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D ynam ical m ean-�eld equations for strongly interacting

ferm ionic atom s in arbitrary potentialtraps
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M ichigan 48109 USA

PACS.03.75.Ss { D egenerate Ferm igases.

PACS.05.30.Fk { Ferm ion system sand electron gas.

PACS.34.50.-s { Scattering ofatom sand m olecules.

A bstract.{ W ederiveasetofgeneraldynam icalm ean-�eld equationsforstrongly interacting

ferm ionic atom s in arbitrary slowly-varying potentialtraps. O ur derivation generalizes the

ansatz ofthe crossover wavefunction to the inhom ogeneous case. The equations reduce to a

tim e-dependent G ross-Pitaevskiiequation on the BEC side ofthe resonance. W e discuss an

iteration m ethod to solve these m ean-�eld equations,and presentthe solution fora harm onic

trap asan illustrating exam ple,which self-consistently veri�estheapproxim ationsm adein our

derivation.

The recent experim entaladvance in ultracold atom s has allowed controlled studies of

strongly interacting Ferm i gases in various types of potential traps, with the interaction

strength tunableby an externalm agnetic�eld through theFeshbach resonance[1].Forhom o-

geneousstrongly interacting Ferm igasesatzero tem perature,the physicsiscaptured by the

variationalcrossoverwavefunction [2{4],which interpolatesthe BCS and the BEC theories.

Forstrongly interacting atom sin a potentialtrap,there are currently two m ain m ethodsto

dealwith the resultantinhom ogeneity: one is the localdensity approxim ation (LDA)[4,5],

which neglects the kinetic term s associated with the spatialvariation ofthe order param -

eters;the other is based on the num ericalsim ulation ofthe Bogoliubov-De-G ennes (BDG )

equations [6,7]. Both of these m ethods have found wide applications recently [4{7], but

each ofthem also hasitsown lim itation:the LDA becom esinadequatein caseswhere varia-

tionsofthe orderparam etershavesigni�cantim pacts;the BDG equationstakeinto account

exactly the spatialvariation ofthe order-param eter,but its num ericalsolution is typically

tim e-consum ing,which lim itsitsapplicationsonly to very specialtypesofpotentials.

In this work,we develop a di�erent m ethod to describe both the static properties and

the dynam icsofstrongly interacting ferm ionic atom sin arbitrary butslowly varying poten-

tialtraps. O ur starting point is a variationalstate which is a naturalgeneralization ofthe

crossoverwavefunction to theinhom ogeneousand dynam icalcases.Thekey sim pli�cation in

ourderivation com esfrom theassum ption thatthespatialvariation oftheorder-param eteris

sm allwithin thesizeoftheCooperpairs.Thisassum ption issim ilarto theonein thederiva-

tion oftheG inzberg-Landau equation fortheweakly interactingferm ions[8],butweavoid the
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useofperturbation expansionssothattheorderparam eterherein generaldoesnotneed tobe

sm all[8,9].W ith such an assum ption,we derive a setofdynam icalm ean-�eld equationsfor

the barem olecularcondensateand the Cooper-pairwavefunctions.Thissetofequationscan

besolved iteratively,and itszeroth-orderapproxim ation,which neglectstheorder-param eter

variation,givestheLDA result.O n theBEC sideoftheFeshbach resonance(with thechem -

icalpotential� � 0),these m ean-�eld equationscan be reduced to a generalized dynam ical

G ross-Pitaevskii(G P) equation [8{10],with the e�ective nonlinear interaction for the bare

m oleculesderived from a ferm ionicgap equation.W hen onegoesdeeperinto theBEC region,

the nonlinearinteraction resum esthe conventionalG P form ,and one can derive an e�ective

scattering length forthe bare m olecules. W e solve the dynam icalm ean-�eld equationsfora

harm onic trap asa sim ple illustrating exam ple to self-consistently verify the approxim ations

m adein ourderivation.Anotherrecentwork also addressesthedynam icsofa trapped Ferm i

gasacrossa Feshbach resonance [11]. The setofequationsderived therein are sem iclassical

hydrodynam ic equations,which,after linearization,can be applied to calculate the dynam -

icalproperties ofthe system . In contrast,our work follows the tim e-dependent variational

approach. By reducing the dynam icalm ean �eld equations to a tim e-dependent non-linear

G P equation on the BEC side ofthe resonance,we provide a com plem entary perspective to

the problem .

