arXiv:cond-mat/0602568v2 [cond-mat.supr-con] 24 Feb 2006
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For decades, the conventionalview isthat an swaveBCS super uid can not support uniform spin

polarization due to a gap

In the quasiparticle excitation spectrum . W e show that this isan artifact

of the dism issal of quasiparticle interactions Vg, in the conventional approach at the outset. Such
Interactions can cause triplet uctuations in the ground state and hence non-zero spin polarization

at \m agnetic eld" h <

. The resulting ground state is a pairing state of quasiparticles on the

\BCS vacuum ". For su ciently Jarge Vg, the spin polarization ofat u‘njtaxjty has the sin ple form
m / '7?.0urstudy ism otivated by the recent experin ents at Rice@] which found evidence of a
hom ogenous super uid state with uniform spin polarization.

W hat happens to an swave BCS super uid when the
num ber of up and down spins becom e unequal? For 50
years since the invention of BCS theory of supercon-—
ductiviy, this uindam ental question rem ains unsettled.
Recent experin ents on degenerate Fem i gases of °Li
atM IT r_Ea‘]and at Rice Unﬁfersjtyﬁ:], how ever, have shed
Iights on this long standing problem .

A ccording tom ean eld theory, the BC S ground state
is highly resistant to chem icalpotential di erence
2h between the two spin populations. The system can
not develop soin asymm etry (ie. wih zero susceptbil-
ity) unless h is of the er the energy gap It is
fund that or h > = 2, the BCS state is unstable
against the spin polarized nom al statet_‘a’]. E xactly how
the BC S state evolves ash increases, orm ore relevant to
current experin ents, as goin polarization increases, is a
sub ct of controversy. T here have been m any propos—
als. Them ost fam ous one is the socalled FFLO (F lude,
Farrel], Larkin and O vchinikov) state[j]; which is a pair-
Ing state w th an oscillatory gap along a soeci ¢ spatial
direction. Recent studies of strongly interacting atom ic
Ferm igases[fi], however, show that the FFLO state can
exist only in an insigni cant range of spin polarization,
and that any am ount of polarization w ill cause the gas
to phase separate into regions of unpolarized BC S state
and spin polarized nom al state. In the follow ing, to
m ake contact between atom ic Ferm igases and electrons
In m etals, we shall refer to the di erence in soin densities
(. n,) ofa Femn igas sin ply as \m agentization" m,
and h sin ply as \m agnetic eld".

In both Ref.'Q:,rQ], the density pro lsofdi erent spin
populations of °Li Fem i gas In the strongly interact—
Ing regin e have been m easured. The M IT data are or
P>01® = (hr ng)=mr+ng)= m=n) taken afterthe
gas is released from the trap. T he deduction of original
soin density requires the understanding of the expansion
dynam ics ofa strongly interacting Fem igas { an intrigu—
Ing problem yet to be worked out. T he m easurem ents of
the R ice group were perform ed in situ, including polar-
zation 0 < P < 0:1 (wih accuracy 0.03). A Ythough
there are no explicit determ ination of tem perature, the
experin entalconditions are sim ilarto those in earlier ex—

perin ents in the super uid phase. It isthen reasonableto
think that the system isa super uid. W hil both groups
have observed sim ilar spin density pro les at lJarger po—
larization, the R ice group also has found evidence ofuni-
form spin density when spin polarization P < 0:d. This
is a highly surprising because such a state is forbidden
wihin mean eld BCS treatment. @A though a recent
M onte C arlo calculation suggests som e features of such a
state, the evidence is very Indirect that it ishard tom ake
a strong caseE]). W hile m ore experin ents are needed
to further con m this nding, it raises the findam en-
talquestion ofwhether there is any m echanism at allto
allow Fem lon super uidsto accom m odate uniform m ag—
netization.

