cond-mat/0512517v2 [cond-mat.other] 19 Sep 2006

arxXiv

E urophysics Letters PREPRINT

D ynam ical m ean— eld equations for strongly interacting
ferm ionic atom s in arbitrary potential traps

W .YIandL.M .DUAN

FOCUS centerand M CTP, D epartm ent of P hysics, University ofM ichigan, Ann A roor,
M ichigan 48109 U SA

PACS.03.75.Ss { D egenerate Fem igases.
PACS.05.30.Fk { Fem ion system s and electron gas.
PACS.34.50.-s { Scattering of atom s and m olecules.

A bstract. { W ederive a set ofgeneraldynam icalm ean— eld equations for strongly interacting
ferm ionic atom s in arbitrary slow ly-varying potential traps. O ur derivation generalizes the
ansatz of the crossover wavefunction to the inhom ogeneous case. T he equations reduce to a
tin edependent G rossP ftaevskii equation on the BEC side of the resonance. W e discuss an
ireration m ethod to solve these m ean— eld equations, and present the solution for a ham onic
trap as an illustrating exam ple, which selfconsistently veri es the approxin ationsm ade in our
derivation.

The recent experin ental advance in ultracold atom s has allowed controlled studies of
strongly interacting Fem i gases in various types of potential traps, with the interaction
strength tunable by an extemalm agnetic eld through the Feshbach resonance [L]. Forhom o—
geneous strongly interacting Ferm igases at zero tem perature, the physics is captured by the
variational crossover w avefiinction R{4], which interpolates the BCS and the BEC theordes.
For strongly interacting atom s in a potential trap, there are currently two m ain m ethods to
dealw ith the resultant inhom ogeneity: one is the local densiy approxin ation LDA) 4,5],
which neglects the kinetic termm s associated w ith the spatial variation of the order param —
eters; the other is based on the num erical sim ulation of the Bogoliibov-D eG ennes BDG)
equations [6,7]. Both of these m ethods have found wide applications recently K{7], but
each of them also has its own lim itation: the LDA becom es lnadequate in cases w here varia-
tions of the order param eters have signi cant im pacts; the BD G equations take into account
exactly the spatial variation of the orderparam eter, but its num erical solution is typically
tin e-consum ing, which 1 is its applications only to very soecial types of potentials.

In this work, we develop a di erent m ethod to describe both the static properties and
the dynam ics of strongly interacting femm ionic atom s in arbitrary but slow Iy varying poten—
tial traps. O ur starting point is a variational state which is a natural generalization of the
crossover w avefiinction to the inhom ogeneous and dynam ical cases. T he key sin pli cation in
our derivation com es from the assum ption that the spatial variation of the orderparam eter is
an allw ithin the size ofthe C ooper pairs. T his assum ption is sin ilar to the one in the deriva—
tion ofthe G nzberg-Landau equation for the weakly interacting ferm ions B], but we avoid the
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use of perturbation expansions so that the order param eter here In generaldoes not need to be

anall B,9]. W ih such an assum ption, we derive a set of dynam icalm ean— eld equations for

the bare m olecular condensate and the C ooperpair wavefunctions. T his set of equations can

be solved iteratively, and is zeroth-order approxin ation, which neglects the orderparam eter
variation, gives the LDA result. On the BEC side ofthe Feshbach resonance (W ith the chem —
ical potential 0), these m ean— eld equations can be reduced to a generalized dynam ical
G rossP ftaevskii GP) equation B{10], with the e ective nonlinear interaction for the bare

m olecules derived from a ferm lonic gap equation. W hen one goes deeper into the BEC region,

the nonlinear interaction resum es the conventionalGP form , and one can derive an e ective

scattering length for the bare m olecules. W e solve the dynam icalm ean- eld equations for a

ham onic trap as a sin ple illistrating exam ple to self-consistently verify the approxin ations
m ade in our derivation. A nother recent work also addresses the dynam ics of a trapped Fem i
gas across a Feshbach resonance [11]. The set of equations derived therein are sem iclassical
hydrodynam ic equations, which, after linearization, can be applied to calculate the dynam —
ical properties of the system . In contrast, our work follow s the tin edependent variational
approach. By reducing the dynam icalm ean eld equations to a tin e-dependent non-linear

GP equation on the BEC side of the resonance, we provide a com plem entary perspective to

the problem .

