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M olecular signatures in the structure factor of an interacting Femm igas.
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T he static and dynam ic structure factors ofan interacting Ferm igasalong the BCS-BEC crossover
are calculated atm om entum transfer ~k higherthan the Ferm im om entum . T he soin structure factor
is found to be very sensitive to the correlations associated w ith the form ation ofm olecules. O n the
BEC side of the crossover, even close to unitarity, clear evidence is found for a m olecular excitation
at ~°k?=4m , where m is the atom ic m ass. Both quantum M onte Carlo and dynam ic m ean— eld

results are presented.

PACS numbers: Valid PAC S appear here

T he possbility of producing weakly bound m olecules
In Interacting ultracold Fem igases, raises very interest—
Ing challenges. These m okecules are form ed near a Fesh—
bach resonance orpositive values ofthe s-w ave scattering
Jength, have bosonic character and exhibit B oseE instein
condensation at low tem perature [, 11]. They have a re—
m arkably long life-tin e as a consequence of the ferm ionic
nature of the constituents which quenches the decay
rate associated w ith threebody recom binations. Several
properties of this new state ofm atter have been already
Investigated experim entally in ham onically trapped con—

gurations. These include the m olecular binding en—
ergy 1], the release energy 1], the size of the m olecular
cloud ], the frequency of the collective oscillations 1],
the pairing energy 1], the vorticalcon gurations [I]and
the them odynam ic behavior [[1].

In this paper we investigate another feature of these
new m any-body con gurations, directly related to the
m olkcular nature of the constituents: the behavior of
the static and dynam ic structure factor at relatively high
m om entum transfer. E xperim entally the structure factor
can bem easured w ith tw o-photon B ragg scattering w here
two slightly detuned laser beam s are in pinged upon the
trapped gas. The di erence in the wave vectors of the
beam s de nes them om entum transfer ~k, while the fre—
quency di erence de nes the energy transfer ~! . The
atom s exposed to these beam s can undergo a stin ulated
light scattering event by absorbing a photon from one of
the beam s and em itting a photon into the other. This
technique, which has been already successfully applied
to BoseE instein condensates [1], provides direct acoess
to the In agihary part of the dynam ic response function
and hence, via the uctuation-dissipation theorem , to the
dynam ic structure factor. At high m om entum transfer
the response is characterized by a quastelastic peak at
| = ~k?=2M ,whereM isthem assofthe elem entary con—
stituents ofthe system . T he position ofthe peak is conse—
quently expected to depend on whether photons scatter
from freeatoms M = m) ormolcules M = 2m ). For
positive values of the scattering length both scenarios
are possible and their occurrence depends on the actual
value of the momentum transfer. If k is much larger
than the inverse of the m olecular size, photons m ainly

scatter from atom s and the quasielastic peak takesplace
at ~k?=2m . Tn the opposite case, photons scatter from
m olecules and the exciation strength is concentrated at
~k?=4m . The two regin es are associated w ith di erent
velocities of the scattered particles given, regpectively, by
~k=m and ~k=2m .

Let us suppose that the Fermm igas consists of an equal
number N=2 of atoms In two hyper ne states here—
after called spin-up and spin-down). Using S«« (k;!) =
Supr k;!) and Swy k;!') = Sun k;!), we can write the
T = 0 dynam ic structure factor in the form
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where () = , e™ ' are the spih-up ( =") and
soindown ( = #) com ponentsofthe Fourier transform of
the atom ic density operator, while 1 > andE o= E,
E( are the eigenstates and eigenenergies of the m any—
body Ham ittonian H .

T he frequency integralofthe dynam ic structure factor
de nesthe so—called static structure factor relative to the
di erent spin com ponents:
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U sing the com pleteness relation one can w rite
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The tgtal soin structure is then given by S k) =
N !~ dl'Sk;!)= Sw (k)+ Sy (k). The static struc—
ture factor is related to the twodbody correlation func—
tions through the relationships
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vieding S k) = 1+ anr g 1** wih g) =

fgne () + gry (©)F2. In the above equations n is the total
particle density xing the Fem i wave vector according
to k2 = 3 ?n. Thebehavior of the structure factor S ()

at snallm om enta kr ) is dom inated by long-range
correlations which give rise to a linear dependence in k.
In a super uid the slope is xed by the sound velociy
c, through the general law S (k) = k=2m c. In this paper
we are howeverm ainly interested in the behavior at large
mom entum transfer, typically such that k & kg .

