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Fordecades,theconventionalview isthatan s-waveBCS super uid can notsupportuniform spin

polarization duetoagap � in thequasiparticleexcitation spectrum .W eshow thatthisisan artifact

ofthe dism issalofquasiparticle interactions Vqp in the conventionalapproach atthe outset. Such

interactionscan cause triplet uctuationsin the ground state and hence non-zero spin polarization

at \m agnetic � eld" h < � . The resulting ground state is a pairing state ofquasiparticles on the

\BCS vacuum ".Forsu� ciently large Vqp,the spin polarization ofatunitarity hasthe sim ple form

m / �
1=2

. O urstudy ism otivated by the recentexperim entsatRice[1]which found evidence ofa

hom ogenoussuper uid state with uniform spin polarization.

W hathappens to an s-wave BCS superuid when the

num ber ofup and down spins becom e unequal? For 50

years since the invention of BCS theory of supercon-

ductivity,this fundam entalquestion rem ains unsettled.

Recent experim ents on degenerate Ferm i gases of 6Li

atM IT[2]and atRice University[1],however,have shed

lightson thislong standing problem .

According to m ean �eld theory,theBCS ground state

ishighly resistantto chem icalpotentialdi�erence �� �

2h between the two spin populations. The system can

notdevelop spin asym m etry (i.e. with zero susceptibil-

ity) unless h is of the order the energy gap �. It is

found that for h > �=
p
2, the BCS state is unstable

againstthe spin polarized norm alstate[3]. Exactly how

theBCS stateevolvesash increases,orm orerelevantto

currentexperim ents,as spin polarization increases,is a

subject ofcontroversy. There have been m any propos-

als.Them ostfam ousoneisthe so-called FFLO (Flude,

Farrel,Larkin and O vchinikov)state[3];which isa pair-

ing state with an oscillatory gap along a speci�c spatial

direction. Recentstudies ofstrongly interacting atom ic

Ferm igases[4],however,show thatthe FFLO state can

existonly in an insigni�cantrange ofspin polarization,

and that any am ount ofpolarization willcause the gas

to phase separate into regionsofunpolarized BCS state

and spin polarized norm alstate. In the following, to

m ake contactbetween atom ic Ferm igasesand electrons

in m etals,weshallreferto thedi�erencein spin densities

(n" � n#) ofa Ferm igassim ply as \m agentization" m ,

and h sim ply as\m agnetic�eld".

In both Ref.[1,2],the density pro�lesofdi�erentspin

populations of 6Li Ferm igas in the strongly interact-

ing regim e have been m easured. The M IT data are for

P > 0:1(P = (n"� n#)=(n"+ n#)= m =n)taken afterthe

gasisreleased from the trap. The deduction oforiginal

spin density requirestheunderstanding oftheexpansion

dynam icsofastronglyinteractingFerm igas{an intrigu-

ing problem yetto beworked out.Them easurem entsof

the Rice group were perform ed in situ,including polar-

ization 0 < P < 0:1 (with accuracy 0.03). Although

there are no explicit determ ination oftem perature,the

experim entalconditionsaresim ilarto thosein earlierex-

perim entsin thesuperuid phase.Itisthen reasonableto

think thatthesystem isa superuid.W hileboth groups

have observed sim ilarspin density pro�lesatlargerpo-

larization,theRicegroup also hasfound evidenceofuni-

form spin density when spin polarization P < 0:1. This

is a highly surprising because such a state is forbidden

within m ean �eld BCS treatm ent. (Although a recent

M onteCarlo calculation suggestssom efeaturesofsuch a

state,theevidenceisvery indirectthatitishard tom ake

a strong case[5]). W hile m ore experim ents are needed

to further con�rm this �nding,it raises the fundam en-

talquestion ofwhetherthere isany m echanism atallto

allow Ferm ion superuidsto accom m odateuniform m ag-

netization.