O urstarting pointisthe two-channel�eld Ham iltonian [3,4,12]

H =
X
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which describesthe interaction between the ferm ionic atom �elds	 y
� (� = ";# labelsatom ic

internalstates) in the open channeland the bosonic bare m olecule �eld 	
y

b
in the closed

channel. In this Ham iltonian,m is the atom m ass,and V (r;t) is the trap potentialwhich

could vary both in spaceand in tim e.Notethatwehaveassum ed thatthetrap frequenciesfor

a com positeboson and fora singleatom arethesam e,so thatthepotentialthata boson feels

istwiceasa singleatom does.Thebareatom -m oleculecoupling rate�,thebarebackground

scattering rateU ,and thebareenergy detuning oftheclosed channelm olecularlevelrelative

to thethreshold ofthetwo-atom continuum  areconnected with thephysicalones�p;Up;p

through the standard renorm alization relations [4]. The values ofthe physicalparam eters

�p;Up;p are determ ined respectively from the resonance width,the background scattering

length,and them agnetic�eld detuning relativeto theFeshbach resonancepoint(see,e.g.,the

explicitexpressionsin Ref.[13]).Notethatfollowing thestandard two-channelm odel,direct

collisionsbetween thebosonicbarem oleculesareneglected,astheircontribution isnegligible

neara broad Feshbach resonance[3,4,12].

Atalm ostzero tem perature and with a slowly varying potentialV (r;t),the state ofthe

Ham iltonian (1)can be assum ed to evolveaccording to the following variationalform :
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where N is the norm alization factor,�b(r;t) is the condensate wavefunction for the bare

m olecules,and f(r;r0;t)isthe Cooper-pairwavefunction.Thisvariationalstate isa natural

generalization ofthe crossoverwavefunction to the inhom ogeneousand dynam icalcases[14].

W ithouttheferm ionic�eld,thisvariationalstatewould havethesam eform astheonein the

derivation ofthe dynam icalG P equation forthe weakly interacting bosons[10].
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To derive the evolution equationsfor the wavefunctions�b(r;t)and f(r;r0;t),we follow

the standard variationalprocedure to m inim ize the action S =
R
dt[h_�j�i� h�j _�i]=(2i)�

h�jH j�i,where j�iand H are speci�ed in Eqs.(1)and (2).Underthe ansatzstate (2),the

W ick’stheorem im pliesthedecom position U h	
y

"
	
y

#
	 #	 "i� U h	

y

"
	
y

#
ih	 #	 "i(theadditional

Hartree-Fock term s,which only slightly m odify the e�ective V (r;t),arenotim portantwhen

there is pairing instability [8]and are thus neglected here). It turns out that to get the

expressionoftheaction S,thecriticalpartisthecalculation ofthepairfunction F �(r1;r2;t)�

h	
y

"
(r1)	

y

#
(r2)i. Underthe ansatz state (2),the pairfunction satis�esthe following integral

equation (wedrop thetim evariablesin F �(r1;r2;t)and f
�(r;r0;t)when thereisnoconfusion)

F
�
(r1;r2)= f

�
(r1;r2)�

Z

f
�
(r1;r3)f

�
(r4;r2)F (r4;r3)d

3
r3d

3
r4: (3)

To solve thisintegralequation,we write both F �(r1;r2)and f�(r1;r2)in term softhe new

coordinatesr = (r1 + r2)=2 and r� = r1 � r2. Then,we take the Fouriertransform ation of

Eq.(3)and itsconjugatewith respectto the relativecoordinater� .The Fouriertransform s

ofF (r;r� )and f(r;r� )are denoted by Fk(r)and fk(r),respectively. In thisFouriertrans-

form ation,we assum e j@rfj�
�
�@r� f

�
�and j@rF j�

�
�@r� F

�
�. Physically,itcorrespondsto the

assum ption that the order param eteris slowly varying within the size ofthe Cooper pairs.

