
Egs. ) and ) are very reasonable. T hiscan be
seen by com paring them wih the T, values ob—
tained from the HFB calculations, which are also
listed in Tablkl. If one considers that these num -
bers can only be a rough estim ate, since kg Tc is
not really very large com pared w ith ~ , the agree—
ment wih the HFB resuls is very satisfying.

N ot only the criticaltem perature, also the shape
of the order param eter near the critical tem pera-
ture can be obtained from the GL theory. It can
be shown that for tem peratures very close to Tc¢
the pairing eld has the form ofa G aussian,

2

0) exp >
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In contrast to the LDA result, the radiusl ofthis
G aussian is predicted to stay nite in the lm it
T ! Tc, as it is the case for the solution of the
HFB equations. Its valie is given by

S

~ 7 3 1
? = R2, S @8)
kg T 48 1+ o 05
In Ref. ] the quantity Rty was de ned as

e Thom asFem i radius of the cloud, Rty =

2 =@ !?). G eneralizing the derivation of
Eqg. [ to the case of a non-vanishing H artree

eld, we see that the corresponding param eter for
the pairing eld nearthe center ofthe trap is given
by

% OR3 ) op
Ze ORT o).

(39)
On the other hand, the HFB pairing elds corre—
soonding to the tem peratures next to Tc shown in
Figs. M and M are also perfectly tted by G aussians.
As shown i Tablk W, the agreem ent between the
radiiobtained from this t areagain in reasonable
agreem ent w ith the radii cbtained from Egs. [l
and ) . T he deviations are of the order of 30% ,
w hich iseven better than one could have expected,
since the param eter ~ =(kg Tc ) is not very an all
In the present case.

Finally, let us ook m ore closely at the critical
behaviornear Tc . Agaln, from the GL theory one
can derivethat forT ! T¢ thevalue ofthepairing

eld in the center should go to zero lke

S

P=

2
Tc (Tc T):

0= B

40)

A sshown in Figs.ll andll, this ©m ula is very well
satis ed by the HFB results in both cases, = 32
and = 40 (ih trap units). N ote that the prefactor

in Eq. ) di ers from the prefactor in LDA . In
LDA one ndsforT #0)

S

woa (0) =

8 2 T ©
7 @) ¢

(0)

e’ T): @

Thedi erentprefactor, aswellasthedi erent crit—
ical tem perature and the nite radius of the pair-
ing eld, are due to the \kinetic" tem / 1?2
in the G L energy fiinctional, which isabsent in the
LDA and which is very im portant for the descrip—
tion of the strongly r dependent pairing eld near
the critical tem perature.

Asa nalremark let usm ention that thedi er-
ent calculations which we have com pared in this
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FIG . 7: Valie of the pairing eld in the center of the
trap, (0) (In units of ~!), as a function of tem per-
ature T (In units of ~! =kp ) for a chem ical potential

= 32~!, corresponding to about 1:7 10* atom s in
the trap [regularization m ethod (o), cuto N = 100,
coupling constant g = 1 in trap units]. Results ob—
tained within num erical HFB calculations (sym bols)
are com pared with the LDA result (dashed line) and
with the ormula [l obtained from the G L theory
(solid line).
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FIG .8: Sam e asF ig.ll, but ©r a chem icalpotential of
= 40~!, corresponding to N 4 10* atom s in the
trap.

paper, are all based on mean- eld theory, and
therefore do not take Into account uctuations of
the order param eter . It iswelkknown that uc-
tuations are very in portant near the phase transi-
tion, and in particular in a situation where kr 77
isnot am all, as it is the case here, they can lad to
a considerable change of the critical tem perature.
Anyway, what wewanted to point out here, is that
the LDA gives the wrong Tc as com pared wih a
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theory taking into account the inhom ogeneity of
the system . From this result we conclude that in
order to have a reliable prediction of T for the
trapped systeam , it isnot su cient to do a reliable
calculation of T¢ (even including uctuations) for
a hom ogeneous gas and then apply the LDA .

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have shown a detailed com par-
ison between HFB and LDA calculationsatT = 0
and at T 6§ 0 Pra low densiy gas of super uid
ferm donic atom s trapped by a soherical ham onic
potential. W e have used a zero-range interaction
for the atom s and we have proposed an in prove—
m ent of the reqularization m ethod adopted to re—
m ove the ultraviolet divergence [1]. T his in prove—
ment isam odi cation ofa procedure proposed for
nuclear system s in Ref. [1]], where the Thom as—
Ferm i approxin ation is used in the calculation of
the reqular part of the G reen’s filnction G°¥9,
Eq. ). The use of the Thom asFem i approx—
Im ation allow s to treat system s w ith a Jarge num -
ber of atom s m uch easier than in the calculations
of Ref. [|]. On the other hand, our m odi cation
considerably in proves the convergence rate of the
procedure w ith respect to the num ericalcuto .By
using this regularization m ethod we have observed
that the LDA resuls are in quite good agreem ent
w ith the corresponding HFB results at zero tem —
perature and for system s wih a reltively large
num ber of atom s, where the shell structure e ects
are washed out. The shelle ects, which are In —
portant for an all system s where the pairing eld
is am aller than the ham onic level spacing ~! , can—
not ocbviously be reproduced by a LDA calculation.

For non-zero tem peratures the agream ent be-
tween HFB and LDA is deteriorated even in those
caseswhere twasgood at T = 0. In general, LDA
overestin ates the value of the pairing eld in the
center of the trap, cuts too drastically the tail of
the radialpro X of the pairing eld at large dis-
tances, and overestin ates the critical tem perature
with respect to HFB . W e have veri ed that this
discrepancy between the HFB and LDA resultsat
T di erent from zero can be nicely predicted by
using the GL theory 1] in cases where the criti-
cal tem perature ismuch larger than the ham onic
level spacing.

In this article we considered only spherical
traps. H owever, the traps used in experin ents are
usually cigarshaped w ith a low longitudinaland a
high transverse trapping frequency, !, ', . In
this case i is possble that the pairing eld, even
if it is lJarger than ~!,, is still sm aller than ~!-,
and the LDA would probably not work. T herefore
In principle one should also perform deform ed



HFB calculations, but at the m om ent this seem s
to be num erically very di culk. On the other
hand, as noted above, even in the case where

is large com pared w ith both trapping frequencies,
the LD A isnot adequate at non-zero tem perature.
Therefore a rst step to study non-spherical traps
could be to generalize the G L theory ofRef. 1] to
the deform ed case.
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