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We have measured the heat capacity of an optically-trappedtrongly-interacting
Fermi gas of atoms. A precise input of energy to the gas is falved by single-
parameter thermometry, which determines the empirical tenperature param-
eter T of the gas cloud. Our measurements reveal a clear transitiom the heat
capacity. The energy and the spatial profile of the gas are coputed using a
theory of the crossover from Fermi to Bose superfluids at finié temperature.
The theory calibratesT, yields excellent agreement with the data, and predicts

the onset of superfluidity at the observed transition point.

Strongly-interacting, degenerate atomic Fermi gadgprovide a paradigm for strong in-
teractions in natureZ)). In all strongly interacting Fermi systems, the zero-ggescattering
length is large compared to the interparticle spacing, gcod) universal behavioB(4). Predic-

tions of universal interactions and effective field thesiie nuclear mattei3,5,6,7) are tested
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by measurements of the interaction eneliy8(9,[10). Anisotropic expansion of strongly-
interacting Fermi gased) is analogous to the “elliptic flow” of a quark-gluon plasnig. (
High temperature superfluidity has been predici&tX2,13,14,[15,16) in strongly-interacting
Fermi gases, which can be used to test theories of high tetypersuperconductivityll).
Microscopic evidence for superfluidity has been obtainedlserving the pairing of fermionic
atoms [[8,[19,120). Macroscopic evidence arises in anisotropic expansiparfd in collective
excitations?1},22,23).

In superconductivity and superfluidity, measurements efftbat capacity have played an
exceptionally important role in determining phase traosg 24) and in characterizing the na-
ture of bosonic and fermionic excitations. We report on tleasurement of the heat capacity for
a strongly-interacting Fermi gas @fi atoms, confined in an optical trap. Our experimefts) (
examine the fundamental thermodynamics of the gas.

Thermodynamical properties of the BCS-BEC crossover gysi@ computed?g) using a
consistent many-body theoriZ4,28) based on the conventional mean field st24@).( BCS-
BEC crossover refers to the smooth change from the Bardeepét-Schrieffer superfluidity
of fermions to the Bose-Einstein condensation of dimersydrying the strength of the pair-
ing interaction (for example, by tuning a magnetic field).eTbrmalism of Ref.[16,/17,[28)
was applied recently30) to explain radio frequency measurements of the @). (The the-
ory contains two contributions to the entropy and energsiragi from fermionic and bosonic
excitations. The latter are associated principally witbitex pairs of fermions (Cooper pairs at
finite momentum). In this model, there is no direct bosonelmosoupling, and fermion-boson
interactions are responsible for the vanishing of the paénuical potentiaj:,.;, in the super-
fluid regions. The vanishing of,.;, implies that, within a trap, the associated low temperature
power laws in the entropy and energy are the same as those bbthogeneous syste(3l).

This is to be contrasted with models which involve nonintérey bosons and fermion82).



Clearly, our BCS-like ground state ansatz will be inapgileaat some point when the fermionic
degrees of freedom have completely disappeared, and the desp in the BEC regime, where
the power laws associated with true, interacting bosongxpected$l). In that case, direct
inter-boson interactions must be accounted for and thelyattédr the collective mode behav-
ior (33). However, on the basis of collective mode experimeZitsd?,23) and their theoretical
interpretation[84,35), one can argue that the BCS-like ground state appears [ajgein the
near resonance, unitary regime. The thermodynamic qiestitithin the trap are computed
using previously calculated profile86) of the various energy gaps and the particle density as
a function of the radius.

Unlike the weak coupling BCS limit, the pairing gap in the tany regime is very large.
Well below the superfluid transition temperatie fermions are paired over much of the trap,
and unpaired fermions are present only at the edges of gheTthese unpaired fermions tend to
dominate the thermodynamics associated with the fermidegrees of freedom, and lead to a
higher (than linear) power law in the temperaturg ependence of entropy. The contribution
from finite momentum Cooper pairs leads t3'4> dependence of the entropy on temperature.
Both bosonic and fermionic contributions are importantat 1.

