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W e study the globaldensity pro�le ofa rapidly rotating Bose-Einstein condensate in a harm onic

trap with transverse frequency !? . By introducing an additionalvariationaldegree of freedom

to the lowest Landau levelwave function, we dem onstrate that with increasing strength of the

interparticleinteraction,theglobaldensity pro�lechangesfrom aG aussian totheinverted parabolic

onecharacteristic ofThom as-Ferm itheory.The criterion forthelowestLandau levelwavefunction

to bea good approxim ation fortheglobalstructureisthatthem ean �eld energy besm allcom pared

with �h!? =N v,where N v is the num ber ofvortices in the cloud. This condition is m ore stringent

than the requirem ent that the m ean �eld energy be sm allcom pared with �h!? which is necessary

forthe lowestLandau levelwave function to be a good approxim ation to the localstructure. O ur

results show that the lowest Landau levelwave function is inappropriate for the globalstructure

ofthe system realized in recentexperim entseven though thiswave function can describe the local

structure well.

PACS num bers:03.75.H h,05.30.Jp,67.40.V s,67.40.D b

Q uantized vorticity and vortex linesarecharacteristic

featuresofsuperuids[1,2]and since the �rstobserva-

tion ofa vortex in a Bose-Einstein condensed atom icgas

[3],m any beautifulexperim entshavebeen perform ed to

observevortex linesand vortex latticesin these system s

[5,6,7]. O ne fundam entalquestion ishow condensates

behavewhen the vortex coresizebecom e com parableto

the spacing between vortices. Such conditionshave not

been achieved for superuid liquid helium 4,but they

havebeen foratom icgasesin harm onictraps.Ho noted

that the Ham iltonian for a rotating gas in a harm onic

trap issim ilarto thatforcharged particlesin a m agnetic

�eld,and he argued that for rotationalangular veloci-

tiesjustbelow the radialtrap frequency !? allparticles

would condense into the lowest Landau level(LLL) of

the rotationalm otion [9]. M otivated by thissuggestion,

Schweikhard etal.haverecently achieved rotationalan-

gularvelocities
 in excessof0:99! ? ,atwhich thecloud

containsa num berofvorticesoforderonehundred [10].

The frontiers ofexperim ents have reached the so-called

\m ean-�eld quantum Hall" regim ewherethe�h
 islarge

com pared with the interaction energy,thatis�h
 � ng,

wheren istheparticledensityand g = 4��h
2
a=m istheef-

fectivetwo-body interaction,m being the particlesm ass

and a the scattering length.

Em ploying a quantum -Halllike wave function,which

containsonlycom ponentsin thelowestLandau levels,Ho

predicted thatthesm oothed density pro�leofa trapped

cloud would be G aussian. To understand the di�erence

between the conventional approach to slowly-rotating

condensates and rapidly-rotating ones, the authors of

Ref.[11](seealsoRef.[12])adopted a m oregeneralwave

function consisting oftheproductofa slowly varying en-

velope function,which describes the globalstructure of

the cloud and a rapidly varying one which describesthe

properties ofindividualvortices. They concluded that

thedensitypro�lewould havetheinvertedparabolicform

characteristic ofThom as-Ferm itheory,rather than the

G aussian one.

In the presentpaper,we consider the properties ofa

rotating cloud in a potentialV (r)= m !2
?
r2=2,using a

trialwavefunction which isageneralization ofthelowest

Landau levelone. W e �nd that the globalstructure of

the cloud is ofthe Thom as-Ferm iform provided �h
 �

ng=N v,where N v is the num ber ofvortices within the

cloud.Forsim plicity,wecon�neourselvesm ainly to the

two-dim ensionalproblem in thispaper.

W eshalluseforthewavefunction 	 ofthecondensed

statethe expression

	(r)= N
1=2

h(r)�LLL � N
1=2

 (r); (1)

where N is the num ber ofparticles in the condensate

and the lowestLandau levelwavefunction �LLL hasthe

generalform (i.e.,quantum -Halllike wave function) as

in Ref.[9]:

�LLL(r)= A � e
�r

2
=2a

2

?

