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D ensity and spin response functions in ultracold ferm ionic atom gases
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W e propose a new m ethod ofdetecting the onset ofsuperuidity in a two-com ponent ultracold

ferm ionicgasofatom sgoverned by an attractiveshort-rangeinteraction.By studying thetwo-body

correlation functionswe �nd thata m easurem entofthe m om entum distribution ofthedensity and

spin response functions allows one to access separately the norm aland anom alous densities. The

change in sign at low m om entum transfer ofthe density response function signals the transition

between a BEC and a BCS regim es, characterized by sm alland large pairs, respectively. This

changein sign ofthedensity response function representsan unam biguoussignature oftheBEC to

BCS crossover.Also,we predictspin rotationalsym m etry-breaking in thissystem .

PACS num bers:03.75.H h,03.75.Ss,05.30.Fk

The BEC-to-BCS crossoverhasdrawn renewed inter-

estin recentyearsdueto experim entalprogressin atom

trap system s [1]. Severalgroups [2]achieved a Bose-

Einstein condensate (BEC) in which the ferm ions form

non-overlapping (Shafroth)pairs[3]in a two-com ponent

Ferm igas.Despiteconsiderablee� ort,m uch work isstill

needed to understand the otherlim itin which the pairs

are large,and the pairing occurs in m om entum space,

sim ilarly to the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrie� er (BCS) state

ofsuperconductivity in norm alm etals. Q uestions still

rem ain regarding whether or not the system is super-

 uid when passing through the crossoverwith tem pera-

turesoftheorderoftwenty percentoftheFerm item per-

ature. The appropriate characterization ofthe system

is stillopen to debate. Recently, severalgroups have

claim ed [4,5]to havereached thesuper uid stateon the

negativescatteringlength sideoftheFeshbach resonance.

Despite evidence offerm ionic pairing,these claim s are

stillsubjectto intense discussionsasno de� nitive proof

ofsuper uidity [5]isavailableyet.

Viveritetal.[6]havesuggested recentlythattheshape

ofthe atom ic m om entum distribution at low tem pera-

tures is very sensitive to the sign and size ofthe scat-

tering length. Altm an et al. have proposed to utilize

density-density correlationsin theim ageofan expanding

gascloud to probecom plex m any-body statesoftrapped

ultracold atom s.Also,Bruun and Baym [7]showed that

scattered lightfrom aferm ionicgaswould exhibita large

m axim um below the super uid criticaltem perature and

therefore it can be used to detect the super uid transi-

tion. Howeveritisnotclearhow thisbehaviorchanges

close to the crossover,where the actualexperim entsare

perform ed.

In thispaperweproposea new diagnosticm ethod for

ferm ionicatom icgascondensates.By studying thezero-

tem perature evolution ofthe density and spin response

functions,as a function ofthe scattering length ofthe

interaction,we show thatthe density response function

changessign acrossthe BEC to BCS crossoverand that

thischangecan beused toexperim entallydistinguish the

BEC from the BCS stateofthe system .

O urm odelsystem consistsofferm ionic atom sin two

hyper� ne states interacting via a � nite-range attractive

interaction. Based on a variationalapproach,we also

derive a sum -rule satis� ed by the spin-spin correlation

function atq= 0.W e � nd thatthe density and spin re-

sponsefunctionsaregiven by thesum and thedi� erence

ofindependentcontributionsarisingfrom thenorm aland

anom alousdensity,respectively. By m easuring the m o-

m entum distribution ofthe two response functions itis

possible to infer separately the norm aland anom alous

densities. Finally,we predictsym m etry breaking ofthe

spin-rotation invariance. This prediction is characteris-

tictoourm odeland,therefore,providesan experim ental

check foritsapplicability to realsystem s.

W e begin by considering the two-body Ham iltonian

H = �k;ia
y

ki
aki+

1

2
Vq;im ;nj a

y

km
a
y

piap� qj ak+ qn ; (1)

where fa
y

ki
;akig are the particle creation and annihila-

tion operators corresponding to single-particle states of

linearm om entum k and ferm ion typei.Theatom iclev-

els,which weassociatewith theferm ion types,areeigen-

statesoftheHam iltonian ofan ion (with integernuclear

spin I)interacting with an electron (spin s= 1

2
)

Ĥ atom = k:e: + A ~s�~I+ ~B �
�
2�e~s� �n ~I

�
; (2)

where A denotes the strength ofthe hyper� ne interac-

tion and ~B isthem agnetic� eld,while�e and �n denote

theelectron and nuclearm agneticm om ents,respectively.

W e introduce the totalangularm om entum , ~F = ~I+ ~s.

Thetotalangularm om entum projection,M F ,istheonly

good quantum num berat� nite B . The atom ic spectra

considered in ourm odelaredepicted in Fig.1.

