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Density Profiles of Strongly Interacting Trapped Fermi Gases
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We study density profiles in trapped fermionic gases, neahlbach resonances, at @ll T. and in the
near-BEC and unitary regimes. For the latter, we charaetemd quantify the generally neglected contribution
from noncondensed Cooper pairs. As a consequence of thiesequat profiles are rather well fit to a Thomas-
Fermi (TF) functional form, and equally well fit to experintahdata. Our work lends support to the notion that
TF fits can be used in an experimental context to obtain inédion about the temperature.

There is now strong, but not unambiguous, evidence thahe viewpoint [1_b] that TF fits (with proper calibration) che
fermionic superfluidity has been observet {iL; 2,1314y,5, 6lused in an experimental context to obtain information about
in trapped atomic gases. What is particularly exciting abouthe temperature. In addition to establishing these TF fits to
these systems is that the strength of the pairing intemactiotheory, we compare theory and experiment directly via one
can be arbitrarily tuned (via Feshbach resonance effeots) slimensional representations of their respective profilde
that superfluidity occurs in a regime which goes beyond tradidemonstrate remarkable agreement in the shapes of the two
tional weak coupling BCS theory, towards Bose-Einstein-conprofiles. One can infer from this comparison, experimental
densation (BEC) of pre-formed pairs. These experiments arsupport, albeit indirect, for the presence of a superfluiaco
revealing the nature of superconductivity and superflyigit  densate.

a hitherto unexplored regime. The first generation theorie$s [14] have focused on a BCS-
Experimental proof of superfluidity is not straightforward like ground state :I]_ls] which is readily generalized to ac-
except in the BEC regime where the particle density profilezommodate a ‘two channel” variaq_f_[16] in which there are
acquire a bi-modal form. This bi-modality is similar to obse Feshbach bosonic (FB) degrees of freedom present as well.
vations in bosonic atomic systems, which have been systenthis approach has met with some initial success in addigssin
atically studied for the past decadg [7]. In the intermemdiat collective mode experiments j17,:18] and pairing-gap spec-
regime between BCS and BEC, the measured density proﬂletEoscopy [1b]. The excitations of this standard groundestat
[8 d] in traps do not contain any obvious signatures of the[,'14, .16] consist of two types: noncondensed fermion pairs
condensate. Nevertheless, there is a significant body -of cihybridized with FBpand Bog0||ubov like fermionic excita-
cumstantial evidence in supportofsuperﬂuidityinthisime@ tions havingk , (x )2+ 2(T), where « is the
This support is based on fast sweep experimeits [1, 2], cokree fermion kinetic energy. Note that the “gap parameter”
lective mode measurements [3,14, 6], as well as palrlng gap () is in general different from the superconductmg order
measurements using radio frequency(RF) techmq_ues [5] parameter,~ ... Recent RF exper|ment§. [5] have been an-
The goals of this paper are to compute the particle densitglyzed [18] using our formalism to suggest that the Bogoli-
profiles at allT T, (whereT. is the superfluid transition ubov quasi-particles have an energy gap or pseudogap, which
temperature) in the near-BEC and unitary regimes and to ads present well above., and, thus, not directly related to the
dress the implications for experiment. For the former ol ca order parameter. Additional support for this “pseudogags h
culation of the contribution from noncondensed bosonsdeadrecently been reported in another very different class péex
to important corrections to estimates of the condensate fra iments [20]
tion based on the conventional Gaussian form. For the uni- We summarize the self-consistent equauo:ns [21] in the
tary case, these non-condensed pairs smooth out the, oth@fresence of a spherical trap, treated at the level of the lo-
wise abrupt, transition between the condensate and the thegal density approximation (LDA) with trap potential ) =
mal background of fermionic excitations; this explains why 1 im 1212, T. is defined as the highest temperature at which
the measured density profiles appear to be so featur&ldis [8, the self-consistent equations are satisfied preciselyeateh-
The unitary or strongly interacting Fermi gas has been thaer. At a temperature lower thanT. the superfluid region
focus of attention by the community. Some time ago it wasextends to a finite radiug ... The particles outside this ra-
found [8] that the profiles were reasonably well described bydius are in a normal state, with or without a pseudogap. Our
a Thomas-Fermi (TF) functional form at zemg and in re-  self-consistent equations are given in terms of the Feshbac
cent work [1_0] this procedure has been extended to finite temeoupling constang and inter-fermion attractive interactian
peratures. Importantly, there has been no particular #teor by a gap equation
ical support for these TF fits. Below, all previous theo-

