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Strongly interacting Fermm igases w ith density in balance
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W e consider density-in balanced Fem i gases of atom s in the strongly interacting, ie. unitarity,
regin e. T he Bogolbov-de G ennes equations for a trapped super uid are solved. T hey 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 re ects the phase separation, and can provide direct evidence ofthe FFLO —
type oscillations via observing the nodes of the order param eter.

Bardeen-C ooperSchrie er BCS) pairing is behind
various form s of superconductivity and super uidity. A
prerequisite orBC S pairing is them atching ofthe Ferm i
energies of the tw o pairing com ponents (eg. soin up and
spin down electrons). In the case of goin—-m balanced (o—
larized) Fem i energies, non-standard formm s of pairing
are predicted, such as FuldeFferrelH. arkin-O vchinnikov
FFLO) pairing l, ], Interior gap super uidiy or
breached pairing I l I I .g and phase separa-—
tion l, i]. These exotic quantum states have rel-
evance to many elds of physics, eg. superconduc—
tors In a m agnetic eld, neutron-proton pairing in nu-
clear m atter, and color superconductivity in high den-—
sity QCD ; for a recent extensive review see 1. The
new ly realized strongly interacting super uid Fermm igases
EEEEEEEEN oo sngpby-
ground for the study of pairing and super uidity w ith
variable initial conditions | also inbalanced Fem ien-
ergies. Indeed, rst such experin ents have recently been
done, show ing disappearance of super uidity and vortices
w ith increasing spin-density imbalance 1, and phase
separation ]. Here we consider theoretically the
density inbalanced Fem i gas in the uniariy regine,
discuss the role of nite size e ects, and show how phase
separation and FFLO -type oscillations appear and can
be observed in the RF -spectrum ofthe system .

Atom ic Ferm i gases are con ned in m agnetic or op—
tical traps and the ham onic trapping potential causes
signi cant nite size e ects. For instance, for the density
Inbalanced system , clear phase separation of the m a pr-
iy com ponent, ie. the com ponent w ith the m ost atom s,
towards the edges of the trap has been experin entally
observed In ,]. Theoretically, the nite size can be
taken into account by solving the B ogoliubov-deG ennes
BdG ) equations in the trap geom etry. This has been
done for the density inbalanced case in the BC S—-lim it
(Weak coupling lim i) in ., ., .]. In the opposite
lim it where the coupling is so strong that dim ers are
form ed and undergo B oseE Instein condensation, the sys—
tem has been described by a m ean— eld treatm ent of a
bosonic condensate Interacting w ith ferm ions in nom al
state w ithin the local density approxin ation ]. Here
w e consider the interm ediate case, w here the interactions
are strong, but the pairing is still ferm ionic in nature. In

the ultracold atom ic Ferm igases this corresponds to the
Feshbach-resonance, or uniarity, regine. This regine
was considered both in .,.], thereby our resuls pro-
vide direct com parison to the experin ents.

W e use the single-channelm ean— eld resonance super—

uidity Ham iltonian .,.]
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where Vi, = 2m ! 217 is the spherically symm etric har-
m onic trapping potentialw ith m the atom massand !
the trap oscillator frequency, is the chem ical poten—
tial for atom s In hyper ne state , and U isthe e ective
Interaction strength. This descrbes a two-com ponent
( =";#,now two di erent hyper ne states of the atom )
gas w ith swave contact interactions, w here the strength
of the Interaction is tunable via a Feshbach resonance.
Follow ing the treatm ent In Ref. ], we expand the
eld operators In eigenstates of the ham onic potential
X X
(r) = nm ®)Gm =
nlm nlm

Rpui@Y¥m B)aim

where Yy, (£) are the standard spherical ham onics and
the radialpart is given by