In thispaper,weshow thatquasi-particleinteractions

(due to interactions left over when reducing the actual

Ham iltonian to the BCS form ) is a naturalm echanism

to generate tripletspin uctuations. These uctuations

willlead toanon-zeroresponseto\m agnetic�eld"h,and

hence a hom ogenous superuid with uniform spin polar-

ization.Torealizethistrueground statem athem atically,

however,requirestakingthekind ofconceptualstepsfor-

ward as in BCS theory. It is wellknown that due to

num berconservation,BCS state cannotbe obtained by

perform ing perturbation theory on the norm alstate. It

can only be realized by constructing a coherentstate in

num berspacetoallow paiructuations.Likewise,dueto

the spin conservation,the true ground state in non-zero

m agnetic�eld can notberealized by perform ing pertur-

bation ofquasi-particleinteractionson theBCS state.It

can only be obtained by considering coherent states in

spin space allowing spin uctuations.

A .T he naturalem ergence oftripletexcitations:

Let us �rst ask a sim ple question: W hat would be the

ground state ofthe BCS Ham iltonian ifwe insist that

the system has a very sm all spin, (say S = 1), and

with zero totalm om entum . The answer is to create a

triplet pair with zero m om entum on the BCS ground

state,c
y

k"
c
y

� k"
jB C Si,where

jB C Si=
Y

k

Pkj0i; Pk = uk + vkc
y

� k#
c
y

k"
: (1)
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P
k
createsa coherentstateofpairsin thenum berspace,

u
k
and v

k
are the coherence factors. Since jB C Si is

annihilated by thequasi-particleoperators�k = u
k
c
k"+

v
k
c
y

� k#
,and �� k = � v

k
c
y

k"
+ u

k
c� k#,wehave

c
y

k"
c
y

� k"
j0ikj0i� k = �

y

k
�
y

� k
(PkP� kj0i): (2)

In otherwords,creating tripletexcitationsfrom thereal

vacuum isequivalenttocreatingquasi-particlepairsfrom

the \BCS vacuum ". Since attractive interactions cause

ferm ion pairing, attractive interactions between quasi-

particleswillcausepairing between them .

B 1. Interaction betw een Q uasi-particles: The

Ham iltonian of atom ic gases is H = T + V , where

T =
P

k
[(�k � h)c

y

k"
c
k" + (�k + h)c

y

k#
c
k#],�k = �

k
� �,

�k = �h
2
k2=(2M ), and V is pseudo-potential for two-

particle scattering[6]. V conserves both num ber and

spin. In the BCS approach, one considers a ground

state jB C Si (eq.(1)) that allows uctuation of singlet

pairs. This leads to the reduced Ham iltonian H
B C S

=

T +
P

k
[�c

y

k"
c
y

� k#
+ h:c:],where�isdeterm ined selfcon-

sistently as� = g�(r)@r[rh #(R � r=2) "(R + r=2)i][7],

g = 4��h
2
as=M ,and as is the s-wave scattering length.

Explicitly,wehave

1= g

Z
d3k

(2�)3

�
1

2E k

�
1

2�k

�

; (3)

whereE k =
p
(�k � �)2 + � 2.W e then have

H B C S =
X

k

h

(E k � h)�
y

k
�k + (E k + h)�

y

k
�k

i

+ E B C S;

(4)

where E
B C S

=
P

k
(�k � E k) is the energy ofthe BCS

state (eq.(1))[8]. The factthateq.(3)and E B C S are in-

dependent ofh m eans the jB C Si state is rigid against

spin polarization,since m = � @(E
B C S

=
)=@h = 0 for

h < �,where 
 isthe volum eofthe system .

To illustrate the essentialphysicsofquasi-particle in-

teraction, we consider the following m odel interaction

Vqp,(itsorigin willbe discussed in section C ):

Vqp = �
1




X

p;p0

W (p;p0)�yp�p0; �p0 = �
y

p0�
y

� p0� �� p0�p0;

(5)

where W (p;p0) is sym m etric in p and p0. It therefore

has the decom position W (p;p0) =
P

�
��w�(p)w

�
�(p

0)

where w’s are orthogonal,
� 1
P

p
w�(p)w

�
�0
(p)/ ���0.