An important feature of these fermionic superfluids is theit formation occurs at a higher
temperature™ than the temperatur€. where pairs condense. At temperatufés- 7%, the
entropy approaches that of the noninteracting gas.7Fot T' < T*, the attraction is strong
enough to form quasi-bound (or preformed) pairs which afleated in the thermodynamics.
At these temperatures, a finite energy, i.e., the pseudag@eeded to create single fermion
excitations [28,17,/16). Interestingly, in the unitary regime, boffi* andT, are large frac-
tions of the Fermi temperatufg-, signifying high temperature pair formation and very high
temperature superfluidity.

We prepare a degenerate, unitary Fermi gas comprising & $0h8ure of the two lowest



spin states ofLi atoms near a Feshbach resonance. To cool the gas, we asd faraporation
at a bias magnetic field of 840 G in an ultrastable,d&3er trapll,i2,26). After cooling well
into the degenerate regime, energy is precisely added tinapped gas at fixed atom number,
as described below. The gas is then allowed to thermaliz@.fos before being released from
the trap and imaged at 840 G after 1 ms of expansion to detertinéhnumber of atoms and the
temperature parametét. For our trap the total number of atomsNs= 2.2(0.3) x 10°. The
corresponding noninteracting gas Fermi temperatuig is- (3N)"/?hw/kg ~ 2.5 uK, small
compared to the final trap depth@§/kz = 35 uK.

Energy is precisely added to the trapped gas at fixed atom eubybreleasing the cloud
from the trap and permitting it to expand for a short tin€ ¢,.., < 460 us after which the gas
is recaptured. Even for the strongly-interacting gas, treggy input is well-defined for very low
initial temperatures, where both the equation of state hacekpansion dynamics are known.
During the times;..; used in the experiments, the axial size of the gas changdigjibgg
while transverse dimensions expand by a faétdt,...). Hence, the mean harmonic trapping
potential energyUxo) in each of the two transverse directions increases by arfac{o, .. )-

The initial potential energy is readily determined at zenmperature from the equation of
state of the gag]l + fB)er(x) + Uno(x) = po (@,8), whereer(x) is the local Fermi energys
is the unitary gas parametef,[8,8,6,[7), andy, is the global chemical potential. This equation
of state is supported by low temperature studies of the hireaimode 21,23,133,135) and the
spatial profiles(T,i6,36). It is equivalent to that of a harmonically trapped noniatging gas
of particles with an effective mas®)( which in our notation isn* = m/(1 + (), wherem is
the bare fermion mass. The mean potential energy is halfeofdtal energy, because the gas
behaves as a harmonic oscillator. As< 0 (6,[7), m* > m, so that the effective oscillation

frequencies and the chemical potential are simply scaladhdoe., g = kgTrv/1+ 5 (18).



The total energy at zero temperature, which determinestéeyg scale, is therefore

3 3
Eq = ZN,UOZ ZN]CBTF\/1+5~ (1)

For each direction, the initial potential energy at zeroferature isk,/6. Then, the total

energy of the gas after heating is given by,
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neglecting trap anharmonicit@®). Here,n is a correction factor arising from the finite temper-
ature of the gas prior to the energy input. For the stronglgracting gas, the initial reduced
temperature is very low. We assume that itig” = 0.04, whereT is measured and calibrated
as described below. Assuming a Sommerfeld correction tledtsy);,,; ~ 1+2w2T2/3 ~ 1.01,
which hardly affects the energy scale.

A zero temperature strongly-interacting gas expands byledaynamic scale factdf! (1,cq:),
when released from a harmonic trdjj37). Heating arises after recapture and subsequent equi-
libration, but not during expansion. This follows from tleaestI’ = 0.04, obtained by imaging
the gas 1 ms after release from the trap. Hence, the tempeitange during,..; < 460 us
< 1 ms must be very small.