P 3=4 n! E VI
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where T = pm Tor and Lllfl % is the Laguerre polyno—

m ial. This gives the H am iltonian
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where the sihgleparticle energies are 3 =
o(@n + Eg‘ + 3=2) , the matrix elment
Y Arr®Ra. (r) “@R no1(r) corresponds to

nn? 0

Fl


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0512556v3

anom alous tem tg;lat de§01:|bes the Cooper pair eld
1 1 .
(r) and J drr*R,1 (0n o ()R yo1 (r) is
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the Hartree interaction term . The order param eter is
given by
X 21+ 1 ,
()=10 Rpy1(@Rpo1 (004 Gowor s )

nnOl
and the femm ion densities are
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These equations are solved selfconsistently for xed
atom numbers N« and N4 by varying the corresoond-—
ing chem ical potentials . The Ham iltonian ) is di-
agonalised using the B ogoliibov transform ation and the
resulting eigenstates are used to calculate the excitation
gap and density pro ks from Egs. ) and ). The di-
agonalisation gives rise to positive and negative eigenen—
ergiesE ;1 , and sihce In general setting the particlke-hol
symm etry is broken, we need to keep all the solutions.
W e have solved the excitation gap (r) and the density

pro lesn (r) at zero tem perature for 4570 atom s in the
m aprity com ponent (N ») while the num ber of atom s In
the m inority com ponent (N 4) varies. W e also trded nite
tem peratures but observed no signi cant changes to the
picture. T he param eters have been chosen for °Liin the

unitarity lim it with interaction param eter kra = 16,
where the Ferm i wave vector is given by N;:g = Ep =
~14 (6N »)'=3 . The resulting pro les are shown in Figs.ll
and ll ©r several polarizations P ng E: .

The main qualitative features of the density pro les
in Figs. ll and B agree well with the experim ents in
Refs. ., 01]. Fjg.l show s the calculated radialdensity.
E xperim entally, the densities are observed via in aging
from one direction, lkading to colum n integrated densi-
ties. Corresponding integrated results from our calcu—
lations are shown in Fig.ll. The density pro ls show
the phase sgparation into a super uid core and a nor-
mal uid shell. The core corresoonds to equal densities
of the two com ponents whilk at the edges the m a prity
com ponent atom s are dom nating. In the column inte-
grated picture F ig. M, the excess am ount of the m a prity
com ponent at the edges of the trap leads to an e ec—
tive density di erence also at r = 0. This is seen both
in Fig.ll and :n the experinents [, [l]]. The bump
In the density di erence at the edge of the trap is an
even m ore clar signature of phase sgparation. Tn 1],
tw o regin es were observed, nam ely: below polarization
P = 03, a coexistence regin e w here the density di er—
ence doesnot show clarbum ps (@ctually deviations from
Thom asFem ipro les were used as the m easure), and
phase separation regin e where these features are clearly
visble. A coording to our results, there is no sharp tran-
sition between these two regim es; the phase separation
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Figure 1: The radialdensiy pro ls for them aprity ("-state,
shown in dashed line) and m inority (#-state, shown in dotted
line) com ponentsn (r). Solid line show s the density di er—
ence as a function ofdistance from the centerofthetrap. T he
polarizations are P = 004 (upper panel), P = 0:17 (upper
m iddle panel), P = 0:34 (lowerm iddl panel), and P = 049
(low er panel) .

starts inm ediately even for am all polarizations, but the
e ect then may well be too sn all to observe. The ab—
sence of a sharp transition does not exclude the possibik-
ity ofa cross-over behaviour, where the am ount of phase
separation starts to grow faster after a certain thresh-
oM. To this extent, we plot in Fig.ll the excitation gap

at center of the trap, as well as the size (vVolum e)
of the super uid core, as functions of the polarization.
T here m ight be a change of slopes around the polariza—
tion P = 02, but these results alone are not su cient for
any conclusive statem ents about a crossover behaviour.
However, they tell clearly that the value of the gap at
the center tends to stay quite constant, and the e ect
of the polarization ism ainly to decrease the super uid
core size. Indeed, the super uid core size becom es neg—
ligble at som e polarization P between 0.6-0.9, agreeing
wellw ith the experim ents 1], where P = 0:7 was ound
to be a threshold for the disappearance ofthe condensate
at the unitarity 1 it.