rgtica_l work (which either ignored non—c_ondensed pairestat & X 1 2f@y)
[i1,.12] or used a different ground stafe:[13]) has predicted 1+ U+ ——— = = =0; (1)
strong deviations from this -dependent TF functional form. k .

It is extremely important, thus, to have a better understand
of the spatial profiles. Our work lends theoretical support t which is imposed only when,, ;. (r) = 0. The pseudogap
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effective chemical potentials of the pairs and FB.
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We introduce unitsr = 1, fermion massn = 7, Fermi ki, 1. (color online) Density profile and its decompositiorthe

momenturmrk; = 1, and Fermienerggy = h! GN )3 = 1. near-BEC limit (=kr a = 3:0) atT=T. = 0:5. Shown are the actual
In the figures below, , We express length in units of the Thomasplots on the left for the total (r), the noncondensed paits. ., and
Fermi radiusR ;p = 72EF m12) = 2(31%)1 3oke : the the condensates. The right panel shows how these two (indicated
densityn (r) and total particle numbat =  &®rn r) are by the shaded areas from top to bottom) add together torgive
normalized byk? and ks R+ )°, respectively. The density
of particles at radiug can be written as
P N ngp = n n}:cs(); (4c)
2
_ 0, “ . . .
ne) = 2np+ - blg  boson) where nB¢S is the usual superfluid density for a gas of
X B fermions within BCS theory, except that here the full excita
+ 2 il fE)N+uifEx) ; (3) tiongap appearsinstead of the order parameter. In the one-
k channel case the order parameteg. is equal to the Cooper

condensate contribution (which we calk.). For the broad
Feshbach resonances 9K and °Li, these one-channel re-
sults are appropriate for the unitary and BCS regimes of the
two-channel case. In the BEC regime ( 0), the con-
tribution of the fermionic quasiparticles becomes nebligi
Therefore, the one-channel equatio'_ris (4) will be reduced to

wheren? = g “2 =[( 2 + 2V (©))U + & F is the molec-

ular Bose condensate which is only presentfor R ;.. The

important chemical potentialyai: =  oson [24] is identi-

cally zero in the superfluid region < R,. , and must be

solved for self-consistently at larger radii. Our calcigdas

proceed by solving numerically the self-consistent eaunati
We now decompose the density profiles into components -2 2

associated with the condensate, the noncondensed pairs and ns= —7n; Npair = —ngn : (5)

the fermions. This raises a central issue of this papétat

is the most suitable definition of the condensate ratio in a Interestingly, this result is also valid for the two-chahpreb-

fermionic superﬂmd7 Indeed, in strict BCS theory there are |em in the BEC regime.

two alternatives;[23], one based on the superfiuid density, a  Formally, we can address the second decomposition of

the other based on associating the condensate with the p&fre density profiles by writing the particle density in terms

turbation of the superfluid state relative to the underlytag  of the single particle Green’s function K ) = G, K ) +
Fermi gas. In BCS theory with this second definition, the zerq; | k ) ® )G ® ) whereG , represents free fermions, and

temperature condensate fraction is of ordgttE ¢ , far from ¢ !, ;k) is the four-momentum. The second term is
the value 100%, which one obtains from the Superfluid denthen further Sp“t into the condensed ('*‘ ) and noncon-
sity. Physically, this second definition reflects the fractof  gensed ( 2_) components. Summing over the Matsubara

the original Fermi liquid states which are modified substan-frequenueg », and adding the FB contribution one obtains
tially by pairing. We explore both of these here, since they

are expected to enter in different physical contexts. In the ne = 22 ~%; (6a)
BEC regime (where fermions are absent) there is no distinc- X 2
tion between the two decompositions, and thus the condensat Mpair = 2 Pla  pax) =22 g7 (6b)
fraction is uniquely defined. $°°