O ur starting point is the two-channel eld Ham ittonian [3,4,12]

Z Z
X
H = Y[ r’=Cm)+ V @] Pr+ VI r’=@m)+ + 2V D] or
Z Z
+ [} 4 «LPr+hel+Uu ¥ Y, W& @)
which describes the interaction between the ferm fonic atom elds Y ( =";# labels atom ic

Intemal states) in the open channel and the bosonic bare m olecule eld g In the closed
channel. In this Ham iltonian, m is the atom m ass, and V (r;t) is the trap potential which
could vary both In space and in tin e. N ote that we have assum ed that the trap frequencies for
a com posite boson and fora single atom are the sam e, so that the potentialthat a boson feels
is tw ice as a single atom does. T he bare atom -m olecule coupling rate , the bare background
scattering rate U , and the bare energy detuning of the closed channelm olecular level relative
to the threshold ofthe two-atom continuum  are connected w ith the physicalones ,;Up; o
through the standard renomm alization relations [4]. The values of the physical param eters
piUp; p are determ ined respectively from the resonance width, the background scattering
length, and them agnetic eld detuning relative to the Feshbach resonance point (see, eg., the
explicit expressions in Ref. [13]). N ote that follow ing the standard two-channelm odel, direct
collisions betw een the bosonic bare m olecules are neglected, as their contribution is negligble
near a broad Feshbach resonance 3,4,12].
At alm ost zero tem perature and w ith a slow Iy varying potentialV (r;t), the state of the
Ham ittonian (1) can be assum ed to evolve according to the follow ing variational form :
Z Z

j ©i= N exp  f@ir%t) V@) )P rd’ exp b @it Y @dr yaci; @)

where N is the nom alization factor,  (r;t) is the condensate wavefunction for the bare
m olecules, and £ (r; ro;t) is the C ooperpair wavefunction. T his variational state is a natural
generalization of the crossover w avefunction to the lnhom ogeneous and dynam ical cases [14].
W ithout the ferm ionic eld, this varational state would have the sam e form as the one in the
derivation of the dynam icalGP equation for the weakly interacting bosons [10].
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To derive the evolution equations for the wavefunctions (r;ﬁ) and f (r; %), we ©llow
the standard variational procedure to m inin ize the action S = dth—51i h j4dFE1
h Hji where jiand H are speci ed in Egs. (1) and (2). Under the ansatz state (2), the
W ick’s theorem inpliesthe decomposition Uh v § 4 »i Uhy jih 4 «i (the additional
HartreeFock term s, which only slightly m odify the e ective V (r;t), are not In portant when
there is pairing instability [B] and are thus neglected here). It tums out that to get the
expression ofthe action S, the criticalpart isthe calculation ofthepairfunction ¥ (ry ;1 ;t)
h (1) j @)i. Under the ansatz state (2), the pair function satis es the ©llow ing integral
equation Wedrop thetinevariablesinF (r;;r;t) and £ (r; r%t) when there isno confiision)

Z

F (r;r)=f @;in) £ (om)f (Cam)F @in)dnd’n: 3)

To solve this integralequation, we write both F  (r1;r;) and £ (r1;r;) in tem s of the new

coordinatesr= (r + x)=2andr = r; 5 . Then, we take the Fourier transfom ation of
Eg. (3) and is conjugate w ith respect to the relative coordinate r . The Fourder transform s
ofF (r;r ) and f (r;r ) are denoted by Fy (r) and fi (r), respectively. In this Fourder trans-
form ation, we assum e R,.£ 7 @, £ and R, FJ @, F . Physically, it corresponds to the
assum ption that the order param eter is slow Iy varying w ithin the size of the C ooper pairs.
U nder this assum ption, we derive from Eq. (3) and is conjigate the follow ng sin ple relation
betw een the Fourder com ponents

Fr=f @)= 1+ H o Ff : @)

T his relation is critical for the explicit calculation ofthe action S.

W e can now express the action S in temm s of the variational wavefunctions fi (r;t) and
for p(;t). From the functionalderivatives S= £ (r;t) = 0O and S= | (r;t) = 0, weget the
follow ing evolution equations for fy (r;t) and for  (r;t):

Befy = Ry+ Ho@blf + (it @ ; )

Bep= [ +Ho@O]Ip+ (=U) £ @&H); (6)
where H g(r;t) = (@m)+ 2V (1), « = h’k?=2m (n isthe atomicmass), ¢ (5t)
U=8 3 Bk @)= 1+ F @) F ,and (@;t) b (rit) + ¢ (r;t). The two equations

(5) and (6) represent a central result ofthiswork: they com pletely determ ine the evolution of
the wavefiinctions fy and for ,, just asthe GP equation determ ines the condensate evolution
for the weakly interacting bosons. In the stationary case with a tin e-independent trap, one
Jast needs to replace i@ fy and i@y p respectively with 2 fyx and 2 , where is the atom
chem ical potential.