Underthisassum ption,wederivefrom Eq.(3)and itsconjugatethefollowing sim plerelation

between the Fouriercom ponents

Fk(r)= fk(r)=
�
1+ jfk(r)j

2
�
: (4)

Thisrelation iscriticalforthe explicitcalculation ofthe action S.

W e can now express the action S in term s ofthe variationalwavefunctions fk(r;t) and

for�b(r;t).From thefunctionalderivatives�S=�f�
k
(r;t)= 0 and �S=���b(r;t)= 0,wegetthe

following evolution equationsforfk(r;t)and for�b(r;t):

i@tfk = [2�k + H 0(r;t)]fk + �(r;t)� �
�
(r;t)f

2

k
; (5)

i@t�b = [ + H 0(r;t)]�b + (�=U )� f(r;t); (6)

where H 0(r;t) � � r2=(4m )+ 2V (r;t),�k = �h
2
k
2=2m (m is the atom ic m ass),� f(r;t) ��

U=8�3
�R

d3kfk(r;t)=
�
1+ jfk(r;t)j

2
�
,and �(r;t)� �� b(r;t)+ � f(r;t).The two equations

(5)and (6)representa centralresultofthiswork:they com pletely determ inetheevolution of

thewavefunctionsfk and for�b,justastheG P equation determ inesthecondensateevolution

forthe weakly interacting bosons. In the stationary case with a tim e-independenttrap,one

justneedsto replace i@tfk and i@t�b respectively with 2�fk and 2��b,where � isthe atom

chem icalpotential.

The evolution equations(5)and (6)are a setofcoupled nonlineardi�erentialequations.

They can be solved through direct num ericalsim ulations (for instance,through the split-

step m ethod), but as the potentialV (r;t) is typically slowly varying both in r and in t,

the following iterative m ethod m ay prove to be m ore e�cient. In this case, we expect

both �b(r;t)e
i2�t and fk(r;t)e

i2�t to be slowly varying in r and t. W e can then introduce

the following e�ective potentialsVeff(r;t)� �
�1
b
(r;t)

�
� i@t� r2=(4m )+ 2�

�
�b(r;t)=2 and

V k

eff(r;t)� f
�1

k
(r;t)

�
� i@t� r2=(4m )+ 2�

�
fk(r;t)=2,both ofwhich should besm all.W ith

these introduced potentials,wecan solvefk(r;t)from Eq.(5)as

fk = � (Ek � (�k � �
k

eff))=�
�

(7)
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where �k
eff

� � � V (r;t)� Vk
eff

(r;t),�eff � � � V (r;t)� Veff(r;t),� = �� b[1� U ( �

2�eff)=�
2],and E k =

q

(�k � �k
eff

)2 + � 2. Substituting Eq. (7) into Eq. (6),we get the

following e�ective gap equation

1=UT = �
�
1=8�

3
�
Z

d
3
k(

1

2E k

�
1

2�k
); (8)

where 1=UT = 1=
�
Up � �2p=(p � 2�eff)

�
= 1=

�
U � �2=( � 2�eff)

�
+
R
d3k

�
1=
�
16�3�k

��

(thelatterequalitycom esfrom therenorm alizationrelation between ;�;U and p;�p;Up [4]).

Underthezeroth-orderapproxim ation,weassum eVeff(r;t)’ V k

eff
(r;t)’ 0,which leads

to �keff = �eff = � � V (r;t) in Ek. In this case, the gap equation (8), together with

thenum berequation N =
R
n(r;t)d3r,whereN denotesthetotalatom num berand n(r;t)=

2j�bj
2+

�
2=8�3

�R
d3kjfkj

2=(1+ jfkj
2)isthelocalatom density,com pletely solvestheproblem ,

the result ofwhich corresponds to a solution under the localdensity approxim ation in the

adiabaticlim it.ThuswerecovertheLDA resultunderthezeroth-orderapproxim ation which

com pletely neglectsVeff(r;t)and V
k

eff
(r;t).Itisthen evidentashow to go beyond theLDA.

