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Pro�les ofnear-resonant population-im balanced trapped Ferm igases
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W e investigate the density pro�les ofa partially polarized trapped Ferm igas in the BCS-BEC

crossover region using m ean �eld theory within the local density approxim ation. W ithin this

approxim ation the gas is phase separated into concentric shells. W e describe how the structure

of these shells depends upon the polarization and the interaction strength. A com parison with

experim entsyieldsinsightinto the possibility ofa polarized superuid phase.

IN T R O D U C T IO N

Advancesin the trapping and m anipulating ofdegen-

erate Ferm iatom s are attracting intense interest from

physicists in the �elds of condensed m atter physics,

atom ic m olecular and opticalphysics, nuclear physics,

astrophysics,and particle physics. Current and future

experim ents aim to use this highly controlled environ-

m entto explore m any-body phenom ena with im pacton

widely varying areas ofphysics. W e discuss the theory

ofone such setofphenom ena;the propertiesoftrapped

partially polarized ferm ionic atom s,where the two spin

stateshavedi�erentFerm isurfaces.

The study ofFerm isystem s with m ism atched Ferm i

surfaces began with attem pts by Fulde and Ferrelland

Larkin and O vchinnikov (FFLO )[1]to understand m ag-

netized superconductors. M ore recent work has com e

from researchersin the nuclearphysicscom m unity who

are studying superconductivity in nuclear m atter and

quark m atter, with a possible application to neutron

starsor heavy ion collisions[2]. Such calculations have

taken on new relevance with the possibility ofcold gas

experim ents where alkaliatom s are trapped in a num -

ber of distinguishable hyper�ne states, with negligible

spin relaxation.Thusonecan producea two-com ponent

Ferm igas with arbitrary population im balance. Using

m agnetic-�eld driven Feshbach resonances[3],the inter-

actionsbetween these atom scan be m ade large enough

to drivethe system superuid.

Very recently,therehavebeen two experim entalstud-

ies oftrapped 6LiFerm iatom s with m ism atched Ferm i

surfaces[4,5].By analyzingtim e-of-ightim ages,Zwier-

lein etal.[4]found evidenceforphaseseparationbetween

regionsofequalandunequalpopulationdensity.Further-

m ore,by studying vortices,they were able to m onitor

theevolution ofsuperuidity asa function ofpopulation

im balance: �nding not only that polarization inhibits

superuidity,but that the superuid region appears to

coincide with the region ofequaldensity. The equally

exciting work ofPartridgeetal.[5]directly showsphase

separation through high resolution in-situ im agesofthe

atom icclouds.

In thispaper,westudy thedensity pro�lein theentire
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FIG . 1: M ean-�eld phase diagram of hom ogeneous two-

com ponent Ferm i gas in the (a), (b) BEC and (c) BCS

regim es. Phases only depend on the dim ensionless ratio of

thechem icalpotentials� = (�" + �#)=2 and h = (�" � �#)=2,

and theenergy scaleoftheinteractions,� = �h2=2m a
2.Panels

(a)and (b)di�eronly by the scale used.

BCS-BEC crossoverregion within m ean �eld theory.W e

use a localdensity approxim ation (LDA) and com pare

ourresultswith experim ents.O urstudy showsthatthe

population im balanced trapped Ferm igas is generically

phase separated into concentric shells. W ithin our ap-

proxim ations,eachregionofspacecanbein oneofseveral

phases: unpolarized superuid (S),polarized superuid

(PS),norm alm ixture(M ),orfully polarized norm al(P).

The unpolarized superuid coincides with the standard

equal-population superuid predicted by the BCS-BEC

crossovertheory [6,7,8,9,10].Thepolarized superuid,

which in m ean-�eld theory is only found on the BEC

side ofresonance,consists ofan interpenetrating gasof

bosonic m olecules and a fully polarized gas offerm ions

[11,12].Thenorm alm ixtureand fully polarized norm al

phases both lack superuidity and are distinguished by

thepresenceorabsenceofthem inorityspeciesofferm ion.

Dueto theextrem ely sm allportion ofthephasediagram

where it is expected to appear,we do not consider the

possibility ofan inhom ogeneous FFLO phase. As seen

in a num ber ofrecentpapers [11,13,14],such a phase

would appear on the BCS side ofresonance as a sub-

tle structurein the dom ain wallseparating the S and M

regions.