Thermometry of strongly-interacting Fermi gases is not wetlerstood. By contrast, ther-
mometry of noninteracting Fermi gases can be simply accsimad by fitting the spatial dis-
tribution of the cloud (after release and ballistic expangiwith a Thomas-Fermi (T-F) profile,
which is a function of two parameters. We choose them to bd~#reni radiuso, and the
reduced temperatur€/T». However, this method is only precise at temperatures weell b
low 0.5 T, whereo, andT' /T are determined independently. At higher temperaturesravhe
the Maxwell-Boltzmann limit is approached, such a fit detess only the product? 7'/ TF.

We circumvent this problem by determinimg from a low temperature fit, and then hold it



constant in the fits at all higher temperatures, enablingeapgamameter determination of the
reduced temperature.

Spatial profiles of strongly-interacting Fermi gases dipsesemble T-F distributions, as ob-
served experimentalA(10) and as predicte@®6). The profiles of the trapped and released gas
are related by hydrodynamic scaling to a good approximatier a wide temperature range,
this scaling is consistent with the observed cloud size-t8% and is further supported by
measurements of the breathing frequency, which are withl§6 of the unitary hydrodynamic
value 2I). Analogous to the noninteracting case, we define an expetah dimensionless
temperature paramet@t, which is determined by fitting the cloud profiles with a T-Btdibu-
tion (38), holding constant the Fermi radius of the interacting gas,We find experimentally
that7 increases monotonically from the highly degenerate regartee Maxwell-Boltzmann
limit. This fitting procedure also leads us to define a nattedliced temperature scale in terms

of the zero temperature parametgrand’r,

" g Tev/1+ 3

Eq.[3 is consistent with our choice of fixed Fermi raditjs i.e., mw?0’?/2 = . At high

(3)

temperatures, we must interpfét: T..:, to obtain the correct Maxwell-Boltzmann limit. At
low temperaturesf ~ That yields an estimate df' /T which can be further calibrated to the
theoretical reduced temperatdréT by performing the experimental fitting procedure on the
theoretically generated density profil25(26).

Preliminary data processing yields normalized, one-dsiteral spatial profiles of the atomic
cloud {26). To determind” over the full temperature range of interest, we employ a fesamin-
sion time of 1 ms. We first measus¢ from our lowest temperature data. Théhis determined
using the one parameter T-F fit method. This yiélds 0.04 — 2.15 for the strongly-interacting

gas.



The experimental energy scale KEd. 1 and the natural temperatale EqL]3 are deter-
mined by measuring the value gf This is accomplished by comparing the measured radius
of the strongly-interacting gas, to the radius for a noninteracting ga&6). We find that
f = —0.49(0.04) (statistical error only) in reasonable agreement with thet lsurrent predic-
tions, where3 = —0.56 (6), ands = —0.545 (7).

We now apply our energy input and thermometry methods to umedbke heat capacity of
our optically trapped Fermi gas, i.e., for different valwés,,..;, we measure the temperature
parametetf and calculate the total enerdy(t,..:)/ Eo from Eq.[2. The timé,,.,, determines
the energy accurately, as the trap intensity switches mtlean1 us. We believe that shot-to-
shot fluctuations in the energy are negligible, based onrtrel $ractional fluctuations ifl” at
low temperatures, where the heat capacity is expected tergesinall. To obtain high resolution
data, 30-40 different heating times,; are chosen. The data for each of these heating times are
acquired in a random order to minimize systematic error. ciamplete runs are taken through
the entire random sequence.

We first measure the heat capacity for a noninteracting Fga®i1,126), where the scat-
tering lengtha is zero. This occurs near 526 G. Fig. 1 shows the data (grets) dich
represent the calculatdd(ty...)/ Fo versus the measured value'®f for eacht,,..;. For com-
parison, predictions for a noninteracting, trapped Feraﬂ,@ideal(f)/Eideal(O) are shown
as the black curve, whefE = T/T} in this case. Here, the chemical potential and energy
are calculated using a finite temperature Fermi distrilbutind the density of states for the
trapped gas. Throughout, we use the density of states falistie Gaussian potential well,
U(r) = Up[l — e~™@**/200] with Uy = 14.6 kT, rather than the harmonic oscillator ap-
proximation. This model is in very good agreement with tha@interacting gas data at all
temperatures.