W e can use the LDA result�
(0)

b
(r;t);f

(0)

k
(r;t)asthe zeroth-orderwavefunctionsto calculate

the�rst-ordere�ectivepotentialsV
(1)

eff
(r;t)and V

k(1)

eff
(r;t)through theirde�nition equations.

Substituting these e�ective potentialsinto the gap equation (8)and (7),we can �nd outthe

next order wavefunctions �
(1)

b
(r;t);f

(1)

k
(r;t). This iterative process should converge ifthe

e�ectivepotentialsaresm all(i.e.,theorderparam etersareslowly varying in r and t).

In thefollowing,weconsidera di�erentsim pli�cation ofthebasicequations(5)and (6)on

theBEC sideoftheresonancewith thechem icalpotential� � 0(notethatitisnotrequired to

bein thedeep BEC region).O n thisside,weexpectthewavefunctions�b(r;t)and fk(r;t)to

havesim ilardependenceon r and t,so weassum eVeff(r;t)’ V k

eff
(r;t).Thisapproxim ation

willbeself-consistently tested and wewillseethatitiswellsatis�ed when � � 0.Underthis

approxim ation,�keff = �eff,while�eff can besolved from thegap equation (8)asa function

ofj�bj
2
.Substituting thissolution �eff into the de�nition equation ofVeff,weget

i@t�b =
�
� r

2
=(4m )+ 2V (r;t)+ 2�eff

�
�b: (9)

This equation has the sam e form as the dynam icalG P equation for the weakly interacting

bosonsexceptthatthecollision term isnow replaced byageneralnonlinearpotential�eff [10],

a function ofj�bj
2
with itsshape determ ined by the gap equation (8). W e have num erically

solved Eq.(8)forthefunction �eff(j�bj
2
)atseveraldi�erentdetuningsfor 6Li,and theshapes

ofthese functionsare shown in Fig. 1. W e can see that�eff becom esalm ostlinearin j�bj
2

when one goes further into the BEC region. In that lim it, Eq. (9) reduces to an exact

G P equation,and we can de�ne an e�ective scattering length aeff for the bare m olecular

condensatewith d�eff=d(j�bj
2)= 2�aeff=(2m ).Thise�ectivescatteringlength aeff isshown

in Fig. 1(d) as a function ofthe �eld detuning for 6Li. W e should note, however,that

the e�ective scattering length for the bare m olecules is in generalvery di�erent from the

one for the dressed m olecules [4,9,15]. The dressed m olecules are dom inantly com posed

ofCooper pairs of atom s in the open channel(for instance, when the chem icalpotential

� � 0,the population fraction ofthebarem oleculesisonly about0:1% for6Li).Asthebare

m oleculeshave a very low density nearthe resonance,they in generalhave a large e�ective

scattering length to com pensate forthat,asis shown in Fig. 1(d). The e�ective scattering

lengths for the bare and the dressed m olecules coincide with each other only in the deep

BEC region with the population dom inantly in the closed channel. In this lim it,we have
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Fig.1 { (a)(b)(c)Thee�ectivepotential�eff asa function ofj��bj
2
,with the�eld detuning B � B 0

given by � 268G (a),� 107G (b),and 0G (c),respectively. Both �eff and j��bjare in the unit of

E F = k
2

F
=2m ,where kF = (3�2n0)

1=3 isa convenientinverse length scale corresponding to a density

n0 = 3� 10
13
cm

� 3
asitistypicalfortheM IT

6
Liexperim ent[1].(d)Thee�ectivescattering lengths

asa function ofthe �eld detuning.The solid line isforthe bare m olecules(see the de�nition in the

text)while the dashed one isforthe atom s.

checked that the dependence of the e�ective scattering length on the �eld detuning is in

agreem entwith a di�erentcalculation in Ref.[16]underthetwo-channelm odel(wecan only

apply thetwo-channelm odelin thislim itbecauseofa largeclosed channelpopulation [4,17]).

Experim entally,thescatteringlength between thedressed m oleculescan bem easured from the

collectiveexcitationsofthetrapped Ferm igas[18]orfrom thein-trap radiusofthecondensate

cloud [19];while itisdi�cultto m easurethe scattering length between the barem olecules.

