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T he C ondition for U niversality at R esonance and D irect M easurem ent ofPair

W avefunctions U sing rfSpectroscopy

Roberto B. Diener and Tin-Lun Ho
Departm ent of Physics, The O hio State University, Colum bus, O hio 43210

W eshow thatwhen theFerm ienergy ofaFerm igasism uch sm allerthan theintrinsicenergy width

ofa Feshbach resonance,thesystem behaveslikea Ferm igaswith a contactpotential.Thisin turn

im pliesuniversalityatresonance,and largeferm ionicpairsin thestrongly interactingregim e.Recent

experim entsofJILA[1]and M IT[2]turn outto be deep inside the universalregim e,which explains

theperfect� toftheseexperim entsby theBEC-BCS crossovertheory with contactpotential[3].W e

also show thatrfspectrocopy can be used to m ap outthe pairwavefunction directly.

It is by now well known that a weakly interacting

quantum gas can be m ade strongly interacting by tun-

ing thesystem closeto a scattering resonance,wherethe

s-wave scattering length becom es divergent. There are

m any waysto generatea scattering resonance.Thesim -

plestoneisto vary thepairpotentialon them icroscopic

scale.This,however,isdi� cultto achieve.An alternate

way,which leadsto the recentexplosion ofactivities,is

to use Feshbach resonance. This resonance is achieved

by Zeem an shifting the energy of a bound state in a

closed channelto zero energy,thereby generating con-

siderable resonance scattering for particles in the open

channel. In the lastfourteen m onths,m any rem arkable

propertiesofFerm igasesnearaFeshbach resonancewere

discovered { universalinteraction energy[4,5],m olecu-

larcondensates[6],and the long soughtcondensation of

ferm ion pairs. Evidence of such condensation was re-

ported by C.Regal,M .G reiner,and D.S.Jin[1]three

m onthsago in 40K ,and a m onth ago by K etterle’sgroup

in 6Li[2]. Evidence of super
 uidity has also been ob-

served recently by G rim m ’s[7]and Thom as’[8]groups.

Asthesephenom enaem erge,therearequestionsabout

whether they are general properties of scattering res-

onances,or speci� c properties ofFeshbach resonances.

This question is som etim es phrased in a narrower con-

text as whether single channelm odels and two-channel

(orresonance)m odels have the sam e physicsnearreso-

nance. The form er refers to m odels with two types of

ferm ions interacting with a pair potential. The latter

arethosethatdescribeopen channeland closed channels

physicsexplicitly. Anotherim portantquestion is under

whatconditions are the propertiesofthese m odels uni-

versal,i.e.independentofm icroscopicdetails.M oreover,

ifboth typesofm odelsare universal,do they belong to

thesam euniversalityclass? Thesequestionsarenotonly

oftheoreticalinterest,butalsoofpracticalim portancein

interpretingcurrentdataandguidingfutureexperim ents.

The purpose ofthis paper is to point out the condi-

tion for universalbehavior (referred to as \universality

condition")forboth singlechanneland two channelsys-

tem s,itsim plicationson theground states,and a sim ple

m ethod to m easure the pairwave function directly. W e

shallshow that (1) Ifthe Ferm ienergy is wellwithin

an intrinsic width ofthe resonance (de� ned later),then

the interaction becom es �-function like,which guaran-

tees universality at resonance. (2) There is only one

universality class,given by the behaviorofFerm igases

with contact interaction. (3) Universality im plies that

thecondensatem usthavelargepairs(ofthesizeofinter-

particlespacing),whereclosed channelbound statesplay

an insigni� cantrole. (4) The recentJILA and M IT ex-

perim ents are deep in the universalregim e. This justi-

� es the use ofa single channelapproach for the JILA

and M IT experim ent[3],and explainsthe perfectagree-

m ent between the phase boundary in ref.[1,2]and the

Tc predicted by the crossover theory with �-function

potential[3]. (5) Condensates with m olecular rich (and

hencesm all)pairscan befound in \narrow" resonances.

(6) RF spectroscopy can be used to m ap out the pair

wavefunction acrossthe resonancedirectly.

The em ergence ofuniversality is m ost obvious for �-

function potentials(in single channelm odels)with cou-

pling constant g = 4�~2as=M ,where as is the s-wave

scattering length and M isthe m assofthe ferm ion. At

resonance,as diverges.The only rem aining length scale

isthen n�1=3 ,wheren isthe density.Asa consequence,

thetherm odynam icsofthesystem becom esuniversal[9],

i.e. independent ofm icroscopic details. It is clear that

universalbehaviors only em erge when allother length

scales becom e irrelevant. However,allresonances have

an intrinsiclength scaler�,which isrelated to thewidth

ofthe resonance in energy space. To be precise,con-

sider the scattering length near a Feshbach resonance,

as = abg(1� W =(B � B o)),whereabg isthe background

scattering length,W isthe width ofthe resonance,and

B o isthelocation oftheresonance.Nearresonance,itis

su� cientto focuson the resonanceterm and write

as = � �=�; � = �co(B � B o); � = abg�coW (1)