For the strongly-interacting gas at 840 G, Fig. 1 (blue diad®), the gas is cooled 6 =



0.04 and then heated. Note that the temperature pararfieteries by a factor of 50 and the
total energy by a factor of 10. For comparison, we show theritecal results for the unitary
case as the red curve. Here the horizontal axis for the theofytained using the approximation
T ~ T, via Eq[3. On alarge scale plot, the data for the stronglgratting and noninteracting
gases appear quite similar, although there are import#etelces at low temperature.

A striking result is observed by plotting the low temperatdata of Fig. 1 on an expanded
scaleP5)26). This reveals a transition in the heat capacity which iseraddent by plotting the
data for the strongly-interacting gas ofvg — log scale as in Fig. 2. The transition is apparent
in the raw temperature datdg,[26), and is strongly suggestive of the onset of superfluidity.
Note that the observed spatial profiles of the gas vary smpatid are closely approximated
by T-F shapes in the transition region. Fig. 2 shows the ttiansafter converting the empirical
temperatur@ to theoreticall'/ T units.

The empirical temperature is calibrated to enable preasaparison between the theory
and the experimental data. For the calibration, we subpectiteoretically derived density pro-
files (36,27) to the same one-dimensional T-F fitting procedure as ustiaxperiments. One
dimensional density distributions are obtained by integgaover two of the three dimensions
of the predicted spatial profiles, which are determined feplerically symmetric trap. Our
results for this temperature calibration are shown in tisetino Fig. 2. This calibration pro-
vides a mapping between the experimental reduced tempergiu+ 57 and the theoretical
temperaturd’/Tr. We find thatl’ = T..; is a very good approximation abo%. Such scaling
may be a manifestation of universal thermodynan#}sThe difference betweeri and T, is
significant only below the superfluid transitidh and is therefore negligible in the large scale
plot of Fig. 1 over a broad temperature range. However, bélpthe fits to the theoretical
profiles yield a value of/T + 3T which is lower than the theoretical valueBfTr. Thisis a

consequence of condensate effe28).(



Fig. 2 shows that above a certain temperafijréhe strongly-interacting data nearly overlap
that of the noninteracting gas, and exhibit a power la&fits, — 1 = 4.98(7/Tr)*3. Below
T., the data deviate significantly from noninteracting Ferias ¢pehavior, and are well fit by
E/Ey —1 = 97.3(T/Tr)*™ (dashed curve). From the intersection point of these poser |
fits, we estimatd . /T = 0.27(.02) (statistical error only). This is very close to our thearati
valueT,./Tr = 0.29.

The fractional change in the heat capacitys estimated from the slope change in the fits
to the calibrated data. In that case, the relative specificjoenp(C. — C.)/C~ =~ 1.51(0.05)
(statistical error only), where (<) denotes above (below).. This is close to the value (1.43)
for an s-wave BCS superconductor in a homogeneous case, althowgbxpects pre-formed
pairs, i.e., pseudogap effects, to modify the discontynsdimewhatZzg).

In Fig. 2 and Fig. 3, the theory is compared to the calibrataa after very slightly de-
tuning the magnetic field in the model away from resonancehabthe predicted unitary gas
parameter? has the same value as measured. This small detufiirg,) ! = 0.11, where
kr = \/2mkp Tr/h2, is reasonable given the broad Feshbach resongare(Li.

Finally, Fig. 3 presents an expanded view of the low tempeeategion. Here, the ex-
perimental unitary data is calibrated and replotted in tlegentonventional theoretical units,
Er = kgTr andTr. The agreement between theory and experiment is very gadtelpres-
ence of a pseudogap, a more elaborate treatri@8nhof{ the pseudogap self-energy, which takes
into account spectral broadening, will be needed in orderatoulate accurately the specific
heat jump.