The sim pli�ed equation (9) determ ines the distribution ofthe bosonic m olecules. This

solution,com bined with Eq. (7),then �xes the distribution ofthe ferm ionic atom s. As a

sim ple illustrating exam ple,we use them to solve the ferm icondensate shape function in

a harm onic trap on the BEC side ofthe resonance. W e take the values ofthe param eters

corresponding to 6Li,and assum e a totalofN � 105 atom strapped in a tim e-independent

potentialV (r)= 1

2
m !r2 with !=2� � 100H z,asistypicalin theexperim ents[1].Figures2(a)

and 2(b)show thecondensateshapefunctionsin two di�erentregionswith them agnetic�eld

detuningsB � B0 given respectively by � 268G and � 107G . The �rstdetuning corresponds

to a pointdeep in theBEC region with (kF as)
�1 � 11,whereas istheatom scatteringlength

atthatdetuning and k
�1
F

is a convenientlength unitde�ned in the caption ofFig. 1. The

second one correspondsto the onsetofthe bosonic region with the atom chem icalpotential

� � 0 and (kF as)
�1 � 0:8. W e have shown in Fig. 2 the num berdistributionsforthe bare

m oleculesand theferm icondensate.O necan seethatthesedistribution functionsaresm ooth

in space,withoutthearti�cialcuto� attheedgeofthetrap asin theLDA result.Theclosed

channelpopulation (thetotalbarem oleculefraction)iscalculated to beabout33% and 0:1%

respectively forthese two detunings.

An im portantgoalofcalculation ofthis sim ple exam ple is to selfconsistently check the

approxim ations m ade in our derivation. First,to derive the basic equations (5,6),we have

assum ed thattheorderparam etershould beslowly varying overthesizeoftheCooperpairs.

From Fig. (2),we see thatthe characteristiclength forthe variation ofthe orderparam eter
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Fig.2 { The radialdistributions ofofthe bare-m olecule density (nb),the ferm i-atom density (nf),

and the totaldensity (ntot)in a harm onic trap with the �eld detuning B � B 0 given by � 268G (a),

and � 107G (b and c),respectively.Allthedensitiesarein theunitofn0 (seethevaluein thecaption

ofFig.1)

is typically of100k
�1
F
,while the size ofthe Cooper pair is wellbelow k

�1
F

at these detun-

ings [17]. Therefore, this approxim ation should be wellsatis�ed for typicalexperim ents.

Second,from the basic equations (5,6)to the sim pli�ed equation (9),we have used the ap-

proxim ation Veff(r;t)’ V k

eff(r;t).To check the validity ofthisapproxim ation,we calculate

thee�ectivepotentialsVeff(r)and V
k

eff
(r)(tim e-independentin thiscase)with oursolutions

of�b(r) and fk(r) from the stationary harm onic trap,and the resultsare shown in Fig. 3.

It is clear that the di�erence

�
�
�Veff(r)� Vk

eff
(r)

�
�
�is sm allcom pared with the m agnitude of

jVeff(r)jfor di�erent values ofk when the atom chem icalpotential� � 0,which justi�es

the approxim ation V k

eff(r;t) ’ Veff(r;t) in that region. O ne can also see that the relative

error

�
�
�Veff(r)� Vk

eff
(r)

�
�
�=jVeff(r)jgoes up signi�cantly (from roughly 10�4 to 10�1 ) when

onegoesfrom the�eld detuning � 268G to � 107G .Ifonegoesfurtherto theresonancepoint,

this approxim ation eventually breaks down,and one needs to use the basic equations (5,6)

instead ofthe reduced equation (9).

In sum m ary,we have derived a set ofdynam icalm ean-�eld equations for evolution of

strongly interacting ferm ionic atom s in any slowly varying potentialtraps, and discussed

m ethodsto solvetheseequations.W eshow thaton theBEC sideoftheFeshbach resonance,

thissetofequationsarereduced to a generalized dynam icalG P equation.Asan illustrating

exam ple,wesolvethereduced equationsin thecaseofaharm onictrap,which self-consistently

veri�esthe approxim ationsm adein ourderivation.

Thiswork wassupported by theNSF award (0431476),theARDA underARO contracts,

and the A.P.Sloan Fellowship.
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