In theHartree-Fock-Bogoliubov(HFB)form alism ,one

� rstintroducesthe quasi-particle creation and annihila-
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FIG .1: Atom icstatesinvolved in theFeschbach resonanceat

sm allm agnetic�eld,B ,for(a)
6
Liand (b)

40
K .Thehyper�ne

couplings between states allowed by the selection rules are

represented by dotted lines.In
6
Li,thebound stateisform ed

from the F = 3=2 states while, in 40
K , it is form ed from

j
7

2
�

7

2
iand the lowesteigenstate j9

2
�

9

2
i.

tion operators,f�ki;�kig,in term softheparticle creation

and annihilation operators,via the Bogoliubov-Valatin

transform ation [9]. Then,the ground state,j� i,ofthe

Ham iltonian (1), is obtained via a variationalansatz,

such that�kij� i= 0,forallfkig labels.W ewillreferto

thisstateasthe HFB wavefunction.

W hile the aboveapproach isgeneralforany arbitrary

m ulti-levelferm ionicHam iltonian [10],forthepurposeof

the presentdiscussion we willcon� ne ourselvesto a two

level(one-channel)m odel,such asdiscussed in [11,12].

In thism odeltheHFB wavefunction hastheBCS form

j� i =
Y

k

�

uk + vk a
y

k"
a
y

� k#

�

j0i; (3)

subjectto the norm alization condition,

jukj
2 + jvkj

2 = 1: (4)

Forzerom agnetic� eld,B ,thestatesj"iand j#irefer

to the two ferm ion types jF M F i � j3
2
;1
2
i and j3

2
;� 1

2
i

for6Li,and j7
2
;� 7

2
iand j9

2
;� 9

2
ifor40K .For� nitevalues

ofB ,we have

\j"i00= aj11ij#i+ bj10ij"i
B ! 0
�! j3

2

1

2
i; (5)

\j#i"= cj10ij#i+ dj1� 1ij"i
B ! 0
�! j3

2
� 1

2
i;

TABLE I:Param etersentering the m odi�ed Paulim atrices.

Atom a b c d (b2 � a
2) (d2 � c

2) bc

[B = 0]

6
Li 1

p

3

q
2

3

q
2

3

1
p

3

1

3
�

1

3

2

3

40K 1

3
� 2

p

2

3
1 0 7

9
� 1 � 2

p

2

3

[B ! 1 ]
6
Li 0 1 0 1 1 1 0

40
K 1 0 1 0 -1 -1 0

for6Li,while for40K wehave

00
j"i

00= aj4 � 3ij#i+ bj4 � 4ij"i
B ! 0
�! j7

2
� 7

2
i;

\j#i"= j4 � 4ij#i
B ! 0
�! j9

2
� 9

2
i: (6)

The param eters (a;b;c;d) are related to the hyper� ne

m ixing angles,such that

a = sin�1 ; b= cos�1 ; c= sin�2 ; d = cos�2 ; (7)

for6Li,and

a = cos�1 ; b= sin�1 ; c= cos�2 ;d = sin�2 ; (8)

for 40K .W hen the m agnetic � eld iszero,the above pa-

ram eters are given by the appropriate Clebsch-G ordan

coe� cients,whileforlarge� eldsweretrievetheunm ixed

phase,asillustrated in TableI.

Theground-statepropertiesaredescribed by thenor-

m aland anom alous densitiesde� ned as

�k = h� ja
y

k"
ak"j� i = jvkj

2
; (9)

�k = h� ja� k#ak"j� i = v
�
kuk ; (10)

while the m ean totalparticle-density ofthe system ,�0,

isgiven by

�0 = h� ĵN j� i = 2

Z
d3k

(2�)3
�k : (11)

The ground-state ansatz (3)providesa sm ooth inter-

polation between the BCS and the BEC regim es. W e

have recently [12]used this m odelto study the prop-

erties of the BEC-BCS crossover,for a short- (but � -

nite)rangeand attractiveinteraction.In thedilutelim it

them odelisequivalentto thezero-range(contact)inter-

action Ham iltonian,initially discussed by Leggett [13].

The study presented in Ref. [12] was carried out by

m odifying the scattering length ofthe interaction,while

keeping the density and range ofthe interaction � xed.

Figure 2 illustrates the m om entum distributions ofthe

norm aland anom alous densities. The m ean-� eld solu-

tion predicts the crossover occurs when the m inim um

in the quasi-particle energy spectrum shifts from a � -

nite (BCS) to zero-m om entum value (BEC).As such,

thepresence/absenceofthesingularityin them om entum

distribution ofthe density ofstates represents a unam -

biguoussignatureofthe crossover(seeinsetin Fig.1).