T he evolution equations (5) and (6) are a set of coupled nonlinear di erential equations.
They can be solved through direct num erical sim ulations (for instance, through the solit—
step m ethod), but as the potential V (r;t) is typically slow Iy varying both in r and In t,
the Pollow ng iterative method m ay prove to be more e cient. In this case, we expect
both 1 (rjt)e? © and fi (r;t)e® * to be slowly varying in r and t. W e can then introduce
the Hllow ing e ective potentials Vees (rjt) QL i@ r’=@m)+ 2 5 @;v=2 and
VE @Y £' @b 18  r’=@m)+ 2 £ @;t)=2,both ofwhich should be snall. W ih
these Introduced potentials, we can solve fi (r;t) from Eqg. () as

o= @& G L= )
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where .. V(rci't) Vo, @it), erf V (@it e @b, = pl U

2 ere)= 2l,and Eyx = (i k. )?+ 2. Substiuting Eq. (7) nto Eq. (6), we get the
follow Ing e ective gap equation

3 3 1 1
1=U; = 1=8 dk(— —); 8)
2E k 2 k
R
where 1=Uy = 1= U, 2=(p 2es) = 1=U  ?=(  2¢¢) + Ik 1= 16 °
(the lJatter equality com es from the renom alization relation between ; ;U and ; ;Up @)).
U nder the zeroth-order approxin ation, we assum e Vere (r;t) 7 Vekff (r;t) ¥ 0, which leads
to ]e‘ff =  off = VR(r;t) In Ex. In this case, the gap equation (8), together w ith
the num ber equagjon N = n (r;t)d3 r, where N denotes the totalatom number and n (r;t) =
29 pF+ 2=8 3 &Sk F=01+ ¥ F) isthe Iocalatom density, com pletely solves the problem ,
the result of which corresponds to a solution under the local densiy approxin ation in the
adiabatic 1im it. Thuswe recover the LDA result under the zeroth-order approxin ation w hich
com pletely neglects Vere (r;t) and Vekff (r;t) . Ik isthen evident ashow to go beyond the LDA .
©)

b (r;t);fk(o) (r;t) as the zeroth-order wavefliinctions to calculate

the rst-ordere ective potentialsV e(flf) (r;t) and Vekf(fl) (r;t) through their de nition equations.

Substituting these e ective potentials into the gap equation (8) and (7), we can nd out the
next order wavefliinctions él) (r;t);fk(l) (r;t). This iterative process should converge if the
e ective potentials are an all (ie., the order param eters are slow Iy varying in r and t).

In the follow ing, we consider a di erent sim pli cation ofthe basic equations (5) and (6) on
the BEC side ofthe resonancew ith the chem icalpotential 0 (notethat it isnot required to
be In the deep BEC region). O n this side, we expect the wavefuinctions 1y, (r;t) and fx (r;t) to
have sin ilar dependence on r and t, so we assum e Vere (1) 7 Vekff (r;t) . This approxin ation
w illbe self-consistently tested and we w ill see that it iswell satis ed when 0. Under this
approxin ation, ];ff = ofr,wWhilk rf can be solved from the gap equation (8) asa function

ofj bj2 . Substituting this solution o¢r into the de nition equation ofVeer, we get

W e can use the LDA resul

iR = r’=@m)+ 2V ) + 2 err e )

T his equation has the sam e form as the dynam ical GP equation for the weakly Interacting
bosonsexcegpt that the collision term isnow replaced by a generalnonlinearpotential c¢¢ [L0],
a function of j bj2 w ith its shape detem ined by the gap equation (8). W e have num erically
soled Eq.(8) forthe fiinction <rf (3 bjz) at severaldi erent detunings for °Li, and the shapes
of these finctions are shown in Fig. 1. W e can see that <fr becom es aln ost linear n j bf
when one goes further into the BEC region. In that lin i, Eq. (9) reduces to an exact
GP equation, and we can de ne an e ective scattering length a.r¢ fOr the bare m olecular
condensatewith d err=d (G pF) = 2 acre= (2m ). Thise ective scattering length acr¢ isshown
in Fig. 1(d) as a finction of the eld detuning fr °Li. W e should note, however, that
the e ective scattering length for the bare m olecules is in general very di erent from the
one for the dressed m olcules [4,9,15]. The dressed m olculs are dom nantly com posed
of Cooper pairs of atom s In the open channel (for nstance, when the chem ical potential

0, the population fraction of the bare m olecules is only about 0:1$ ©r°Li). A s the bare
m olecules have a very low density near the resonance, they in general have a large e ective
scattering length to com pensate for that, as is shown in Fig. 1(d). The e ective scattering
lengths for the bare and the dressed m olecules coincide w ith each other only in the deep
BEC region wih the population dom inantly in the closed channel. In this lim i, we have
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Fig.1l { @) ®) (c) The e ective potential .fr asa function of j bf,wjth the eld detuning B Bo
given by 268G (a), 107G (), and 0G (c), respectively. Both .ff and j pjare In the unit of
Er = ké =2m ,where ky = (3 %n¢)*~° is a convenient inverse Jength scale corresponding to a density
no=3 107an °? asitistypicalortheM IT °Liexperin ent [1]. (d) The e ective scattering lengths
as a function of the eld detuning. The solid line is for the bare m olecules (see the de nition In the
text) while the dashed one is for the atom s.