In the lin it of very large k, the sum in Eq.[l) is dom -
nated by the autocorrelation term i= 7 with identical
soins. This leads to Swn (k) ! 1. On the other hand,
since there is no autocorrelation with di erent spins,
Swe k) ! 0 forvery large k. Actually In the dealFerm i
gasthe dynam ic spin-up spin-down structure factor iden—
tically vanishes (Swy k;!) = 0) Prallvaluesofk and !,
re ecting the com plte absence of correlations betw een
particles of opposite soin [1]. This quantity is therefore
particularly well suited for studying the e ect of interac-
tions. Let us rst consider the case of an all and positive
scattering length kr a 1. This is the so-called Bose—
E Instein condensation BEC ) regin e, wherewehavea di-
lute gas of weakly bound m olecules, m ade of atom sw ith
opposite spins, w ith nom alized wavefunction ¢ (r) for
the relative m otion. W hen we consider distances of the
order of the m olecule size a, we have naturally a strong
correlation betw een opposite spin atom sbelonging to the
sam em olecule. Tn this case the sum [l is dom inated by
this contribution, which gives:

Z
Swp k)= dre* npo(); (6)

where ny o1(r) = J o (r)F is the probability to have the
atom s segparated by r. This holds only for k kg , oth—
erw ise one has to take Into account also correlations be-
tween atom s belonging to di erent m olecules. In partic—
ular one nds that, or kg k 1=a,Sw k) = 1, 0
that S (k) = 2. T his corresponds to the regim e w here the
elem entary constituents \seen" by the scattering probe
arem olecules and not atom s.

W hen onem oves away from thisBEC regim e towards
the resonance, where kr a 1, the m any-body wave
function cannot be sin ply w ritten in term s ofm olecules
anym ore. In this very interesting regin e the function
Swy (k) is am aller than unity, but can still signi cantly
di er from zero, re ecting the crucial rok played by in—
teractions (see Fig. ).

Th Figs.Hll we report quantum M onte Carlo @M C)
results of the static structure factors as a function of
k=kr , calculated fordi erent values ofthe relevant inter—
action param eter kr a. The sin ulations are carried out
ollow ing the m ethod described in Ref. 1], The direct
output ofthe calculation are the spin-dependent pair cor-
relation functions, g«» (r) and gy (r). T he corresponding
structure factors are obtained through the Fourder trans—
form ation of Eq. ). Notice that the low-m om entum
behavior of the structure factors can not be accessed in
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FIG .1: (coloronline). Spin-dependent static structure factor
Swn (k) and Swy (k) (Inset) obtained using the QM C m ethod,
for di erent values of the interaction strength as indicated in
the gure. T he red dotted line in the inset corresoonds to the
Fourier transm ofng o1 () Eq. 1.
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FIG.2: (color online). Total static structure factor S (k) for
di erent values of the Interaction strength. Solid lines corre—
soond to QM C results and dashed lines to BCS results. The
black line refers to the non-interacting gas.

the QM C sinulation due to the nite size of the sinula—
tion box. For our system N = 66 particles and periodic
boundary conditions) a reliable calculation of S o (k) is
Imitedtok 05k .

The results for S«4 k) for an all positive values ofky a
(see Fig.) are fully consistent w ith the transition from
the m olecular regin e, where Sn»y k) ’ 1, to the atom ic
one where Swy k) ! O at large k. The transition is
well described by Eq. ) which is reported in the in-
st of Fig. Ml r the valie kr a = 1=4. The molcular
density pro e np o1 () entering Eq. M) has been cal
culated using the sam e two-body potential of range R
employed n the QM C simulation [1]. In the largek re—
gion, 1=R k  maxkr ;1=a), the decay of Swy (k) is
proportionalto 1=k as a consequence of the 1=r* short—
range behavior of g« (r). This behavior is xed by two—
body physics which dom inates at short distances. The
proportionality coe cient of the 1=k law is given by
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FIG .3: (colbronline). M agnetic static structure factor Sy (k)
for di erent values of the interaction strength. Solid lines
correspond to QM C results and dashed lines to BCS resuls.
T he black line refers to the non-interacting gas.