In Fig.lMwe show how the phase separation isre ected
In the RF -spectrum ofthe gas. RF -spectroscopy I, ]
has been used eg. to cbserve the excitation gap of the
system [, B, B8], W e calculate the spectra using the
m ethod presented in l]. The results of Fig.ll show a
broad peak at nie RF- eld detuning, corresponding to
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Figure 2: The colum n integrated density pro les for them a-
Pprity (dashed) and m inority (dotted) com ponents. Solid line
show s the density di erence as a function of distance from
the center of the trap. T he polarizations are the sam e as in
Fig.l.
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Figure 3: The radial density (dashed for "-state and dotted
for #-state) and the gap (solid line) pro les for polarizations
P = 0:34 (left) and P = 0:88 (right).

paired atom s, and the detuning is related to the pairing
energy . Note that there are equal am ounts of paired

atom s orboth com ponents. T he narrow peak at zero de—
tuning correspondsto the nonpaired m a prity com ponent
atom s at the edge of the trap. T his could be a probe of
phase separation, com plem entary to the straightforward
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Figure 4: The value of the order param eter at the center
of the trap (squares) and the fraction of the super uid core
as com pared to the Fem i sphere of the m a’r com ponent
(circles) plotted as finctions of polarization P .

2500 : E 1201

100
20001
801
1500
60

1000
401

Number of transferred atoms

o
=3
=]

201

o040 04 08 12 040 04 08 12
RF detuning, (;)/EF RF detuning, oo/EF

Figure 5: The RF-spectra for di erent com ponents. Left
panel show s the spectra for both m aprity (dotted) and m i
nority (solid) com ponents for polarization P = 0:34 and the
right panel show s the spectrum for the m inority com ponent
forpolarization P = 0:88. The calculationsaredoneatT = 0

observation of the densiy pro ls, since it does not suf-
fer from the e ects of colum n integration and provides
a direct com parison between the am ounts of the paired
and nonpaired atom s.

The gap and density pro ls in Fig. ll show the os
cillation of the order param eter and the density as a
function of the radial coordinate. Such oscillations have
been acocounted .,.,.] fora FFLO ~type phase. The
FFLO -state in hom ogenous space leads to oscillations of
the order param eter, and is by de nition pairing w ith
unequal num ber of particles. In hom ogenous space, the
FFLO pairing starts only after a critical polarization. In
our resuls, oscillations are also visbl for an all polar-
izations, although as tiny e ects. T his is understandable



In the sense that, as the trap favours phase separation,
the local polarization at the edges of the trap becom es
very easily of considerable size. T herefore locally one can
ful N1 the FFLO condition of exceeding a critical polar-
ization, even when the total polarization is sm all. O ne
could interpret the resuls in the follow ing way : the trap
tends to enforce a nom alBC S state at the center of the
trap and a FFLO -type state at the edges, and the signif-
icance of the latter grow s w ith the totalpolarization. Is
thisFFLO -type state observable? Tt m ay have existed in
the experim ents [,[0]. T he oscillations of the orderpa—
ram eter are accom panied by oscillations of the densities,
and therefore, n principle, one could observe the FFLO
characteristics from the density pro ls. The column in—
tegration, how ever, tends to wash out the oscillations as
can be seen by com paring F ig lland F ig . T hus, experi-
mentally itm ay bedi cult @lthough colum n integration
can in principle be avoided by m ore advanced techniques)
to detect the FFLO -phase from the density pro ls. The
nodes of the order param eter, however, should be visi-
bl in the RF -gpectrum ofthe m inority com ponent; they
produce a peak at zero detuning, re ecting a nie num —
ber of non-paired atom s also in the m inority com ponent.
This too, may be a small e ect for som e param eters,
eg. in the lkeft panel of F ig.ll such zero detuning peak
is not visbl in the m inority com ponent. However, for
param eter values that also produce a m ore prom inent
oscillation of the order param eter  ig. Ml right panel),
the zero detuning peak becom es clearly visble, see the
right panel in Fig.M. This is a direct evidence for the
nodes ofthe order param eter. Siuationsw here such sig-
natures are Jarge enough to be observed can probably be
achieved experim entally. For instance, w e w ere restricted
to spherical geom etry due to com putational reasons, but
a cigar-shaped system is lkely to digplay m ore prom inent
oscillations.

In sum m ary, we considered trapped, strongly interact—
Ing Fem i gases w ith unequal populations of the pair-
Ing com ponents. W e relate our ndings to recent ex—
perin ents and suggest new ways of cbserving the phase
separation and, especially, FFLO features. The system
seem s to be suited for detailed studies of exotic form s
of ferm ion pairing. O ur results show that the trapping
potential a ects the system In an essential way; spatial
regionsw ith di erent pairing characteristics tend to form
and nite size e ects have to be carefully taken into ac—
count in understanding the system .
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