checked that the dependence of the e ective scattering length on the eld detuning is In
agreem ent w ith a di erent calculation in Ref. [16] under the two-channelm odel (we can only
apply the two-channelm odel In this Iim it because ofa large closed channelpopulation 4,17]).
E xperim entally, the scattering length betw een the dressed m olecules can bem easured from the
collective excitations of the trapped Fem igas [L8] or from the in-trap radiusofthe condensate
cloud [19]; whil i isdi cul to m easure the scattering length between the bare m olecules.

The sinpli ed equation (9) detem ines the distrdbution of the bosonic m olecules. This
solution, combined with Eq. (7), then xes the distrbution of the ferm ionic atoms. As a
sin ple illustrating exam ple, we use them to solve the ferm i condensate shape function in
a ham onic trap on the BEC side of the resonance. W e take the values of the param eters
corresponding to °Li, and assum e a total of N 10 atom s trapped I a tin e-independent
potentialV (r) = im ! r’ with ! =2 100H z, as istypicalin the experin ents [1]. F igures 2 (a)
and 2 ) show the condensate shape functions in two di erent regionsw ith the m agnetic eld
detunings B By given respectively by 268G and 107G . The st detuning corresponds
to a point deep in the BEC region with (kr ag) * 11, where a isthe atom scattering length
at that detuning and kFl is a convenient length unit de ned in the caption of Fig. 1. The
second one corresponds to the onset of the bosonic region w ith the atom chem ical potential

0and (k as) * 0:8. W e have shown In Fig. 2 the number distrdbutions for the bare
m olecules and the ferm icondensate. O ne can see that these distrdbution functions are sm ooth
in space, without the arti cialcuto at the edge ofthe trap as In the LDA resul. T he closed
channelpopulation (the totalbare m olecule fraction) is calculated to be about 33% and 0:1%
respectively for these two detunings.

An Im portant goal of calculation of this sin ple exam ple is to self consistently check the
approxin ations m ade in our derivation. First, to derive the basic equations (5,6), we have
assum ed that the order param eter should be slow Iy varying over the size of the C ooper pairs.
From Fig. (2), we see that the characteristic length for the variation of the order param eter
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Fig. 2 { The radial distrbutions of of the barem olecule density (), the ferm atom density (g),
and the totaldensity (tot) In @ ham onic trap w ith the eld detuning B By given by 268G (@),
and 107G (b and c), respectively. A Ilthe densities are in the unit ofng (see the value in the caption
ofFig. 1)

is typically of 100kF1 , while the size of the C ooper pair is well below kF1 at these detun-
Ings [l7]. Therefore, this approxin ation should be well satis ed for typical experin ents.
Second, from the basic equations (5,6) to the sin pli ed equation (9), we have used the ap—
proxim ation Veer (£;t) 7 Vekff (r;t). To check the validity of this approxim ation, we calculate
the e ective potentials Ve (r) and Vekff (r) (tin e-independent in this case) w ith our solutions
of p(r) and fx (r) from the stationary ham onic trap, and the resuls are shown in Fig. 3.

It is clear that the di erence Verr (¥) Vekff (r) is small com pared with the m agniude of

Vers (r)] or di erent values of k when the atom chem ical potential 0, which jisti es
the approxin ation Vekff (r;t) 7 Vere (r;t) In that region. One can also see that the relative
error Veer (£) V5, (©) =¥ err (£)jgoes up signi cantly (from roughly 10 ¢ to 10 ') when
one goes from the eld detuning 268G to 107G . Ifone goes further to the resonance point,
this approxim ation eventually breaks down, and one needs to use the basic equations (5,6)
nstead of the reduced equation (9).

In summ ary, we have derived a set of dynam ical m ean— eld equations for evolution of
strongly interacting ferm ionic atom s in any slow Iy varying potential traps, and discussed
m ethods to solve these equations. W e show that on the BEC side ofthe Feshbach resonance,
this set of equations are reduced to a generalized dynam icalGP equation. A s an illustrating
exam ple, we solve the reduced equations in the case ofa ham onic trap, which self-consistently
veri es the approxin ationsm ade In our derivation.

This work was supported by the NSF award (0431476), the ARDA under ARO contracts,
and the A .P.Slan Fellow ship.
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