
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
51

25
56

v3
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
tr

-e
l]

  2
3 

M
ar

 2
00

6

Strongly interacting Ferm igases w ith density im balance
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Nanoscience Center,Departm entofPhysics,P.O .Box 35,FIN-40014 University ofJyv�askyl�a,Finland

W e consider density-im balanced Ferm igases ofatom s in the strongly interacting,i.e. unitarity,

regim e. The Bogoliubov-de G ennes equations for a trapped superuid are solved. They take into

account the �nite size of the system , as well as give rise to both phase separation and Fulde-

Ferrel-Larkin-O vchinnikov (FFLO )-type oscillations in the order param eter. W e show how radio-

frequency spectroscopy reectsthephaseseparation,and can providedirectevidenceoftheFFLO -

typeoscillations via observing the nodesofthe orderparam eter.

Bardeen-Cooper-Schrie�er (BCS) pairing is behind
variousform sofsuperconductivity and superuidity. A
prerequisiteforBCS pairingisthem atchingoftheFerm i
energiesofthetwo pairing com ponents(e.g.spin up and
spin down electrons).In thecaseofspin-im balanced (po-
larized) Ferm ienergies, non-standard form s of pairing
are predicted,such as Fulde-Ferrel-Larkin-O vchinnikov
(FFLO ) pairing [1, 2], interior gap superuidity or
breached pairing [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8] and phase separa-
tion [9, 10]. These exotic quantum states have rel-
evance to m any �elds of physics, e.g. superconduc-
tors in a m agnetic �eld,neutron-proton pairing in nu-
clear m atter,and color superconductivity in high den-
sity Q CD;for a recent extensive review see [11]. The
newlyrealized stronglyinteractingsuperuid Ferm igases
[12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20]o�era prom ising play-
ground for the study ofpairing and superuidity with
variable initialconditions | also im balanced Ferm ien-
ergies.Indeed,�rstsuch experim entshaverecently been
done,showingdisappearanceofsuperuidityand vortices
with increasing spin-density im balance [21], and phase
separation [21,22]. Here we consider theoretically the
density im balanced Ferm igas in the unitarity regim e,
discusstheroleof�nitesizee�ects,and show how phase
separation and FFLO -type oscillations appear and can
be observed in the RF-spectrum ofthe system .

Atom ic Ferm igases are con�ned in m agnetic or op-
ticaltraps and the harm onic trapping potentialcauses
signi�cant�nitesizee�ects.Forinstance,forthedensity
im balanced system ,clearphaseseparation ofthe m ajor-
ity com ponent,i.e.thecom ponentwith them ostatom s,
towards the edges ofthe trap has been experim entally
observed in [21,22].Theoretically,the �nite size can be
taken into accountby solving the Bogoliubov-deG ennes
(BdG ) equations in the trap geom etry. This has been
done for the density im balanced case in the BCS-lim it
(weak coupling lim it) in [23, 24, 25]. In the opposite
lim it where the coupling is so strong that dim ers are
form ed and undergoBose-Einstein condensation,thesys-
tem has been described by a m ean-�eld treatm ent ofa
bosonic condensate interacting with ferm ions in norm al
state within the localdensity approxim ation [26]. Here
weconsidertheinterm ediatecase,wheretheinteractions
arestrong,butthepairing isstillferm ionicin nature.In

theultracold atom icFerm igasesthiscorrespondsto the
Feshbach-resonance,or unitarity, regim e. This regim e
wasconsidered both in [21,22],thereby ourresultspro-
videdirectcom parison to the experim ents.
W eusethesingle-channelm ean-�eld resonancesuper-

uidity Ham iltonian [27,28]
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whereVtrap =
1

2
m !20r

2 isthe spherically sym m etrichar-
m onic trapping potentialwith m the atom m assand !0
the trap oscillator frequency,�� is the chem icalpoten-
tialforatom sin hyper�nestate�,and U isthee�ective
interaction strength. This describes a two-com ponent
(� = ";#,now two di�erenthyper�nestatesoftheatom )
gaswith s-wavecontactinteractions,wherethe strength
ofthe interaction istunable via a Feshbach resonance.
Following the treatm ent in Ref.[28],we expand the