W e �nd three di�erent param eter regim es, distin-

guished by the structureoftheseshells:(1)BCS regim e

where (kfa)
� 1 <

� 0, (2) crossover-BEC regim e where

0 <
� (kfa)

� 1 <
� 1, and (3) deep-BEC regim e where

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0601314v3


2

(kfa)
� 1 >

� 1.The Ferm iwavevectoriskf and the scat-

tering length isa.Depending upon density and polariza-

tion,regim e (1)containstwo scenarios{ from centerto

edgeone�ndsS-M -P orM -P.In regim e(2)one�ndsS-P

atsm allpolarizationsand S-M -P or M -P forlarger. In

regim e (3)one �ndsS-PS-P forsm allpolarizationsand

PS-P for larger polarizations [15]. In an appropriately

de�ned therm odynam ic lim it there is a quantum phase

transition between each ofthesepossibilitiesasonevaries

the param etersofthe system . This behaviorshould be

contrasted with the sm ooth crossover physics found in

the absenceofa population im balance.

O ur results are consistent with the experim ents re-

ported in Ref. [4],however,due to the expansion pro-

cedure used in those experim ents no quantitative com -

parison can be m ade. W e �nd partialagreem ent with

the experim ents reported in Ref. [5]. In particular,for

su�ciently largepolarizationswereproducethevaluesof

theaxialradiusofthesuperuid coreand theouteredge

ofthe gascloud found in the experim ents[5].O urtotal

density pro�lesalso closely agree with the experim ents.

However,we �nd that the spatialstructure ofthe dif-

ference between up and down spins di�ers signi�cantly

from thosefound in theexperim ent[5].In particular,we

show thatdespite the large ratio ofthe trap size to the

coherencelength,theexperim entaldata areinconsistent

with any LDA thatassum esa harm onictrap,regardless

ofthe equation ofstate used.

The m ostsigni�cantopen theoreticalquestion atthe

m om ent is the possibility of a polarized superuid re-

gion atunitarity (UPS).Asseen from the � ! 0 behav-

iorofFig.1(b),the m ean-�eld calculation predictsthat

such a region does not exist. M onte Carlo calculations

suggestthat such a region m ay exist,but are currently

notconclusive [16]. Based upon a com parison with our

m ean-�eld calculations we argue that the experim ental

m easureofphaseseparation (from analyzing thedensity

pro�les) is slightly am biguous and one m ay be able to

explain the experim entswithoutrecourse to a UPS.O n

theotherhand,thepooragreem entin theradiiatsm all

polarizationsm ay supportthe notion ofa UPS.

Concurrent with the preparation of this m anuscript

severalauthors [13,17]presented com plem entary theo-

reticalstudies ofthe e�ect oftrap potentials on a par-

tiallypolarizedgas.W ith theexceptionofRef.[11],which

discusses som e qualitative feature of the trapped gas,

priortheoreticalwork on superuidity with m ism atched

Ferm isurfaceshasbeen restricted toeitherhom ogeneous

system s [11,12,18,19,20]or trapped system s in the

weakly coupling lim it[14].

T H EO R Y

W e restrict ourselves to the wide resonance of 6Li

whereboth ofthe availableexperim ents[4,5]havebeen
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FIG . 2: O n-axis m ean-�eld density pro�les n(z;� = 0)

of zero tem perature harm onically trapped partially polar-

ized Ferm igas,illustrating allofthe cases described in the

text. Solid lines show totaldensity n" + n#,while dashed

lines show density di�erences n" � n#. Left (right) �g-

ures represent the strong coupling BCS (BEC) regim e with

kfa = � 2, (0.5). The Thom as-Ferm i radius is de�ned as

R T F =
p
(2�f)=(m !2

z),where �f = �h
2
k
2

f
=2m = �h!(6N )

1=3

with average trap frequency ! = (!
2

? !z)
1=3

.Insetshowscol-

um n density n
(c)

=
R
d�n(z;�) m easured in units of [10

9

cm � 2]. All graphs use N " + N # = 2 � 105 atom s in an

axial sym m etric trap with !z = 2� � 7:2H z, and !? =

2� � 350H z.BCS �gures(top to bottom )have polarizations

P = (N " � N #)=(N " + N #)= 0:30;0:74;0:80 and BEC �gures

have P = 0:33;0:90.