Here,we focuson the changesin the two-pointcorre-

lation functions aswe evolve the system from the BEC

to the BCS regim es. W e begin by de� ning the response

functions

S�(q)=
1

�0

Z

[d3�]eiq� �h� j�(r)�(r0)j� ij�= r� r0 ; (12)

S
��
� (q)=

1

�0

Z

[d3�]eiq� �h� jS�(r)S�(r
0)j� ij�= r� r0 ; (13)
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FIG .2: (Color online) M om entum distribution ofthe nor-

m aland anom alous densities, as a function of the scatter-

ing length, at �xed system density, �0 (kF hri � 0:37) .

Inset shows the density of states. W e use the notation

� = (a0kF )
� 1
.

where �(r) and S�(r) denote the particle- and spin-

density operators

�(r)=
X

ij

a
y

ihij�(r� r1)jjiaj ; (14)

S�(r)=
1

2

X

ij

a
y

ihij�� �(r� r1)jjiaj : (15)

Here, �� denote the Paulim atrices. Since the single-

particlestatesareplanewaves,i.e.jii = eiki� r�i;where

� denotes the (j"i,j#i)spinors,then we can calculate

the particle-density m atrix elem entas

hij�(r� r1)jji = �ij e
i(kj� ki)� r; (16)

and the spin-density m atrix elem entas

hij�� �(r� r1)jji = h�ij��j�jie
i(kj� ki)� r: (17)

Thedensity responsefunction in (12)isa scalar,while

the spin density response function in (13) is a tensor.

For the one-channelm odelthe spin-response tensor is

diagonal,and, provided that the Ham iltonian and the

totalspin operator com m ute,the diagonalcom ponents

areequal.Then,thedensity and spin responsefunctions

correspond to thesum and di� erenceofseparate norm al

and anom alousdensity contributions,respectively. The

nonlocalresponsefunctionscan be written as

S�(q)
:
= I�(q) � I�(q); (18)

S�(q)
:
= �

1

4

h

I�(q) + I�(q)

i

: (19)
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FIG .3: (Color online) The density and spin instantaneous

response function for an electron gas, as a function of the

scattering length (or� = (a0kF )
� 1),at�xed density,�0.

Equations (18) and (19) represent a generalresult for

the HFB m ean-� eld approxim ation ofthe ground-state

ofthe m ulti-levelHam iltonian (1). Forthe one-channel

m odel,and disregarding fornow the hyper� ne natureof

the atom ic levels involved (sim ilarly to the case ofan

electron gas),the norm aland anom alousdensity contri-

butionsto the responsefunctionsare:

I�(q)=
2

�3�0

Z 1

0

d� �2j0(�q)

�Z 1

0

dkk2�kj0(�k)

�2

; (20)

I�(q)=
2

�3�0

Z 1

0

d� �2j0(�q)

�Z 1

0

dkk2�kj0(�k)

�2

: (21)

The response functionsS�(q)and S�(q)are shown in

Fig.3. The density response function, S�(q), changes

sign at low m om entum , as the bound state disap-

pears,while the spin response function,S�(q),changes

sm oothly from theBEC to theBCS regim e.In theBCS

lim it,thecondensatewavefunction,�k,appearsin avery

narrow region around theFerm im om entum (seeFig.2).

Since the width ofthisdistribution tendsto zero in the

lim it a0 ! � 0,so does the anom alous density contri-

bution, I�(q). In turn, the density and spin response

functionswillbe equalin thislim it.

Them ean-� eld approach showsthata m easurem entof

the density responsefunction isa signatureofthe BEC-

BCS crossover.In thedilutelim it,thecrossovercoincides

with the singularity in the scattering length,which in

turn correspondsto thechangein sign ofthedensity re-

sponsefunction.Figure4 (top)showsthedependenceof

I�(q)and I�(q)forq= 0,asa function ofthescattering

length a0 at� xed density �0 (kF hri� 0:37).The corre-

sponding density response function S�(0) is depicted in

Fig.4 (bottom ). The density response function changes



4

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

η

-0.25

-0.15

-0.05

0.05

0.15

Sρ (q=0)

Iκ (q=0)

Iρ(q=0)

FIG .4: (Coloronline)Zero-m om entum transfernorm aland

anom alous density contributions,I�(0) and I�(0),together

with the density response function S�(q)forq= 0.

sign between the BCS and the BEC lim its.

Theone-channelm odelpredictsthatthespin response

function atzerom om entum transfer,S�(q= 0),isin fact

a sum rule,i.e.

S�(0)= �
1

4�2�0

Z 1

0

dk k2 (�2k + �
2
k)= �

1

4
; (22)

orI�(0)+ I�(0)= 1 isindependentof� = (a0kF )
� 1,as

shown in Fig.4(top).Theaboveisobtained byusingthe

de� nitions(9)and (10),togetherwith thenorm alization

condition,Eq.(4).