�eld operatorsin eigenstatesofthe harm onicpotential
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where the single-particle energies are �nl� =
~!0(2n + l + 3=2) � ��, the m atrix elem ent
F l

nn0 �
R1

0
drr2R nl(r)~�(r)R n0l(r) corresponds to
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anom alous term that describes the Cooper pair �eld
�(r)and J l

nn0�
�
P

�06= �

R1

0
drr2R nl(r)n�0(r)R n0l(r)is

the Hartree interaction term . The order param eter is
given by

�(r)= U

X

nn0l

2l+ 1

4�
R nl(r)R n0l(r)hcnl0#cn0l0"i; (3)

and the ferm ion densitiesare

n�(r)=
X

nn0l

2l+ 1

4�
R nl(r)R n0l(r)hc

y

nl0�
cn0l0�i: (4)

These equations are solved self-consistently for �xed
atom num bers N " and N # by varying the correspond-
ing chem icalpotentials ��. The Ham iltonian (2) is di-
agonalised using the Bogoliubov transform ation and the
resulting eigenstatesareused to calculatethe excitation
gap and density pro�lesfrom Eqs.(3)and (4). The di-
agonalisation givesriseto positiveand negativeeigenen-
ergiesE nl�,and sincein generalsetting theparticle-hole
sym m etry isbroken,weneed to keep allthe solutions.
W ehavesolvedtheexcitation gap �(r)and thedensity

pro�lesn�(r)atzero tem peraturefor4570 atom sin the
m ajority com ponent(N ")while the num berofatom sin
them inority com ponent(N #)varies.W ealso tried �nite
tem peraturesbutobserved no signi�cantchangesto the
picture.Theparam etershavebeen chosen for6Liin the
unitarity lim it with interaction param eter kF a = � 16,

where the Ferm iwave vectoris given by ~
2
k
2

F

2m
= E F =

~!0(6N ")1=3.The resulting pro�lesareshown in Figs.1

and 3 forseveralpolarizationsP �
N "� N #

N "+ N #

.

The m ain qualitative features ofthe density pro�les
in Figs. 1 and 2 agree well with the experim ents in
Refs.[21,22].Fig.1 showsthecalculated radialdensity.
Experim entally,the densities are observed via im aging
from one direction,leading to colum n integrated densi-
ties. Corresponding integrated results from our calcu-
lations are shown in Fig.2. The density pro�les show
the phase separation into a superuid core and a nor-
m aluid shell. The core correspondsto equaldensities
ofthe two com ponents while at the edges the m ajority
com ponent atom s are dom inating. In the colum n inte-
grated picture Fig.2,the excessam ountofthe m ajority
com ponent at the edges ofthe trap leads to an e�ec-
tive density di�erence also at r = 0. This is seen both
in Fig.2 and in the experim ents [21, 22]. The bum p
in the density di�erence at the edge ofthe trap is an
even m ore clear signature ofphase separation. In [22],
two regim es were observed,nam ely: below polarization
P = 0:1,a coexistence regim e where the density di�er-
encedoesnotshow clearbum ps(actuallydeviationsfrom
Thom as-Ferm ipro�les were used as the m easure),and
phaseseparation regim ewherethese featuresareclearly
visible.According to ourresults,there isno sharp tran-
sition between these two regim es;the phase separation
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Figure1:Theradialdensity pro�lesforthem ajority ("-state,

shown in dashed line)and m inority (#-state,shown in dotted

line) com ponents n�(r). Solid line shows the density di�er-

enceasa function ofdistancefrom thecenterofthetrap.The

polarizations are P = 0:04 (upper panel),P = 0:17 (upper

m iddle panel),P = 0:34 (lowerm iddle panel),and P = 0:49

(lowerpanel).

startsim m ediately even forsm allpolarizations,butthe
e�ect then m ay wellbe too sm allto observe. The ab-
senceofa sharp transition doesnotexcludethepossibil-
ity ofa cross-overbehaviour,wheretheam ountofphase
separation starts to grow faster after a certain thresh-
old. To thisextent,we plotin Fig.4 the excitation gap
� at center of the trap, as well as the size (volum e)
ofthe superuid core,as functions ofthe polarization.
There m ightbe a change ofslopesaround the polariza-
tion P = 0:2,buttheseresultsalonearenotsu�cientfor
any conclusive statem ents about a crossoverbehaviour.
However,they tellclearly that the value ofthe gap at
the center tends to stay quite constant,and the e�ect
ofthe polarization is m ainly to decrease the superuid
core size. Indeed,the superuid core size becom esneg-
ligible atsom e polarization P between 0.6-0.9,agreeing
wellwith theexperim ents[21],whereP = 0:7 wasfound
tobeathreshold forthedisappearanceofthecondensate
atthe unitarity lim it.