carried out, and therefore we do not need to explic-

itly consider the closed channel of the Feshbach res-

onance. The ferm ions of di�erent hyper�ne states "

and # interact through a short-range e�ective poten-

tial� u�(~r0� ~r). The system ofN = N" + N # atom s

is then described by the Ham iltonian [7, 8, 9] H =

H 1 + H 2, with H 1 =
P

�

R
d3~r y

�(~r)[�
�h
2
r

2

2m
� �0� +

V (~r)] �(~r)containing kineticand trapping energiesand

H 2 = � u
R
d3~r 

y

"
(~r) 

y

#
(~r) #(~r) "(~r)containing interac-

tions.The�eld operators �(~r)obey theusualferm ionic

anticom m utation rules,and describe the annihilation of

a ferm ion at position ~r in the hyper�ne state �. Pa-

ram etersm ,�0� and V (~r)= 1

2
m (!2? �

2 + !2zz
2)are the

m ass,chem icalpotential,and trapping potentialofthe

atom ic species�. W e introduce a localchem icalpoten-

tial��(~r)= �0� � V (~r)and treatthe system aslocally

hom ogeneous. W ithout loss ofgenerality,we take " to

bethem ajority speciesofatom sand describethesystem

in term softhe spatially independentchem icalpotential

di�erence h = (�" � �#)=2 � 0,and the spatially de-

pendentaveragechem icalpotential�(~r)= (�" + �#)=2.

Using the usualBCS m ean-�eld decoupling,the BCS-

Bogoliubov excitation spectrum ofeach species is given

byE k�(~r)= ��h+
p
(�k � �)2 + � 2.Here�k = �h

2
k2=2m

is the kinetic energy,�(~r)= uh #(~r) "(~r)i is the local
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superuid orderparam eter,and �" = � 1 and �# = + 1.

Atzerotem perature,thegap �(~r)and thethenum ber

densities n(~r) = n"(~r)+ n#(~r),nd(~r) = n"(~r)� n#(~r)

satisfy

� m

2��h
2
a

=

Z 1

0

d3~k

(2�)3

�
1

E k

�
1

�k

�

�

Z k+

k�

d3~k

(2�)3

1

E k

(1)

n(~r) =

Z 1

0

d3~k

(2�)3
(1�

�k � �

E k

)+

Z k+

k�

(
�k � �

E k

)(2)

nd(~r) =
1

(2�)3

4�

3
(k

3

+ � k
3

� ): (3)

W e de�ne E k(~r) = (E k" + E k#)=2, and k� (~r) =

(�
p
h2 � � 2 + �)1=2. The ultraviolet divergence asso-

ciated with thedelta-function interaction hasbeen elim i-

nated [7,8,10,22]by introducingthee�ectivescattering

length through � m =(4��h
2
a)= u� 1�

R1
0

d3~k(2�)� 3=2�k:

Notice that nd(~r) is nonzero as long as h > � and

� > �
p
h2 � � 2.

Ateach pointin spaceone �nds� by solving Eq.(1)

at �xed � and h. As a nonlinear equation, there are

m ultiple solutions{ som eofwhich correspond to energy

m inim a,som e to saddle points.Forexam ple,the Sarm a

state[19,20,21]appearsasa saddlepoint.W e takethe

lowestenergy solution,producing the phase diagram il-

lustrated in Fig.1.W ithin thecloud h isuniform ,while

� varies m onotonically from the center to edge ofthe

cloud.Thecon�gurationsoflocalphases,asdescribed in

the Introduction,arefound by following verticallinesin

the �gure.O nedeterm ines�0 and h by im posing a con-

strainton the totalnum ber ofparticles N =
R
d3~rn(~r)

and the polarization P = (N " � N #)=N .Typicaldensity

pro�les are shown in Fig.2. Evolution ofthe radiiof

phaseboundariesareshown in Fig.3.