where�co isthedi� erencein m agneticm om entbetween

ferm ions in closed and open channel,and � is the de-

tuning energy. O n can then de� ne an intrinsic length

scale r� or intrinsic width (� B )in in m agnetic � eld as

~
2=2M r� = � = r��co(� B )in,or

r
� =

~
2

2M abg�coW
; (� B )in =

2M �co(W abg)
2

~
2

: (2)
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In turn,onecan write

as=r
� = (� B )in=(B o � B ) (3)

[Forsingle channelsystem swhere a bound state isgen-

erated when an energy param etersu (such asthe depth

ofthe well) reaches a specialvalue uo,as can stillbe

written in the form eq.(1) with � = uo � u and � be-

ing som e constant].The presenceofr� m eansthe m any

body system hasan additionaldim ensionlessparam eter

y = kF r
�,where kF = (3�2n)1=3 is the Ferm iwavevec-

tor. W e shallshow that reduction to contact potential

(hence universality atresonance)occurswhen

y � kF r
�
< < 1; or �co(� B )in=E F > > 1: (4)

O ther related w orks: Before proceeding,we would

liketo m ention thateq.(4)hasalso been recently identi-

� ed by Eric Cornellasthe condition forthe equivalence

between twochanneland singlechannelm odels,(seelater

discussions)[10].W hileweagreewith hisconclusions,we

pointouteq.(4)isin facta (stronger)condition foruni-

versality,which im plies channelequivalence. Such dis-

tinction isim portantbecausenotallsinglechannelm od-

elsareuniversal,asweshallseelater.(Thedi� erentpo-

tentialschosen in ref.[3]happenstobeallin theuniversal

regim e).In a recentprepint,G .Brunn[11]hasalso iden-

ti� ed eq.(4)asthecondition foruniversalbehaviorwhen

considering a norm alstate atT = 0 withoutsuper
 uid

correlations.The lack ofsuper
 uid correlation m akesit

di� cult to connect to currentexperim ents. During the

writing ofthis paper,a preprint by De Palo et al.[12]

hasappeared in which they com e to sim ilarconclusions

forthe singlechannelproblem .The presentwork di� ers

from thosem entioned abovenotonly in perspectiveand

approach,butalso in the conceptualem phasisofunder-

lying im portance ofuniversality,which controlschannel

equivalence and the nature ofthe pairing state. In ad-

dition,we pointouthow rfspectroscopy can be used to

probethe pairwavefunction in the universalregim e.

Before ending this section, we would like to para-

phraseCornell’sargum ents[10],which we� nd illum inat-

ing. They should be appreciated together with the re-

sults ofthe explicitcalculation presented later. Cornell

notesthat(i)Fora two body system ,when jB � B oj< <

(� B )in, or as > > r� in eq.(3), the population ofthe

closed channel is very sm all, and the problem should

thereforebesinglechannellike[13].(ii)Fora Ferm igas

with density n,asB approachesB o,two thingscan hap-

pen. Either one � rstenters the \single channelregion"

jB � B oj< < (� B ) (hence as=r
� > > 1) and then the

strongly interacting regim e njasj
3 > > 1,or vice versa.

In the form er case, the system becom e single channel

likebeforebecom ing strongly interacting.(iii)Thecon-

dition for being single channellike can be obtained by

replacing � in eq.(3) by the Ferm ienergy EF ,which is

the\detuning" oftheferm ionsattheFerm isurface.The

\single-channel" condition isthen �co(� B )in=E F > > 1,

which iseq.(4).W e shallnow provethe condition eq.(4)

using the two-channelm odel.

U niversality condition for tw o-channel m od-

els: W e shall consider the resonance m odel[14] H �

�N =
P

k;�
(�k � �)a

y

k;�
a
k;�

+
P

k
(�k=2� 2� + �)b

y

k
b
k

+ 
�1=2 �
P

k;q
(byqak+ q=2;"a�k+ q=2;# + h:c:) where a

y

k�

createsa ferm ion with m om entum k and spin �,(� = "

;#); b
y

k
creates a closed channelbound state with m o-

m entum k,
 isthe volum e ofthe system ,and � isthe

(intensive) coupling between the closed channelbound

state and the open channelscattering state. W e shall

ignore the background scattering length term since itis

unessentialforthe resonance physics. The quantity � is

the \bare" detuning which isrelated to the physicalde-

tuning by an in� nite constant� = � + �
2




P

k

1

2�k
so as

to cancelany unphysicalultra-violetdivergences in the

problem . W ith this norm alization,it is straightforward

to solve forthe two-body T-m atrix and � nd the s-wave

scattering length,which isas = � M

4�~2
�
2

�
.