W e now considerthe m odi� cation ofthe electron gas

results, due to the hyper� ne nature of the interacting

atom iclevels.W e� nd thespin responsefunction ispro-

portionalto the\weighted" di� erenceofthenorm aland

anom alous density contributions derived earlier, I�(q)

and I�(q). The weighting factors depend on the atom

speciein thesystem ,and theatom iclevelsinvolved in the

interaction.Sincethespin responsefunction isonly sen-

sitiveto theelectron spin operator,then in orderto � nd

the m odi� cation ofthe spin response function,we need

to calculate the m atrix elem entsh�ij��j�jiin Eq.(17).

Theparam etersentering them odi� ed Paulim atricesare

�0 !

 

b2 � a2 0

0 d2 � c2

!

; �� ! bc�� ; (23)

and lim iting values as a function ofthe m agnetic � eld,

B ,are listed in Table I. W e note thatin the large � eld

lim it,the spin response in a 6Liferm ionic atom gashas

oppositesign ascom pared to thecaseofa 40K ferm ionic

atom gas. Irrespective ofthe actualB value,we obtain

that fora ferm ionic atom gas,the rotationalsym m etry

ofthe spin responsefunction isbroken.Thissym m etry-

breaking e� ect is a prediction ofour m odel,and arises

asa consequenceofthefactthatoure� ectiveinteraction

involvesa restricted setofatom iclevels.

In conclusion,in thispaper,wehaveshown thatm uch

inform ation aboutthecrossoverregim ecan begained by

experim entally studying the density and spin response

functions. W ithin the fram ework ofthe m ean-� eld re-

sults,we show thatthe norm aland anom alousdensities

can be accessed from the m om entum distribution ofthe

response functions. The spin response function changes

sm oothly acrossthecrossover,whilethedensity response

function changes sign,and thus represents a signature

ofthe crossover. The spin response at zero-m om entum

transfer satis� es a sum rule,and is sensitive to the in-

teraction.W hen taking into accountthehyper� nestruc-

tureoftheinteractinglevels,ourm odelpredictsthatthe

rotationalinvarianceofthespin response,norm ally asso-

ciated with an electron gassubjectto aspin-independent

interaction,isbroken.

[1]J. K inast et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 150402 (2004);

M .Bartenstein etal.,ibid.92,203201 (2004);C.Chin et

al.,Science 305,1128 (2004).

[2]S.Jochim etal.,Science 302,2101 (2003);M .G reiner,

C.A.Regal,and D .S.Jin,Nature (London) 426,537

(2003); M . W . Zwierlein et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 91,

250401 (2003); M .Bartenstein et al.,ibid. 92, 120401

(2004);T.Bourdeletal.,ibid.93,050401 (2004).

[3]M .R.Shafroth,S.T.Butler,and J.M .Blatt,Helv.Phys.

Acta,30,93 (1957);M .R.Shafroth,Phys.Rev.111,72

(1958);P.Nozi�eres and S.Schm itt-Rink,J.Low Tem p.

Phys.59,195 (1985); Y.I.Uem ura et al.,Phys.Rev.

Lett.66,2665 (1991);V.M .Loktek,R.M .Q uick,and

S.G .Sharapov,Phys.Repts.349,1 (2001).

[4]C.A.Regal,M .G reiner,and D .S.Jin,Phys.Rev.Lett.

92,040403 (2004).

[5]M . W . Zwierlein et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 120403

(2004).

[6]L.Viveritetal.,Phys.Rev.A 69,13607 (2004).

[7]G .M .Bruun and G .Baym ,Phys.Rev.Lett.93,150403

(2004).

[8]E.Altm an,E.D em ler,and M .D .Lukin,Phys.Rev.A

70,13603 (2004).

[9]N.N.Bogoliubov,Nuovo Cim ento 7,794 (1958);J.G .

Valatin, Nuovo Cim ento 7, 843 (1958); J.G . Valatin,

Phys.Rev.122,1012 (1961).

[10]M .M .Parish,B.M ihaila,B.D Sim ons,and P.B.Lit-

tlewood,e-printcond-m at/0409756.

[11]C. Com te and P. Nozi�eres, J. Phys. (Paris) 43, 1069

(1982);P.B.Littlewood and X.J.Zhu,Phys.Scr.T 68,

56 (1996).

[12]M .M .Parish, B.M ihaila, E.M .Tim m erm ans, K .B.

Blagoev,and P.B.Littlewood,Phys.Rev.B (in press),

e-printcond-m at/0410131.

[13]A.J.Leggett,in M odern Trends in the Theory ofCon-

densed M atter,edited by A.Pekalskiand R.Przystawa

(Springer-Verlag,Berlin,1980).

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0409756
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0410131