In the present approach to the BCS-BEC crossover picture RIS = 2 (4 +V(@©); (6c)
it is relatively straightforward to deducg 14] the (locatjper- K

fIt_Jid densityn; njg (r). For the one-channel model we find
[:_Lé_i] a simple result fong, as well as for the fermionic quasi-
particle g » ) and pair contributions(,, ;) to the difference

which correspond to condensate density, finite momentum
pair/boson density, and free fermion density, respegtivel
We characterize the crossover regime by the parameter

nofe 1=kr a Wherea is the inter-atomics-wave scattering length
n, = N_ﬁan s (), (4a) andkz , the Fer_mi_mo_mentum. A typic_al density_ pro_file'zlfor
27s the near-BEC limit withi=kr a = 3:0 is shown in Fig. 1
2 es ses for T=T. = 05. This plot is in the physically accessible
Npair = —Ng ()=n "7 () ns; (4b) npear-BEC regime where the bosons are still primarily Cooper
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compositions following Egs.i {6) and Eqs: (4), respectively
The superfluid-based decomposition (lower panels) appears

to be more relevant to thermodynamics and recent RF exper-
iments [:5., :ZQ_}], since it incorporates the excitation gap of the
fermions. The decompoasition in the upper panels, based on
free fermions, was studied in detail in Rgfi 13, for a somewha
different ground state.

The shaded regions on the right of each figure correspond
(from top to bottom) to density profiles of noncondensed
pairs, condensate and fermionic quasiparticles. In both de
compositions the noncondensed pairs play a significant role
. It can be seen from the plots on the left of I-‘-_|.'g 2 that the non-

Ry ' condensed pairs show a relatively flat denS|t¥ distributarn
r  Rygg just as in the near-BEC limit of Fig_: 1. This be-

FIG. 2: (color online) Density profiles and their differerdadmpo-  havior similarly arises from the vanishing of.:. () in the
sitions for the unitary case ks a = Q) atT = 0:75T.. The upper  superfluid region.
and lower panels correspond to Eds. (6) and Egs. (4), résglct One can see that the condensate has substantially more
On_ the left are shown the actgal plots _for the total, the nnd_ensgd weight for then.-based decomposition [EGIL: (4), FL(';. 2, lower
pairs, condensate, and fermion density. Shown on the sghow 6151 Conversely the excited fermions for this caseigre s
the last three, as indicated by the shaded_areas from toptemipof nificantly less important, since they experience a largeigap
each panel, add up to the local total density). . L ' N )
their excitation spectrum. The contribution of these fennsi
is concentrated at the trap edge. Indeed, for this caseubeca

) o ) they represent two sides of the same coin, the fermions and
pairs, as distinguished from Feshbach bosons. Based on exgncondensed bosons generally appear in different regions
periments [3, 4] and related theory {17, 18] this is not yetye trap. The latter are associated with the regions where th
in the deep BEC where the collective modes are expected @y itation gap is largest (and the fermion states are quasi-
exhibit the characteristics of true bosofs [24]. Thus one exy,ong into “bosonic” like states), and the former are found
pects the ground state wavefunction to be applicable hére. T\, hore the gap is smallest.
left panel corresponds to actual plots of the condenseeifgre
curve) and noncondensed pair contributions (red) while th?n
shaded regions on the right represent from top to bottom th
condensed (green) and noncondensed bosons (red), resp
tively. For this BEC plot, there are no fermions. Importgntl theoretical :(Bb) profiles as well as their comparis'E'm (3w), f
the contribution from the noncondensed bosons is esslgntiala choserR.- = 100 m, which makes it possiblé to over-
constantincuntil R o, reflecting the fact that they have a 9ap- |,y the experimental data (circles) and theoretical cuiwe),
less excitation Spectrum fa;: = 0). HOWever, once pa - is Finally Fig..3d indicates the relative? or root-mean-square
non-zero at the tr.ap edge the number of noncondensed boso{??hs) deviations for these TF fits to theory. This figure was
(npajr)'dmps rapidly. made in collaboration with the authors of Rgfi 10. This tem-