If one extends the temperature range in Fig. 3 to Wiglve find that both the unitary and
noninteracting cases coincide above a characteristicéeatyre, 7™, although belowr’, they
start out with different power laws (as shown in Fig. 2). Imgral, we find that agreement

between theory and experiment is very good over the full esatpre range for which the data



are taken. The observation that the interacting and namictieg curves do not precisely co-
incide until temperatures significantly abo¥eis consistent with (although it does not prove)
the existence of a pseudogap and with onset temperaturetfreriigure’™ ~ 27.. Related

signatures of pseudogap effects are also seen in the thgnaumits of high temperature super-

conductors17).
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Figure 1: Total energy versus temperature. For each heatned;,..;, the temperature parame-
terT is measured from the cloud profile, and the total endi@y,...) is calculated from Eq[]2)

in units of the ground state enerdy. Green circles: noninteracting Fermi gas data; Blue di-
amonds: strongly-interacting Fermi gas data. Black cupredicted energy versus reduced
temperature for a noninteracting, trapped Fermi @a@ul(f)/Eidwl(O); Red curve: predicted
energy versud’ for the unitary case. No temperature calibration is appdiede? ~ T,
over the broad temperature range shown. Note that the Idemgterature point (blue square)
is constrained to lie on the black curve.
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Figure 2: Energy input versus temperature from Fig. 1 aéiemgerature calibration onlag —
log scale. The strongly-interacting Fermi gas shows a tramsiti behavior nedf’/Tr = 0.27.
Green circles: noninteracting Fermi gas data; Blue diarmpstrongly-interacting Fermi gas
data; Red (Black) curve: prediction for a unitary (noniatging), Fermi gas in a Gaussian trap
as in experiment; Black dashed line: best fit power $aw (7'/Tr)*™ to the unitary data for
T/Tr < 0.27. The inset shows the calibration curve, which has beeneghfdithe unitary data
(blue diamonds). The red dashed line in the inset represieadiagonall’ /Ty = /1 + BT.
HereEy = E(T =0).
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Figure 3: Low temperature comparison of present theory, vtk curves) and experiments
(symbols) in terms o/ Er (Er = kgTr) per atom as a function df /T, for both unitary

and noninteracting gases in a Gaussian trap. The fact teawih experimental (and the two
theoretical) curves do not merge until high&r > 7. is consistent with the presence of a

pseudogap.
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Computation of Thermodynamical Quantities

The theoretical community is in the midst of unraveling tfaune of resonantly interacting
fermionic superfluidsSL, S2, S3, 4, SB, 96, 7, 8, S9) with particular emphasis on the strongly
interacting Fermi gasdL0). In the BCS-BEC crossover picturl(l), the strongly interacting
Fermi gas is intermediate between the weak coupling BCS & IBnits. In addressing the
nature of the excitations from the conventional mean fielB©@85-like ground stateS2), our
theoretical calculations help to provide a theoreticabcation of the experimental thermome-
try, and elucidate the thermodynamics.

Without doing any calculations one can anticipate a numbégaiures of thermodynam-
ics in the crossover scenario. The excitations are entivegonic in the BEC regime, exclu-
sively fermionic in the BCS regime, and in between both typeexcitation are present. In
the so-called one-channel problem the “bosons” correspormbncondensed Cooper pairs,
whereas in two-channel models, these Cooper pairs aregbroybridized with the molecular
bosons of the closed channel, singlet state. Bélpwhe presence of the condensate leads to
a single-branch bosonic excitation spectrum which, atiégliate coupling, is predominantly
composed of large Cooper pairs. These latter bosons leaggewmlogapSLT, S13) aboveT..
Within the conventional mean field ground state, and overetiteée crossover regimeil4)
belowT., the bosons with effective madg* have dispersiof, = h%q*/2M*. This form for
the dispersion reflects the absence of direct boson-bosenaations. In the extreme BEC limit,
when the fermionic degrees of freedom become irrelevargctiinter-boson interactions must
be accounted for. While our focus in this paper is on the witase, when we refer to “BEC”
we restrict our attention to the near-unitary BEC regime.