Eq.(5) also im plies that W (p;p0) is odd in p, hence

w�(p) = � w�(� p). W e shallassum e W has at least

one positive eigenvalue,i.e. � W hasan attractive com -

ponent.Finally,weshallassum ethattheeigenfunctions

w decrease su�ciently fast at large wavevector so that

I� � 
� 1
P

p
jw�(p)j

2=E p converges[9].

B 2. A new ground state:O urHam iltonian isnow

H = H B C S + Vqp. Note thatVqp conservespolarization

M � N " � N #. Since H (for quasi-particles) has the

sam e form as the pairing Ham iltonian for ferm ions,an

attractive W willaugm ent the \vaccum " (i.e. jB C Si)

with quasi-particlespaiructuations,which,asdiscussed

in Section A ,are tripletuctuations. A non-zero h will

then producem ore""than ##pairsand henceanon-zero

polarization M .

There are, however,m ajor di�erences between pair-

ing offerm ions and pairing ofquasiparticles. Since the

spectra offerm ions(�
k
) are gaplessand those ofquasi-

particle (E
k
) are gapped,pairing has m uch m ore dra-

m atic e�ecton the form er.Furtherm ore,in the absence

of pairing, the ground state of ferm ions consists large

num berofparticles(norm alFerm isea)whereasthatof

H (i.e. BCS \vacuum " jB C Si)consistsofno quasipar-

ticles. Thus, the re-organization of norm alFerm isea

caused by ferm ion pairing is m uch m ore dram atic than

thatofthe jB C Sicaused by quasiparticlepairing.Nev-

ertheless,such reorganization is su�cient to cause the

system a non-zero response to h,a property that does

notexistin the BCS state.

The analogy with BCS state also showsthatthe true

ground state(with M ath < �)can notbeobtained by

perform ing perturbation ofthe spin conserving Vqp on

jB C Si,which preservesthezero polarization oftheBCS

statedespiteh 6= 0.W hatisneeded isto go to thegrand

canonicalensem ble in spin space,allowing uctuations

in spin polarization,and replacing H by the m ean �eld

Ham iltonian

H = H B C S +
1

2

X

k

h

�k(�� k�k � �
y

k
�
y

� k
)+ h:c

i

: (6)

with m ean �eld

�p = �
2




X

p0

W (p;p0)h�p0i: (7)

Spin sym m etry is now broken. It is then possible

for the system to produce m agnetization to gain en-

ergy from h. Eq.(6) can be diagonalized as H =
P

p

�

E
(� )
p A y

pA p + E
(+ )

p B y
pB p

�

+ E G ,with ground state

jG i=
Y

p

�

up + vp�
y
� p�

y
p

� �

up + vp�
y
� p�

y
p

�

jB C Si;

(8)

where uk;vk;uk;vk are coherence factors[10]; E G =
P

p

�

�p � [E
(� )
p + E

(+ )
p ]=2

�

isthe energy ofjG iand

E G � E B C S =
X

p

�

E p � [E(� )p + E(+ )p ]=2

�

< 0: (9)

TheoperatorsA p = up�p + vp�
y
� p,B p = up�p + vp�

y
� p

arethe new quasi-particleswith energies

E(�)p =

q

(E p + �h)2 + j�pj
2; � = � : (10)
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Eq.(9)and (10)show that spin uctuations �
k
increase

the energy ofthe excitationsbutdecrease the energy of

the ground state. They also lead to a \m agnetization"

m = 
� 1
P

k
hc
y

k"
c
k" � c

y

� k#
c� k#i=

P

k
(v2k � v

2

k),

m =

Z
d3k

(2�)3

X

�= �

 

�(E
k
+ �h)

2
p
(E

k
+ �h)2 + j�

k
j2

!

: (11)

B 3. Triplet m ean �eld and m agnetization m :

Evaluating h�
p0iin eq.(7),wehave

�p =
1




X

p0;�= �

W (p;p0)

 

�p0

p
(E p0 + �h)2 + j�p0j2

!

:

(12)

If��o isthelargestpositiveeigenvalueofW ,eq.(12)then

hasa solution �p = w�o(p)Q �o,with

Q �o = ��o

X

�= �

Z
d3k

(2�)3

jw�o(k)j
2Q �op

(E k + �h)2 + jw�o(k)j
2jQ �oj

2
:

(13)

It is useful to com pare eq.(13) with eq.(3). Since �
k

is gapless, the integral in eq.(3) is logarithm ically di-

vergent as � ! 0. As a result, eq.(3) can always

be satis�ed (for allg) by an appropriate choice of �.