NY

i= 1

(� � �i); (2)

where � = x + iy, �i are the vortex positions, a? =

(�h=m !? )
1=2 and A � isthe norm alization constant. The

function h which changes the density pro�le from the

form predicted by the lowest Landau levelcalculation,

isreal,and variesslowly on the scale ofthe intervortex

separation. In the lowest Landau levelwave function,

the positionsofvorticesdeterm ine the density distribu-

tion,apartfrom an overallm ultiplicative constant,and

theintroduction ofthem odulating function allowsusto

break thisrequirem ent.Thenorm alization condition for
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thewavefunction is
R
d2rh2j�LLLj

2 = 1.Thenorm aliza-

tion condition for�LLL isarbitrary,butforde�niteness

weshallm akethe choice
R
d2rj�LLLj

2 = 1.

The energy per particle ofthe condensate in the ro-

tating fram e isgiven by E 0 = E � 
Lz,where E isthe

energy in the non-rotating fram e and Lz isthe expecta-

tion value ofthe angularm om entum perparticle about

the axis ofrotation. Following Ho [9],we write this in

the form

E 0 = (!? � 
)Lz

+

Z

d
2
r  

�

"

m

2

�
�hr ?

im
� !?� r

� 2

+
g2D

2
j j

2

#

 ;(3)

where! ? = !? ẑ.

An im portant observation is that even ifthe spatial

variationsofh areoforderunity overthe cloud,the ad-

m ixture ofexcited Landau levels in the wave function

(1) is oforder a? dh=dr � a? =R � 1=N
1=2
v relative to

the LLL contribution [13]. Here R is the radialextent

ofthe cloud and N v � R2=a2
?
isthe num berofvortices

in the cloud. From this one can show that,apartfrom

correctionsoforder�h(!? � 
)=N v,forthewavefunction

(1),one�nds

E
0= �h
+

Z

d
2
r hj�LLLj

2
i

(

�h
2

2m

�
dh

dr

� 2

+ �h(!? � 
)
r2

a2
?

h
2 +

bg2D

2
hj�LLLj

2
ih

4

)

: (4)

Here g2D is the e�ective coupling param eter in two di-

m ensionsand b� hj�LLLj
4i=hj�LLLj

2i2 isafactoroforder

unity describing the renorm alization ofthe e�ective in-

teraction dueto therapid density variationson thescale

ofthe vortex separation [11,12,14].

Ifthe wavefunction isuniform in the direction ofthe

axis ofrotation,g2D = N g=Z,where Z is the axialex-

tentofthe cloud,while ifthe wave function for m otion

in the direction ofthe rotation axis corresponds to the

ground state ofa particle in a harm onic oscillator po-

tentialwith frequency !z, g2D = N g=(
p
2�az), where

az = (�h=m !z)
1=2 [15]. Since the term sin bracesin Eq.

(4)vary slowly in space,we m ay obtain a good approx-

im ation to the energy by m aking the averaged vortex

approxim ation as in Ref.[9]. Like Ho,we shallin this

paperassum e thatthe num berofvorticesperunitarea

isuniform .Ifthe vortex density isnonuniform ,thiswill

increasethe interaction energy,which fora uniform sys-

tem is a m inim um for a regular triangular lattice. For

such a uniform array ofvortices,one�nds

hj�LLLj
2
i�

1

��2
e
�r

2
=�

2

: (5)

Here h:::idenotesan averageoveran area oflinearsize

large com pared with the vortex separation but sm all

com pared with �. The width � is given by 1=�2 =

1=a2
?
� �nv,where nv is the average vortex density in

the planeperpendicularto the rotation axis[9].

The �rstterm in bracesin Eq.(4)representsthe ex-

tra kinetic energy associated with adm ixture ofexcited

Landau levels.Itscaleswith the radiusofthe system in

the sam e way asthe interaction energy.Ifg2D � �h
2
=m ,

the �rstterm suppressesspatialvariationsofh,and the

solutionsish � 1,and the wavefunction reducesto the

LLL one.Thecondition fortheLLL wavefunction to be

agood approxim ation m ay alsobewritten asN a=Z � 1.

In currentexperim entsN a=Z isoforder10-100,so this

condition is strongly violated. In the opposite lim it,

g2D � �h
2
=m ,the extra kinetic energy is unim portant,

and the optim aldensity pro�le is obtained by m inim iz-

ing the second and third term s in the integrand,which

resultsin a Thom as-Ferm idensity pro�le. Anotherway

to expressthe criterion forvalidity ofthe LLL approxi-

m ation isthattheinteraction energy perparticle,gn,be

sm allcom pared with �h!? =N v,ratherthan thecondition

�h!? which hasgenerally been assum ed in earlierwork.