As long as the attractive interactions are stronger thasetlod the BCS regime, these non-

17



condensed pairs must show up in thermodynamics, as muststhelpgap in the fermionic

spectrum. These are two sides of the same coin. Bé&|gwhe fermionic excitations have dis-

persionEy = +/(ex — )2 + A2, wheree, = h?k?/2m andp are the atomic kinetic energy
and fermionic chemical potential, respectively. That #xsitation gapA is non-zero aff’,
in the Bogoliubov quasi-particle spectruf, differentiates the present approa&id) from
all other schemes which address BCS-BEC crossover at finifEhe bosons, by contrast, are
gapless in the superfluid phase, due to their vanishing dampotential. Within a trap, and
in the fermionic regime (for whicl, > 0), the fermionic component will have a strong spatial
inhomogeneity via the spatial variation of the gap. Thugdntrast to the homogeneous case,
fermions on the edge of the trap, which have relatively smiallanishing excitation gap4,
will contribute power law dependences to the thermodynamic

Starting at a magnetic field well above a Feshbach resonagaigcreasing the magnetic
field, we tune from the BCS-like regime towards unitarityeganance. We first consider IaWw
where fermions become paired over much of the trap. The tegpéérmions at the edge tend
to dominate the thermodynamics associated with the fenmidegrees of freedom, and lead
to a higher (than linear) power law in thHédependence of the entropy. The contribution from
excited pairs of fermions is associated witlid?> dependence of entropy on temperature which

dominates for temperaturds/T» < 0.05 or T'/T.

~

< 0.2. In general, the overall exponent
of the lowT" power law varies with magnetic field, depending on the magieitof the gap
and temperature, as well as the relative weight of fermianid bosonic contributions. In the
superfluid phase, at all but the lowest temperatures, timeideis and bosons combine to yield
S oc T? precisely at resonancék(-a)~! = 0). For the near-unitary case investigated in the
paper (kpa)~! = 0.11), we haveS o T19,

Because our calculation§i5) are based on the standard mean field ground si&#}, (we

differ from other work &2, S16) at finite temperatures. Elsewhefd4, S13, S17) we have char-
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acterized in quantitative detail the characteristic gagand pseudogap,,, energy scales. The
pseudogap (which is to be associated with a hybridized minoatondensed fermion pairs and
molecular bosons) and the superfluid condensate (sc) calle@dd in quadrature to determine
the fermionic excitation spectrunts?(7) = A2 (T) + A2 (T). Our past work §14, SI3, SI7)
has primarily focussed belo#.. Here we extend these results, albeit approximately, abave
Our formalism has been applied bel@wwith some success in Refdd) to measurements of
the pairing gap in RF spectroscopy. A more precise, but nigalgr more complex method for
addressing the normal state was given in R€18J.

After including the trap potentidl (r) and internal binding energy of the bosons, the local
energy density can be decomposed into fermiottig) (and bosonic £,) contributions and

directly computed as follows

E = un(r)+E;+ Ep,

By = Y (iwn + e — p(r)G(K)

K

= Y R2Bif(Ex) — (Bx — e+ plr))] + A%x(0),

Eb - Z(Qq - ,Uboson) b(Qq - ,Uboson) > (Sl)

q

wherew(r) = p—U(r), n(r) is the local densityy,, = (2n+1)7kpT is the fermionic Matsubara
frequency,GG(K) is the renormalized fermionic Green’s function with fouomentumki =
(iwn, k), b(z) and f(z) are the Bose and Fermi distribution functions, respectiv€he pair

susceptibilityy (0), at zero frequency and zero momentum, is given by

x(0) = Y 2B (s2)
k

and the bosonic chemical potentjal,,, is zero in the superfluid phase.
Unlike the situation in condensed matter systems, for thiisacold gases, thermometry

is less straightforward. Experimentally, temperature agetmined from the spatial profiles
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of the cold gas, either in the trap, or following expansiomr #weakly interacting Bose and
Fermi gases, where the theoretical density is well undedstihis procedure is straightforward.
However, for a strongly interacting gas, the spatial prdiids not been understood until re-
cently §L7). For this reason, the temperature is often measured oereditte far away from
the Feshbach resonance, where the scattering length ik gnstongly interacting sample in
the unitary regime is then prepared by an adiabatic chantfeeaohagnetic field.