Eq.(13)is di�erent. Due to the gap in E p,the integral

in eq.(13)ath = 0 isbounded by theconvergentintegral

I�o = 
� 1
P

p
jw�o(p)j

2=E p.W ethen havethefollowing

possibilities:

(i) For ��o > �c � 1=I�o,eq.(13) im plies Q �o
= C +

D h2 + ::as h ! 0,where C and D are constants. In

other words,for su�ciently strong interactions,triplet

uctuations(C )can existin thetheground stateofequal

spin population.Eq.(11)then im pliesm = M =
= �h+

O (h2),where� isthe susceptibility

�(�;�)=
1




X

k

j�o
k
j2

(E 2
k
+ j�o

k
j2)3=2

; (14)

and �o
k
= w�o(k)Q

o
�o

isthe solution ofeq.(13)ath = 0.

(ii) For ��o < �c, Q �o vanishes at h = 0. However,

since the integralin eq.(13) is logarithm icaly divergent

as h ! � and Q �o ! 0,a nonzero Q �o can always be

found by increasing h before itreaches �. The critical

h (denoted as hc) when Q �o becom es non-zero is given

by �� 1�o = 
� 1
P

k;�= �
jw�o(k)j

2=(E
k
+ �hc).Ash ! hc

from above,wehaveQ �o
/ (h� hc)

1=2,m (h)/ (h� hc).

(iii)At� = �c,wehaveQ �o
� h and m � h3.

At unitarity,where the only energy scale at T = 0

is � (or Ferm ienergy EF ),the system acquires a uni-

versaltherm odynam ics[11]with m agnetization given by

m (�)= n(�)G (h=�),where n(�)/ �3=2 is the num ber

density,and G (h=�) is a dim ensionless universalfunc-

tion. There is no need to consider the �-dependence

ofm ,since at unitarity we have � = ��,where � is a

universalconstant,(� = 1:16in BCS theory,and 1.22ac-

cording to Q uantum M onte Carlo calculations[12]). For

large quasiparticle interactions,� > �c,m is linear h.

This im plies G (h=�) / h=�,or m (�) / �1=2h. In the

presence ofa trap V (r)(which vanishesat,say,r = 0),

localdensity approxim ation (� ! � � V (r))im plies

m (r)= m (0)(1� V (r)=�)1=2 (15)

in the region where � � V (r) > 0,a property that can

be tested experim entally. Forweak quasi-particle inter-

actionsso thatG (h=�)isnotlinearin h forsm allh,the

fullscaling form m (�)= n(�)G (h=�)hasto be used to

determ inethe spin density pro�le.

C .A speci�c m odelofquasi-particle interaction

at unitarity: In principle, the quasi-particle interac-

tion isdeterm ined bythevertexfunction �(p1;p2;p3;p4).

As in studying ferm ion pairing, one needs to �rst

identify the relevant interactions. Since spin uctua-

tions are equivalent to quasi-particle pairing (see Sec.

A ), we look for term s in the interactions that gen-

erate triplet pairs with zero total m om entum in the

particle-hole channel[13],which are ofthe form V qp =


� 1
P

p;p0 F (p;p
0)c

y

p0"
c
y

p#
c
p0#cp",where F (p;p

0)an in-

teraction function sym m etricin p and p0.Expressingthe

c’sin term sof�
k
and �k,we�nd Vqp = Vqp + Uqp where

Vqp is precisely eq.(5) with W (p;p0) = F (p;p0)�p�p0,

with �p = upvp.TheUqp areterm sthatdo notproduce

tripletuctuationsand willbe ignored[14].