Fig. 1 is consistent with the experimentally observed properature was chosen to exhibit the TF functional form in the
file shapes![9], but it can be contrasted with other theaaktic regime where it is most problematic, sincé has a maxi-
results in the literature which predict non-monotoniceas  mum there. The experimental data were estimated to corre-
[3]. Because all direct interactions are via fermions cifnr- spond to roughly this same temperature, based on the amalysi
acter of the BEC profile is different from that of true interac  of Ref.!10. Two of the three dimensions of the theoretical
ing bosons. These differences also appear in the context @fap profiles were integrated out to obtain a one-dimensiona
collective mode experiments [17,:18, 25]. As for true bosongepresentation ofghe density distribution along the tvarse
[:_?., :_2(_3], the constraint that the bosons are gapless in thersup direction:n (x) dydzn (x).
fluid region is important for determining their density diisti- This figure is in contrast to earlier theoretical studiesahhi
tion. A clear bi-modal feature or *kink” & .. is presentand  predict a kink at the condensate edfjé [11, 12]. Moreover, in
provides evidence for the existence of a condensate. lfdhoucontrast to the predictions of R&t. 13, the curves behaveomon
be noted that the inferred fraction of the condensate may bgnically with both temperature and radius. Indeed, in thie u
significantly smaller than found here — if a Gaussian form istary regime the generalized TF fitting procedure of Ref. 10
assumed throughout the trap (as is the experimental conveqorks surprisingly well for our theory with spherical traps
tion) for estimating the contribution from noncondenseda  and for anisotropic experiments (shown in Fig. 3a). Thins,

In the upper and lower panels of Fi_g. 2 we plot the densitypart, a consequence of the fact that trap anisotropy effests
distributions in the unitary limitl=ky a = 0, as a function come irrelevant for these one dimensional projections.s&€he
of radiusr at T=T. = 0:75, and show their different de- reasonable TF fits apply to essentially all temperaturessitin/
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In Fig.:_?o we compare theory (at=Tr = 0:19) and experi-

ent for the unitary case. The profiles shown are well within
fhe superfluid phaser{ 03Ty at unitarity). This figure
pfesents Thomas-Fermi fits [10] to the experimental (3a) and



15— — 15— of profiles, however.
L n(x) Experiment L n(x) Theory
1t In summary, in this paper we have found that, in the near
— BEC regime, the component profile for the noncondensed
0.5¢ (b) bosons, is different from the Gaussian form generally as-
I sumed, although the general shape is consistent with exper-
=3 iment. This result which follows because these noncondknse
xIRpp states are in equilibrium with a condensate, should have im-
0.015—— 15— : plications for measurements of the condensate fractioar Ne
LoX L n(x) Comparisor) . . .
. unitarity, we have found that, our calculated density pesfil
O'Olf . . T,20272 1? are consistent with experiment and provide strong support f
ooosk . l osl using Thomas Fermi fits to the profiles. One can infer that the
. @ ™ © condensate is seen, not in the profile shapes, but, presymabl
N S 0 R in their temperature calibration.
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J. Kinast and A. Turlapov with the Thomas-Fermi analysis in
FIG. 3: (color online) Temperature dependence of (a) erpmi  this paper, and for sharing their experimental data. Ukl
tal one-dimensional spatial profiles (circles) and TF fite)i from  cyssions with M. Greiner, D.S. Jin and C. Chin are gratefully

Ref.l19, (b) TF fits (iine) to theory at 07T~ 04.97: (circles) acknowledged. This work was supported by NSF-MRSEC
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files, as well as (d) relative rms deviations’] associated with these
fits to theory at unitarity. The circles in (b) are shown aslthe in
(c). The profiles have been normalized so that n (x)dx = 1,
and we seR:r = 100 m in order to overlay the two curves.?

reaches a maximum aroumd= 0:19Tf .
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