2 2Hn,. o 3 o @)F] i the deep BEC regine (r! 0
herem eansR o r a)andbymany-body e ectscloser
to the resonance and in the BCS regin e. For exam ple,
at unitarity (I1=kra = 0), we nd Sws k) 085k =k.
For 1=kr a 1, the \atom ic" regin e, where Swy (k) ap-—
proaches zero, is reached only at extrem ely large values
ofk=kr re ecting the crucial role played by interactions
on this quantity even at high k. Conversely S«» (k) is less
sensitive to interactions unless one considers an allvalues
of k. This quantity approaches quite rapidly its largek
Imit Senk)! 1 (seeFig.l).

The resuls for the total structure factor are shown
in Fig.l. T the BEC regine S k) rst increases and
reachesa plateau where S k) ’ 2, which is characteristic
of the m olecular regine. At higher k it decreases and
eventually approaches the uncorrelated value S k) = 1.
I Fig.ll we show the results for the m agnetic structure
factor Sy k) = Swn (k) Sy (k). Compared to the to—
tal structure factor this quantity in the BEC regine is
strongly quenched in the rangeka 1 where it behaves
lke (ka)’. Th fact, the kading contrbutions of Sw« (k)
and Swy (k), oforderofl, canceleach other in this regim e.

In Figs.Hlll we have also reported the results of the
dynam ic m ean— eld theory (see discussion below ) which
providesvery reasonable predictions for the structure fac—
torsasappears from the com parison w ith them icroscopic

ndings ofthe QM C simulation. T he deviations at large
k In the BEC regin e arem ainly due to the details ofthe
m olecular wave function used in the QM C sinulation at
distancesr . Rg.

Let usnow discuss the behavior of the dynam ic struc—
ture factor. Since QM C calculations for this quantity
are not available, we w ill discuss here the predictions
ofthe dynam ic selfconsistent m ean—- eld approach based
on the Bardeen-C ooper-Schrie er BCS) theory, which
has proven to be quite accurate in the evaluation of the
static structure factors (see Figs.ll, ). To evaluate the
dynam ic structure factor in the selfconsistent BC S the-
ory a convenient procedure is given by the calculation of
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FIG . 4: (color online). D ynam ic structure factor, from the
BC S approach, asa function of ! for xedm om entum transfer
k = 3kr and forvarious interaction strengths. B lue solid lines
refer to the total structure factor S (k; ! ) and red dashed lines
to them agnetic one Sy (k;!). Theblack dotted line in panel
d) corresponds to the non-interacting gas. In panela) and b)
is also indicated the weight of the sharp peak to S k). The
units of the dynam ic structure factorare N=Q2 ¢ ).

the linear response function. T his is obtained by w riting
a kinetic equation which generalizes the wellknown Lan—
dau equation for Fermm i liquids to the super uid state.
T his equation inclides as driving tem s the o -diagonal
selfconsistent eld, which ensures that the resulting the—
ory is gauge Invariant, in contrast to the original ele—
mentary BCS theory. In particular this approach leads
naturally to the appearance of the gapless B ogoluibov—
Anderson m ode on the BCS side of the crossover ],
which goes continuously into the Bogoliubov m ode in
the opposite BEC regine []]. On the BCS side this
collective m ode exists only at low wavevector k. W hen
k is ncreased i m erges at som e point into the contin—
uum of sihgleparticle excitations. By approaching the
Feshbach resonance from the BC S side, the threshold of
sihgleparticle excitations is pushed tow ards higher ener—
gies, w hich m akesthem erging occur forhigherk. R ather
soon, on the other side of the resonance, ie. for small
positive 1=ky a, the m ode dispersion relation neverm eets
the continuum anym ore, and i evolres to the standard
B ogoliubov m ode ofthem olecularBEC regim e, the con—
tinuum ofthe single-particle excitationsbeing located at
higher energies [11]. At the high m om enta considered in
this work the Bogoluibov m ode takes the free m olecule
dispersion ! (k) = ~k?=4m . This resul is filly consis—
tent w ith the behavior ofthe static structure factor S (k)
discussed above. In fact usihg the fsum rul