More specifically, in the BCS or weak attraction regime, temagure is determined by fitting
the spatial (or momentum distribution) profiles to those nba-interacting Fermi ga§i9). In
the opposite BEC regime, temperature can be deduced by fittehGaussian wings of density
profiles or determining condensate fractiofR(U, S21). Thus, it is convenient to describe a
given intermediate regime which is accessed adiabatjdaylygiving the initial temperature
at either endpoint. In order to determine this adiabatcalicessed temperature, one needs
precise knowledge of the entrogyas a function ofl” and magnetic field from BCS to BEC.
The entropyS can be calculated directhgl5) as a sum of fermionic and bosonic contributions

based on the two types of excitations. Equivalently, oneatsm calculate the entropy from the

T 4T dE
0 T dT*

energy,S =
In the strongly interacting regime, one can measure an @&apiemperaturd’ by fitting a

T-F density profile directly to the spatial distribution,d@ne in this paper. In the following, we

describe a temperature calibration method which relatesisasured empirical temperatdte

to the theoretical value af /T.

Calibration of Experimental Temperature Scale

In order to obtain a temperature calibration curve for theeexnents (inset, Fig. 2 main text) we
note that our theoretically generated profiles yield verydyagreement with the Thomas-Fermi

functional form GL7) for the normal and superfluid states. However, there agatsdiystematic
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deviations from this form in the superfluid phase. BelBwthe profiles contain the superfluid
condensate as well as non-condensed pairs along with éxeit@ions. Although our profiles
are generated for an isotropic trap, it can easily be shoatrtithp anisotropy is not relevant for
thermodynamic quantities. Because they involve integraés the entire trap, the calculations
can be mapped onto an equivalent isotropic system.

Our theoretical profiles are generated for given reducegéeatures’ /7. If one applies
the experimental procedure to these theoretical profilexan deduce the parametét + 5 T
for eachT'/Tr. Theoretically, then, it is possible to relate these twogerature scales. This is
summarized by the calibration curve in the inset to Figure 2.

Quite remarkably, it can be seen from this inset that the mx@atal T-F fitting procedure
yields the precise theoretical temperature in the nornaé st his applies even below the pseu-
dogap onset temperaturé, since the non-condensed pairs and the fermions both aradhg
distributed. However, in the superfluid phase, the paramgler 3T systematically under-
estimates the temperature, because of the presence of ansated. One can understand this
effect as arising principally from the fact that the regidrttee trap occupied by the conden-
sate is at the center and decreases in radius as tempegatuecesased, until it vanishes at.
This prevents the profile from expanding with temperatureapglly as for the non-interacting
fermions of strict T-F theory. Hence, one infers an appdydotver temperature. A’ /Tr

approaches zero, the paramefér+ 3 T must approach zero as well.

Experimental Methods and Empirical Thermometry

Preparation of the strongly interacting Fermi gas is desdriin the main text and the details
can be found elsewher&l0, S22, 23).
Preparation of degenerate, noninteracting Fermi gaskesvi®h similar series of steps. As

described previously®P?2), 23 s of forced evaporation at 300 G brings the temperatitieeo
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gas tol” = 0.24, the lowest temperature we can achieve in this case. Thesghsri heated as
described in the main text. Finally, the gas is released aragjéd at 526 G to determine the
number of atoms and the temperature. Temperaflitestween 0.24 and 1.23 are obtained for
the noninteracting gas.

All heating and release for time of flight measurements arelgoted at 4.6% of the full
trap depth. At this depth, the measured trap frequenciessated for anharmonicity, ate, =
V@, = 27 x 1696(10) Hz andw, = 27 x 72(5) Hz, s0 thato = (w,w,w.)'/? = 27 x 592(14)

Hz is the mean oscillation frequency.

For both the interacting and noninteracting samples, thenoo density is obtained by
absorption imaging of the expanded cloud after 1 ms time ghtfliusing a two-level state-
selective cycling transitiondl0, S22). In the measurements, we take optical saturation into
account exactly and arrange to have very small optical pagput of the two-level system.
The resulting absorption image of the cloud can then be aedlto determine the temperature

of the sample.