Still,there isthe problem of�nding the expression of

F (p;p0). O nce again,sim pli�cations can be obtain at

unitarity,since the only m om entum scale at T = 0 is

ko =

q

2M �=�h
2
.Ifwefurtherassum ethattheexistence

of an e�ective �eld theory for the ferm ions where the

interaction coe�cientscan be expanded in powersofp,

then in the lowestorderin m om entum ,we have

W (p;p0)= F (p;p0)�p�p0 =
4��h

2
�p � p0

M k3o
�p�p0: (16)

where � is dim ensionless. Eq.(12) then has a solution

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

h
!!!!
Μ

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

A

λ = λc

λ = 1.07λc

λ = 0.98λc

FIG .1: Thetriplet uctuation A (in eq.(17))asafunction of

h=�.For�> � c,�= � c,and �< � c,we have A / constant,

A / h and A /
p
h � hc respectively.
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0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

h
!!!!
Μ

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.1

m
!!!!
n

λ = λc

λ = 1.07λc

λ = 0.98λc

FIG .2: Thepolarization m =n asa function ofh=�according

to eq.(11). For�> � c,�= � c,and �< � c,we have m / h,

m / h
3 and m / (h � hc)respectively.

�
k
= ��

k
p � A =ko,with

A =
4���h

2

M k3o

1




X

k;�= �

(�2
k
k)(k � A )

2
p
(E

k
� �h)2 + j�

k
k � A j2

(17)

Asdiscussed in Sec.B 2,the solution ofeq.(17)depends

on whether � > �c,where �
� 1
c = 4���h

2

M k3
o



P

k

(�
2

k
k)(k� A )

E
k

.

Taking the BCS result� = 1:16� atunitarity,we have

�c = 2:14.W e also �nd thatthesolution ofeq.(17)with

lowestenergy isA = A (̂x � îy)=
p
2.

Thebehavioroftripletuctuation A and polarization

m =n as a function ofh=� for di�erent � are shown in

Fig.1 and 2,which illustrate the behaviors discussed in

(i) to (iii) m entioned in Sec.B 3. (Note thatA / Q �o
.)

Fig.3 shows the di�erence between m om entum distri-

butions ofdi�erent spin com ponents,averaged over all

angles, �n(k) = (4�)� 1
R
dk̂[n"(k)� n#(k)] for di�er-

entquasiparticleinteraction � and di�erentpolarization

m =n.Itisinterestingto notethatthedi�erenceexpands

over a wide range of m om enta around ko. M oreover,

the di�erence isnotvery sensitive to whether� > �c or

� < �c. For m =n = 0:1,the di�erence at ko can be as

large are 0.14. M easurem entofm om entum distribution

can thereforebe used to detecttheexistenceofthisnew

state eq.(8). In addition to the pro�le for m agnetiza-

tion (eq.(15))and �n(k),thenew stateeq.(8)can alsobe

detected by noise m easurem ents. Since eq.(8) contains

"" and ## pairs,detection ofcorrelations between like

spin ferm ionswith opposite m om enta atsm allpolariza-

tion willm akea strong caseforthe new state eq.(8).

C oncluding rem arks: W e have shown that quasi-

particleinteractionscan introducetripletuctuationsin

the BCS state.The resulting state eq.(8)willhavenon-

zero \spin susceptibility" even at very low \m agnetic

�elds" h.Although ourcalculationsarebased on a spe-

ci�c m odelon the quasiparticle interaction,m any con-

sequences ofthese interactions can be deduced on gen-

eralgrounds.To com pareenergieswith phaseseparation

staterequiresa betterunderstanding ofthevertex func-

tion �(p1;p2;p3;p4) at unitarity,which is an intriguing

and challengingproblem in itselfand willbestudied else-

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
k!k0

0.025

0.05

0.075

0.1

0.125

0.15

!∆n"k##

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
k!k0

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.1

0.12

0.14

!∆n"k##

m/n = 0.03

m/n = 0.06

m/n = 0.1

λ = 1.07λc λ = 0.98λc

FIG .3: The di� erence ofangularaveraged m om entum dis-

tribution between di� erentspin populations,�n(k).

where.In anycase,thenew stateeq.(8)hasm anyunique

features in the density pro�le (eq.(15)),in the m om en-

tum distribution (�gure3),and noisecorrelationbetween

like spins. Allthese propertiescan be m easured experi-

m entally.
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