Z
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om (7)
and assum ing, follow ing Feynm an, that the integral is
exhausted by a single excitation at ! k), one nds
~! k)S k) = ~?k?=2m, which yields the dispersion



! k) = ~k’=4m in them olkcularregimnewhere S k) = 2.
T he possibility of seeing these \free m olecules" in the
dynam ic structure factor depends In a criticalway on the
value of the dim ensionless com bination ka. h Fig.llwe
show the behavior of the dynam ic structure factor as a
fiinction of~! =5 ,where = ~’kZ=2m istheFem ien—
ergy, ra xed valie ofm om entum transfer k=kr = 3),
so that the energy-weighted integral [l of the dynam ic
structure factortakesthe sam e value forallthe con gura—
tionsin the gure.D i erentvaluesofky a are considered.
W hen kr a ispositive and an allthe system isin the BEC
regin e. F ig.lla show sthat in this case (1=kr a = 2) m ost
of the strength is concentrated in the m olecular peak lo—
cated essentially at ! (k) = ~k’=4m (corresponding to
~l=p = 3?=2 = 435). The hift of the position of the
peak with respect to the \free" m olecule at ~k?=4m re—
ects Interaction e ects between the m olecules. To low —
est order it isgiven by them ean—- eld result ! = gn=2~,
where g = 4 ~?a, =2m is the m olecular coupling con—
stant w ith a, denoting the m olecule-m olecule scattering
length (@, = 2a In the BC S approach, buta, = 0:%a n
exact treatm ents [11]) . For 1=ky a = 1 the strength in the
continuum of atom ic excitations is larger, but the m olec—
ularpeak is still quite strong since it carries 89.5% ofthe
total strength. At unitarity Eig.lkc) the peak has jast
m erged Into the continuum of the single-particle excita-
tions, whose soectrum tums out to be strongly a ected
by m olecularlike correlations. Finally if one considers
the BC S regim e of negative kr a Fig.ld) one ndsthat
rapidly the response is pratically indistinguishable from
the one of the ideal Ferm i gas and no residuale ect of
Interactions is visble at such values ofm om entum trans—
fer.

In the same gure we have also shown the prediction
for the m agnetic dynam ic structure factor Sy k;!) =
2Bwn k;!') Sy k;!)]. Compared to S ;! ) this quan—
tity isnot a ected by the presence ofthe collectivem ode.
Furthem ore is strength in the continuum tums out to
be pushed up to higher frequencies. This is consistent
w ith the fact that Sy (;!) obeys the sam e fsum rule

W) asthe total structure factor S k;!).

T he calculations presented in thiswork hold fora uni-
form gas. At the high m om entum transfers considered
here, the e ects of trapping, relevant or actual experi-
m ents, are expected to give rise to a am allD opplerbroad-
ening in the m olecular peak on the BEC side, sin ilarly
to what happens In BoseE instein condensates [1]. As
far as the static structure factor is concemed, the m ain
e ects due to the non uniform con nem ent can be taken
Into account using a localdensiy approxin ation.

A s already anticipated the dynam ic structure factor
can be m easured through nelastic photon scattering. In
order to have access separately to the totaland soin com —
ponents of the structure factor various strategies can be
pursued. A rst possbility is to adjust the detuning of
the laser light In such a way as to produce a di erent
coupling w ith the two soin com ponents, resulting In a re—
soonse ofthe system that w illalso be sensitive to the spin
structure factor. A nother possibility is to work w ith po—
larized laser light which can result in a di erent coupling
In the two atom ic spin com ponents even if the detuning
is large [1].

In conclusion we have shown that the structure fac—
tor of an interacting Fem i gas at relatively high m o—
mentum transfer exhibits interesting features associated
w ith the m olecular degrees of freedom ofthe system . In
particular in the BEC regim e and for values ofk in the
range kr < k < 1=a, the total static structure factor ap—
proachesthe value 2, characteristicofam olecular regin g,
w hile the dynam ic structure factor is characterized by the
occurrence of a sharp peak at ! k) = ~k?=4m . W e have
found that the up-down soin com ponent of the structure
factor exhibits a goeci ¢ dependence on the m om entum
transfer, being strongly sensitive to the correlations asso—
ciated w ith the form ation ofm olecules. B ragg scattering
experim ents to explore the structure factors close to res—
onance would be highly valuable.
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