Next,westudy theground statepropertiesoftheres-

onance m odelusing the BEC-BCS crossover theory[15]

where one assum es a condensation in the bound state

hbq= 0i � �m in the closed channeland a condensation

ofzero m om entum pairshak;"a�k;# iin theopen channel.

Standard approach then givesthe m ean � eld equation

� � 2�

�2
=

1




X

k

�
1

2E k

�
1

2�k

�

; (5)

where E k =
p
(�k � �)2 + � 2,and � isthe gap param -

eterrelated to �m as� = �
p
nm ,nm = j�m j

2=
 ,where

nm isthedensity ofclosed channelm olecules.Thechem -

icalpotentialisalso constraintby the num berequation

n = 2nm + 1




P

k;�
ha

y

k;�
a
k;�

i,or

n =
2� 2

�2
+

1




X

k

�

1�
�k � �

E k

�

: (6)

Eq.(5)and (6)togethergive� and � (hencethem olecu-

larfraction nm =n in theclosed channel)asa function of

n and the physicaldetuning � fora given system (�).

It is usefulto write eq.(5) and (6) in dim ensionless

form .De� ning q= k=kF ,~� = �=E F , ~� = � =E F ,where

E F = ~
2k2F =2M ;and noting thatn = k3F =3�

2,itiseasy

to show thateq.(5)and (6)can bewritten in dim ension-

lessform y(~�� 2~�)= F1(~�;~�),(4=3�
2)= y~� 2+ F2(~�;~� ),

where F1 and F2 are functions of ~� and ~� [16]. M icro-

scopicdetailsarecharacterized by y only.

Theem ergenceofuniversality isbestillustrated in � g-

ure 1 where we have plotted ~� atresonance ~� = 0 as a

function of1=
p
y. (There is no particularsigni� cantin

thischoiceofplotting variableexceptitgivesa cleardis-

play ofapproach to universality). W e see thatasy�1=2

exceeds beyond 10,~� becom es independent ofy (hence
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FIG .1:Chem icalpotentialon resonance(� = 0)asafunction

of y
�1=2

, y = kF r
�
. The solid line and circles are results

of two-channeland single channelcalculations respectively.

Both m odelsexhibituniversality (independentofm icroscopic

detaily) for y
�1=2

> 10. The corresponding values in the

JILA[1]and M IT[2]experim entsarey
�1=2

= 15and 80,which

are inside and deep inside the universalregim e.

m icroscopic details). M oreover,~� saturatesat0.59,the

sam evalueofthesinglechannel�-function potential.At

the sam e tim e, the fraction ofclose channelm olecules

nm =n = j�m j
2=N ,(nm = � 2=�2)dropsrapidly asy�1=2

increases,asshownin � gure2.Thisshowsthatthem olec-

ular com ponentis insigni�cantin the universalregim e.

The size ofthe ferm ion pair m usttherefore be oforder

n�1=3 . The behaviorof~� acrossresonance (i.e. plotted

fordi� erent1=(kF as))fordi� erent� isshown in � gure

3. For y�1=2 > 10,all~� coincide,and is precisely that

givenbysinglechannelsystem swith �-function potential,

dem onstratingtheuniversalityofthecontactpotentialin

the wide resonanceregim e.

The reduction to single channel�-function can in fact

be proven sim ply as follows. By noting that the term

�=�2 in eq.(5) is sim ply � 1=g,where g = 4�~2as=M ,

eqs.(5)and (6)reduce to

�
1

g
=

1




X

k

�
1

2E k

�
1

2�k

�

; (7)

n =
1




X

k

�

1�
�k � �

E k

�

: (8)

in the lim it oflarge �2 since �=�2 and � 2=�2 can be

dropped from eqs.(5) and (6) respectively. Eq.(7) and

(8)are precisely the gap equation and num berequation

forthe singlechannelsystem swith contactpotential.

Single channelm odels:Itisim portantto notethat

notallsingle channelm odels are universal. Thisisalso

pointed outin ref.[12]. To show thatthe condition for

universality isalso given by eq.(4),weconsidera square

wellpotentialwith a barrier: V (r)= � uo < 0,r < ro;

V (r) = u1 > 0 for ro > r > r1, and V (r) = 0 for

r> r1.Astheparam etersuo and u1 arevaried,di� erent

0 50 100 150 200

y
-1/2

0

0.2

0.4

n m
/n

FIG . 2: The fraction of closed channel m olecules on reso-

nance � = 0 asa function ofy
�1=2

,y = kF r
�
.O ne seesthat

thefraction ofclosed channelm oleculesisinsigni� cantin the

universalregim e.

values ofy = kF r
� are generated. In � gure 1,we have

also displayed (with circles)thechem icalpotentialalong

a path in param eter space which gives a m onotonically

increasing y�1 [17]. (There are m any such paths). O ne

seesfrom � g.1thatthechem icalpotentialagain reachesa

constantwhen y�1=2 & 10,which isa sign ofuniversality.