Toobtain quantitativeresultsweperform avariational

calculation with a trial function that interpolates be-

tween the G aussian and Thom as-Ferm iform s. W e ex-

ploitthefactthatlim �! 1 (1� t=�)� = e�t asFetterdid

in calculationsfornon-rotatingclouds[16].Thuswetake

h(r)= A h

�

1�
r2

�L 2

� �
2

e
r
2
=2�

2

; (6)

for0 � r <
p
�L and otherwise h = 0. The norm aliza-

tion factorA h isgiven by A 2

h
= (�2=L2)(1+ 1=�). The

num berofparticlesperunitarea,divided by N ,isgiven

by �(r)= h2hj�LLLj
2iwith the above expression (6)for

h can describe both G aussian form (� ! 1 ) and the

Thom as-Ferm ione (� = 1). Hereafter,we shallreferto

theexpression (6)forh astheG aussian -Thom as-Ferm i

(G -TF)form .

Substituting Eq.(6)into Eq.(4),weobtain theenergy

E 0

G -T F forthe G aussian-TF m odulation

E
0

G -T F = �h
+
�h!?

2
a
2

?

�
1

L2

� + 1

� � 1
�

2

�2
+

�

� + 2

L2

�4

�

+ �h(!? � 
)
�

� + 2

L2

a2
?

+
bg2D

2�

1

L2

(� + 1)2

�(2� + 1)
:

(7)

M inim izing E 0

G -T F with respectto � and L,weobtain

the following expressionsforthese two quantities:

L
2 = a

2

?

�

1�



!?

� �
1

2

�
1

�

�

(� + 2)

�
1

� � 1
+ �

(� + 1)2

(2� + 1)

��1

2

; (8)

1

�2
=

�

1+
2

�

�
1

L2
; (9)

where

� �
m bg2D

2��h
2

; (10)
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isa dim ensionlessparam eterdeterm ining thestrength of

interparticleinteractions.

Then we m inim ize E 0

G -T F with respectto �. The op-

tim alvalue of� is determ ined by the quartic equation

�4� 2(1+ 4�)�3� 12��2+ 2(1� 3�)�� 1� � = 0,where

� � ��1 . Solving this equation for �,we �nd that the

only physicalsolution is

� =
1

2
(1+ 4�)+

1

2

q

(1+ 4�)2 + 8� � 3� 2
2

3 [�(1+ �)]
1

3

+
1

2

2

42
�
(1+ 4�)2 + 8�

	
+ 3� 2

2

3 [�(1+ �)]
1

3 +
2(1+ 2�)

�
2
�
(1+ 4�)2 + 8�

�
� 3

	

q

(1+ 4�)2 + 8� � 3� 2
2

3 [�(1+ �)]
1

3

3

5

1

2

; (11)

since the three othersolutionsgive negative orcom plex

values of�. In the lim its ofweak (� ! 0) and strong

interaction (� ! 1 )the abovesolution behavesas

� � 8=� (� � 1); and (12)

� ’ 1+
3

2
1

3

�
�

1

3 + O (��
2

3 ) (�
1

3 � 1): (13)

O bservethat� doesnotdepend on 
.

Theshapeindex� givenbyEq.(11)isplottedin Fig.1,

and itdecreasesfrom in�nityin theabsenceofinteraction

to unity asthe strength ofthe interaction (�)increases

from zero to in�nity. This m eans that the density pro-

�le ofthe cloud changesfrom a G aussian to an inverted

parabola due to the interaction.W ithoutthe m inim iza-

tion with respect to �,we can describe the cloud with

an assum ption on the shape ofthe density pro�le corre-

sponding to the given value ofthe shape index. Forthe

param etersL and �,we can use the expressionsofEqs.

(8) and (9). Ifwe take � ! 1 ,we reproduce a G aus-

sian density pro�leasin thecasewithoutthem odulating

function,butitswidth isoptim ized.

Now wecom paretheresultsofthefollowingtwocases:

the G aussian-TF pro�le with an optim ized value of �

and the G aussian pro�le with � ! 1 ,and discuss the

situation relevant to the experim ents. For de�niteness,

wewritetheenergyfortheG aussian pro�leasE 0

G
,which

can be obtained by taking � ! 1 in Eq.(7). Relative

energy di�erences(E 0

G -T F � E0
G
)=(E 0

G
� �h
)between the

G aussian-TF and G aussian casesareshown in Fig.2.In

the lim it� ! 1 ,the leading term sare

E
0

G
’ �h
+

p
2 �h!?