In Fig.5 weshow how thephaseseparation isreected
in theRF-spectrum ofthegas.RF-spectroscopy [29,30]
has been used e.g.to observe the excitation gap ofthe
system [18,31,32]. W e calculate the spectra using the
m ethod presented in [33]. The results ofFig.5 show a
broad peak at�nite RF-�eld detuning,corresponding to
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Figure 2:The colum n integrated density pro�lesforthe m a-

jority (dashed)and m inority (dotted)com ponents.Solid line

shows the density di�erence as a function of distance from

the center ofthe trap. The polarizations are the sam e as in

Fig.1.
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Figure 3: The radialdensity (dashed for "-state and dotted

for #-state)and the gap (solid line)pro�lesfor polarizations

P = 0:34 (left)and P = 0:88 (right).

paired atom s,and the detuning isrelated to the pairing
energy �. Note thatthere are equalam ountsofpaired
atom sforboth com ponents.Thenarrow peak atzerode-
tuningcorrespondstothenonpaired m ajoritycom ponent
atom satthe edge ofthe trap.Thiscould be a probe of
phase separation,com plem entary to the straightforward
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Figure 5: The RF-spectra for di�erent com ponents. Left

panelshows the spectra for both m ajority (dotted) and m i-

nority (solid) com ponentsfor polarization P = 0:34 and the

right panelshows the spectrum for the m inority com ponent

forpolarization P = 0:88.ThecalculationsaredoneatT = 0

observation ofthe density pro�les,since itdoesnotsuf-
fer from the e�ects ofcolum n integration and provides
a directcom parison between the am ountsofthe paired
and nonpaired atom s.

The gap and density pro�les in Fig. 3 show the os-
cillation of the order param eter and the density as a
function ofthe radialcoordinate.Such oscillationshave
been accounted [23,24,25]fora FFLO -typephase.The
FFLO -statein hom ogenousspaceleadsto oscillationsof
the order param eter,and is by de�nition pairing with
unequalnum berofparticles. In hom ogenousspace,the
FFLO pairing startsonly aftera criticalpolarization.In
our results,oscillations are also visible for sm allpolar-
izations,although astiny e�ects.Thisisunderstandable
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in the sense that,as the trap favoursphase separation,
the localpolarization at the edges ofthe trap becom es
very easily ofconsiderablesize.Thereforelocally onecan
ful�llthe FFLO condition ofexceeding a criticalpolar-
ization,even when the totalpolarization is sm all. O ne
could interprettheresultsin thefollowing way:thetrap
tendsto enforcea norm alBCS stateatthecenterofthe
trap and a FFLO -typestateattheedges,and thesignif-
icance ofthe lattergrowswith the totalpolarization.Is
thisFFLO -typestateobservable? Itm ay haveexisted in
theexperim ents[21,22].Theoscillationsoftheorderpa-
ram eterareaccom panied by oscillationsofthedensities,
and therefore,in principle,one could observethe FFLO
characteristicsfrom the density pro�les.Thecolum n in-
tegration,however,tendsto wash outthe oscillationsas
can beseen bycom paringFig.1and Fig.2.Thus,experi-
m entally itm ay bedi�cult(although colum n integration
can in principlebeavoided bym oreadvanced techniques)
to detecttheFFLO -phasefrom thedensity pro�les.The
nodes ofthe order param eter,however,should be visi-
blein theRF-spectrum ofthem inority com ponent;they
producea peak atzero detuning,reecting a �nitenum -
berofnon-paired atom salso in them inority com ponent.
This too, m ay be a sm alle�ect for som e param eters,
e.g. in the left panelofFig.5 such zero detuning peak
is not visible in the m inority com ponent. However,for
param eter values that also produce a m ore prom inent
oscillation ofthe order param eter (Fig.3 right panel),
the zero detuning peak becom es clearly visible,see the
right panelin Fig.5. This is a direct evidence for the
nodesoftheorderparam eter.Situationswheresuch sig-
naturesarelargeenough to beobserved can probably be
achieved experim entally.Forinstance,wewererestricted
to sphericalgeom etry dueto com putationalreasons,but
acigar-shaped system islikely todisplaym oreprom inent
oscillations.
In sum m ary,weconsidered trapped,strongly interact-

ing Ferm igases with unequalpopulations of the pair-
ing com ponents. W e relate our �ndings to recent ex-
perim entsand suggestnew waysofobserving the phase
separation and,especially,FFLO features. The system
seem s to be suited for detailed studies ofexotic form s
offerm ion pairing. O ur results show that the trapping
potentiala�ects the system in an essentialway;spatial
regionswith di�erentpairingcharacteristicstend toform
and �nite size e�ectshave to be carefully taken into ac-
countin understanding the system .
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