R elation to current experim ents: In the JILA

experim ent[1], one has n = 1013cm �3 , W = 8 G ,

abg = 170aB ,�co � 2�B ,whereaB and �B aretheBohr

radiusand Bohrm agneton.Since � = �coW abg,we � nd

from eq.(2) that y�1=2 = 15, (or y = kF r
� = 0:004)

which is inside the universalregion as shown in � gure

1. In the M IT experim ent[2],one has k
�1
F

= 2000aB ,

W = 180 G ,abg = � 2000aB ,�co � 2�B ,which im plies

y�1=2 � 80,(or y = 1:5 � 10�4 ),which is deep inside

the universalsingle channelregim e. This also explains

the surprisingly good agreem entbetween the prediction

ofcrossovertheory using a �-function potentialwith the

experim entsin ref.[1]and [2]aspointed outin ref.[3].

D irect M easurem ent ofPair W avefunction: W e

conclude by pointing out that rf spectroscopy can be

-2 0 2
(k

F
a

s
)
-1

-4

-2

0

µ/
ε F

FIG .3: The behaviorofchem icalpotentialacross resonance

for di� erent values ofy
�1=2

: 0.25 (dot-dashed),1 (dotted),

5 (solid grey),10 (dashed),25 (solid black). For y > 10,all

curvescoincide with thatofsingle channelcontactpotential.
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(hω-W)/ε

F

0

0.5

1

1.5

R
(ω

)

0 10 20 30
0

0.05

0.1

FIG .4: Transition rate in rf spectroscopy experim ents (in

arbitrary units) as a function of frequency. The values of

(kF as)
�1

fordi� erentcurvesare:2 (dashed grey),1 (dashed

black),0 (solid black),-1 (solid grey),-2 (dotted).

used to determ ine the density pro� le ofthe pair wave-

function directly. It willtherefore be a usefultoolto

explore the propertiesin the universalregim e[18]. Con-

sider exciting a ferm ion a" to a di� erent atom ic state

c. For exam ple,a" and c can be the hyper� ne states

Fz = � 5=2 and � 7=2 respectively. Let W be the en-

ergy di� erence between a" and c. The inclusion ofthe

c particle (of the sam e m ass) and the rf � eld willin-

troduce an additional term
P

k
�kc

y

k
ck to the unper-

turbed Ham iltonian and a tim e dependentperturbation

V = �
P

k
(c
y

k
a
k;"e

�i!t + h:c:). The rate oftransition

from ground state to the c state is given by the Ferm i

G olden Rule,R = 2�

~

P

f

�
�
�hfj�c

y

k
ak;"jG i

�
�
�

2

�(Ef� Ei� ~!),

where jG iand jfiare the ground state and the excited

statesofthesystem ,with energiesEiand Ef respectively.

Consideringan initialferm ion ground statewith 2N par-

ticleswith energy E G
2N ,wehaveEi = E G

2N .Sincetheex-

cited state consistsofa Bogoliubov particle with energy

E k =
p
(�k � �)2 + � 2

k
on top ofa ground state with

energy E G
2N �1 and a particlec

y

k
with energy �k + W ,we

haveR (!)= 2��
2

~

1




P

k
v2k�(Ek + W + �k � � � ~!),or

R (!)=
2��2

~

1



D (��)

�
�
�
�

v2
k

1+ @E k=@�k

�
�
�
�
��

(9)

where vk =
p
[1� (�k � �)=E k)]=2 is the coherence

factor, D (�) = (2�)�3 d3k=d�k is the density of state,

and �� is the solution of the equation ~! � W =p
(�� � �)2 + � 2 + �� � �.For�-function potentials,� k

isa constant,wethen have1+ @E k=@�k = 1� v2k � u2k.

Eq.(9)then reducesto

R (!)=
2��2

~

D (��)jvk=ukj
2

��
: (10)

Sincevk=uk istheFouriertransform ofthepairwavefunc-

tion apartfrom a norm alization constant[15],and since

D (�)/
p
�,one can therefore extract directly from the

signalofrfspectroscopy (eq.(10)) the coe� cient vk=uk

and reconstructtherealspacewavefunction.Thebehav-

ior ofeq.(10)for ferm ions interacting with a �-function

potentialin BCS,resonance,and BEC regim esareshown

in � gure 4 for the case ofW > 0. The case ofW < 0

can be obtained by 
 ipping aboutthe verticalaxis,i.e.

changing ~! � W to W � ~!. Note that the shape of

the curve in the m olecularregim e isconsistentwith the

shapeobserved in ref.[19](which hasW < 0).
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