�

1�



!?

� 1

2

�
1

2 ; (14)

E
0

G -T F ’ �h
+
4

3
�h!?

�

1�



!?

� 1

2

�
1

2 : (15)

Thus, in this lim it, the relative energy di�erence

(E 0

G -T F � E0
G
)=(E 0

G
� �h
) converges to (23=2 � 3)=3 ’

� 0:0572 irrespective of the value of 
 (see Fig. 2).

Thisresultshowsusthatthe density pro�le can change

FIG .1: Shapeindex � asa function of�
� 1

covering a range

ofinteraction strengths typicalofcurrent experim ents (� ’

100). In the inset,� is plotted overa wider range of�� 1 to

show itsasym ptotic behavior(12).

m arkedly even though the energy reduction islessthan

6% .

W enow considerthesystem realized in Ref.[10]rotat-

ingat
 ’ 0:99! ? ,which istypicalofthehighestangular

velocitiesachieved sofar.Ifweassum ethatthedensityis

uniform in theaxialdirection,weget� = (2N a)=Z >
� 52

usingtherelationg2D = gN =Z and theexperim entaldata

N a=Z >
� 26 given in Ref.[10]. Ifwe assum e a G aussian

density pro�le in this direction instead ofthe uniform

one, we obtain � = 2N a=(
p
2�az) ’ 1:4 � 102 using

g2D = gN =(
p
2�az),!z = 2� � 5:3 Hz,N = 1:5� 105

at 
 = 0:989! ? ,and a = 5:6 nm for the triplet state

of87Rb. Thuswe conclude thatthe typicalvalue ofthe

param eter� relevantto theexperim entsofRef.[10]isof

order102.

In Fig.3,we plotthe globalpro�le forthe num berof

particlesperunitarea �(r)= h2hj�LLLj
2iat
 = 0:99! ?

and � = 100 for the G aussian-TF case in addition to

thoseforthetwoextrem ecasesoftheG aussian form with
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FIG .2: D i�erencebetween theenergiesE 0

G -T F calculated in

theG aussian-TF casewith theoptim ized � given by Eq.(11)

and E
0

G in theG aussian casewith � ! 1 ,relativetoE
0

G � �h
.

For any value of 
, the curve converges to (2
3=2

� 3)=3 ’

� 0:0572 in the lim itof� ! 1 .

FIG .3: G lobal density pro�le �(r) = h
2
hj�LLLj

2
i of the

cloud for
 = 0:99! ? and � = 100.Thesolid lineisobtained

for the optim ized � given by Eq.(11). The dotted line and

dashed one are obtained for� ! 1 and � = 1,respectively.

� ! 1 and theinverted paraboliconelabelled as\TF".

The latter is obtained by the procedure corresponding

to theThom as-Ferm iapproxim ation in the non-rotating

case in which we neglectthe contribution from the �rst

term in thebracesin Eq.(4)[i.e.,thesecond term in Eq.

(7)].Ascan beseen from thesolid lineofthis�gure,the

density pro�le forthe G aussian-TF m odulation iscloser

to the TF case than to the G aussian one and itcan be

�tted ratherwellby an inverted parabola exceptatthe

edge of the cloud [17]. From Fig.2 one can see that

therelativeenergy reduction com pared with thatforthe

G aussian approxim ation isonly ’ 2:9% .

In this paper,we have dem onstrated that the global

density pro�le ofa rapidly rotating Bose-Einstein con-

densate isnotwelldescribed by the lowestLandau level

wavefunction,even though them ean �eld energyissm all

com pared with �h!? ,a condition satis�ed in recent ex-

perim ents.By perform ing a variationalcalculation with

a trialwave function which includes com ponents in ex-

cited Landau levels,wehaveshown how thedensity pro-

�le changesfrom a G aussian to the Thom as-Ferm iform

asthe strength ofthe interparticleinteraction increases.

Thereduction in theenergy resulting from theextra de-

gree offreedom in the wave function is ofthe order of

onepercent.Theapproach described in thispaperm ay

be generalized to tim e-dependent problem s by deriving

equationsfortheevolution ofthevariationalparam eters

from the condition thatthe action be stationary.
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