Anharmonic Corrections to the Energy Input

Eq. 2 of the main text does not include corrections to theggnieiput which arise from anhar-
monicity in the gaussian beam trapping potential. In gdnafter the cloud expands for a time

theat, the energy changes when the trapping potebtial) is abruptly restored,
AFE(theat) = /dgx[n(x, theat) — no(X)|U (%) . (S3)

Heren(x, theat) (no(x)) is the density of the expanded (trapped) cloud, whefe) is a zero
temperature T-F profile, as noted in the main text. A scalestaamation §10, S?4) relates
n(x, theat) t0Mo(x). Using this result, we obtain Eq. 2 of the main text as welhasinharmonic

correctionAFE arising for a gaussian beam trapping potential. For a ciiltatly symmetric
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trap, we obtain,

It
360 U2

AE Ho

B = 300 (20 (¢) + b3 (1) — 3] +

(405 (t) + 267 (1) +3V3(¢t) — 9] . (S4)

Note that for our experiments, we assume a gaussian beamtipbtgith three different di-
mensions. These corrections are most significant for tigesawvalues of;,..;, since the largest

contribution to the energy change arises from atoms at thesedf the cloud.

Energy Input for Noninteracting Samples

Although the interacting and noninteracting samples aegdukin the same fashion, there are
a few differences in the way the energy input is calculatad.the noninteracting case, the
correction factor in Eq. 2 of the main teXt.,n:n:, is determined at the lowest temperatiire-
0.24 from the energy for an ideal Fermi gas. Furthermore, wheteastrongly interacting gas
expands hydrodynamically, expansion of the nonintergagis is ballistic so thdt, (t,c.) =

bf (theat) = 1+ (Wltheat)z-
Determination of

We determine3 by comparing the measured Fermi radius for the stronglyacteng sample

o!. to the calculated radius for a noninteracting gasconfined in the same potential. The

relation is given by, = o,.(1 + 8)Y/* (925), whereo, = \/2kpTr/(Mw?) is the radius for a
noninteracting gas. We obtain = 1.065 (N/2)'/6 um for our trap parameters. This calculated
radius is consistent with the value measured for nonintexgsamples at 526 G in our trap. To
determines’,, we measure the size of the cloud after 1 ms of expansion cahelis down by the
known hydrodynamic expansion factorgf(1 ms) = 13.3 (S10, S24). We then determine the
Fermi radiuss’, = 11.98 (N/2)Y/6 um/13.3 = 0.901(0.021) (N/2)*/6um. With these results,

we obtaing = —0.49(0.04) (statistical error only).
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Observed Transition in Energy versus Empirical Temperature T’

For the strongly interacting Fermi gas, without calibrgtthe empirical temperature scale, we
observe a transition between two patterns of behavidr-at0.33 (S26): ForT = 0.33 — 2.15,
we find that the energy closely corresponds to that of a tidpgemi gas of noninteracting
atoms with the mass scaled by(1 + ). At temperatures betwedh= 0.04 —0.33, the energy
scales ag'>, significantly deviating from ideal gas behavior as can nse Fig[SL. The

transition between two power laws is evident in the slopegkaf thdog —log plot of Fig.[S2.
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Figure S1: Strongly-interacting Fermi gas below the tridmsitemperature £/ E, versus un-
calibrated empirical temperatufeon a linear scale. Orange line, best fit power /7253,
Black curve: Predicted”/E, for an ideal Fermi gas as a function of = T/Tr. Note the
lowest temperature point (blue square) is not included exfitis: It is constrained to lie on the
black curve by our choice of;,,; = 1.01 in Eq. 2 of the main text.
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Figure S2: Energy input versus uncalibrated temper&tioe alog —log scale. The strongly in-
teracting Fermi gas shows a transition in behavior fiear 0.33. Green circles: noninteracting
Fermi gas data; Blue diamonds: strongly interacting Feamidata. Black curve, prediction for
a noninteracting, trapped Fermi gas. Orange line, best\ieptaw 9.8 72%3, Note the lowest
temperature point (blue square) is not included in the f&st ia constrained to lie on the black
curve.
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