EX P ER IM EN T S

There are profound di�erences in the full three-

dim ensionaldensity pro�le ofthe experim entalcloud of

Ref. [5]and ourpredictions. These di�erencesare best

seen by looking at the axialdensity pro�le n
(a)

d
(z) =

2�
R
d��nd(z;�),found by integratingthedensitiesover

both transverse directions. As shown in Fig.4,we �nd

a m onotonic axialpro�le,while at polarizations above

P � 0:1,Partridgeetal.experim entally seea non m ono-

tonic density di�erence, with a dip in the center and

horns on the edges. Despite these horns,our calcula-

tion ofthe totalaxialdensity n(a)(z)= 2�
R
d��n(z;�)

agrees extrem ely wellwith the experim entaldata (Fig.

5).

Assum ing LDA in a harm onic trap, the density is

only a function of �(r) = �0 � m !2? �
2=2 � m !2zz

2=2.

[As before, �0 = (�0" + �0#)=2.] O ne can therefore

write n
(a)

d
(z) = 2�

m ! 2

?

f(�0 � m !2zz
2=2);where f(��) =

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
P

0

0.5

1.0

R
�
R
T
F

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2
0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

R
Σ
�
R
T
F
Σ

0 0.5
P

1

2

1
0
-
5
N

P

FIG .3: TO P:Radiiofthe m inority and m ajority com po-

nentsusing experim entalparam etersfrom Ref.[5].D otsand

crosses are the experim entaldata for the m ajority and m i-

nority com ponents respectively. Lines show our theoretical

predictionswith kfa = 20:6. The insetshowsthe totalnum -

ber of atom s used for calculation at each P.The two spin

stateradii(R ";R #)areseparately scaled by R T F " and R T F #,

where R T F � isthe Thom as-Ferm iradiusofa noninteracting

one-com ponent cloud with N � atom s. BO TTO M :Radiiof

phase boundaries in the BCS regim e with kfa = � 2. Solid,
short-dashed,and long-dashed linesaretheboundariesofpo-

larized norm al,norm alm ixture,and unpolarized superuid,

respectively.Inputparam etersarethesam easthoseof�gure

2,asisthe de�nition ofR T F .
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FIG .4: D oubly integrated axialdensity di�erence n
(a)

d
(z)=

2�
R
d��[n"(z;�)� n#(z;�)] of zero tem perature harm on-

ically trapped partially polarized Ferm i gas in units of

[10
6
cm

� 1
]. Figures (a),(b),(c),and (d)represent polariza-

tion P = 0:01,0.09,0.14,and 0.53 respectively. Allgraphs

use the experim entalparam eters from Ref. [5]and the gray

pointsare the experim entaldata.

R ��

� 1
d�nd(�):Since nd > 0 one has f(��) is m onotonic

and n
(a)

d
(z) m ust decrease m onotonically as z increases

from 0.In otherwordsthehornsseen in theexperim ental

density di�erencesarenotconsistentwith theLDA.This

resultisbased solely on the localdensity approxim ation

and harm onic trapping { itdoes notrequire m ean-�eld

theory.W ecaution thatthistheorem only appliesto the

doubly integrated axialdensity,and not to the colum n

density.

Even ifm ean-�eld theory breaks down,these exper-
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FIG . 5: Com parison of the axial density n
(a)
(z) =

2�
R
d��[n"(z;�)+ n#(z;�)]in units of[106cm � 1]with ex-

perim entaldata ofRef.[5].The labelsare the sam e asthose

ofFig.4.

im ents should be welldescribed by a localdensity ap-

proxim ation. The only relevant m icroscopic scale near

unitary isthe Ferm item perature Tf � 400nK ,which is

over 20 tim es larger than the quantization scale ofthe

harm onic trap �h!? =kB � 17nK ,which isa characteris-

tic scalefordensity variations.W e arecurrently investi-

gating the possibility thatsurfacetension in the dom ain

wallbetween the polarized and superuid regions m ay

be distorting the shape ofthe boundary,leading to the

observed density pro�les.

Further experim entaland theoreticalwork is needed

to settle thisissue. Itisparticularly im portantbecause

Partridge etal. interpret the appearance ofhorns as a

transition between a unitary polarized superuid and a

phaseseparation between superuid and norm alregions.

Since the LDA predictsthatthe hornsdo notexistin a

phase-separated cloud,we caution strongly againsttak-

ingtheirdisappearanceasevidenceforapolarized super-

uid.
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