In this paper, we show that quasiparticle interactions
(due to interactions keft over when reducing the actual
Ham ittonian to the BCS form ) is a natural m echanisn
to generate triplet spin uctuations. These uctuations
w ill lead to a non—zero response to \m agnetic eld" h, and
hence a hom ogenous super uid with uniform spin polar-
ization. To realize this true ground statem athem atically,
how ever, requires taking the kind of conceptual steps for-
ward as In BCS theory. It is well known that due to
num ber conservation, BC S state cannot be obtained by
perfom Ing perturbation theory on the nom al state. It
can only be realized by constructing a coherent state in
num ber space to allow pair uctuations. Likew ise, due to
the spin conservation, the true ground state In non-zero
m agnetic eld can not be realized by perform ing pertur-
bation of quasiparticle interactions on the BC S state. It
can only be obtained by considering aoherent states in
spin space allowing spin  uctuations.

A .Thenaturalem ergence oftriplet excitations:
Let us rst ask a sinpl question: W hat would be the
ground state of the BCS Ham ittonian if we Insist that
the system has a very small spin, (say S = 1), and
with zero totalm om entum . The answer is to create a
triplet pair wih zero momentum on the BCS ground
state, ¢ .¢’ .« B CSi, where

Y

BCSi= PrPi; Pr=u + v g @)


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0602568v2

P, creates a coherent state ofpairs in the num ber space,
u, and v, are the coherence factors. Since BCSi is
annihilated by the quasiparticle operators x = u, G« +

v yrand = vg.+ u.c .y, wehave

c{,.cyk,.joik Piy =

In other words, creating triplet excitations from the real
vacuum isequivalent to creating quasiparticle pairs from
the \BCS vacuum ". Since attractive interactions cause
ferm ion pairing, attractive Interactions between quasi-
particles w ill cause pairing between them .

B 1l. Interaction between Q uasiparticles: The
Ham jtonian of atomic gases s H = T + V, where
T=  Ux hg.ga+ (x+higcg,l = | ’
« = h’k?=(@2M ), and V is pseudo-potential for two—
particle scatter:ingﬁ_d]. V oonserves both number and
soin. In the BCS approach, one considers a ground
state BCS1i (eq.(:I:)) that allows uctuation of singlet
pajrl\_g.. This leads to the reduced Ham iltonian Hy .4 =
T+ ,[cy.d 4+hci],where isdeterm ined selfcon—
sistentlyas =g (@, fh ,® r=2) , R + r=2)i] {],
g= 4 h2a5=M , and ag is the swave scattering length.
E xplicitly, we have

VYL PP Pi): @)
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whereE, = (x )24+ 2.W e then have
X h i
Hpcs = Ex h) | y+ Ext+h) [, +Egcg;

)
whereE, .4 = « (x  Ex) is the energy of the BCS
state (eq.()) B1. The fact that eq.@d) and E, . 4 are in—
dependent of h m eans the B C Si state is rigid against
spin polarization, sihcem = Q@Eq 5= )=CGh = 0 for
h< ,where isthe volum e ofthe system .

To illustrate the essential physics of quasiparticle in-
teraction, we consider the follow ing m odel interaction
Vg (its origin w ill be discussed in section C ):

V. = ix I (p. 0y v . = y v .

P iP) p poi  p° p® p° p® pO/
pip°

()

where W (o;p? is symmetric in p and p’. It therefre

has the decom position W (p;p%} = w )w ©9

where w’s are orthogonal, ‘! w )W o)/ 0.
Eq.(E) also mmplies that W (p;Pg; is odd in p, hence
w )= W ( p). We shallassuime W has at last
one posiive eigenvalue, ie. W has an attractive com —
ponent. Finally, we shallassum e that the eigenfunctions
w decrea$ su ciently fast at large wavevector so that
I 1 o I ©)F=E, converges{d].

B2. A new ground state: Our Ham iltonian is now
H = Hpcs + Vg, . Note thathp conserves polarization

M N, N,. Since H (Por quasiparticlkes) has the
sam e form as the pairing H am iltonian for fem ions, an
attractive W w ill augm ent the \vaccum " (ie. BCSi)
w ith quasiparticlespair uctuations, which, asdiscussed
in Section A , are triplet uctuations. A non-zero h will
then producem ore "" than ## pairs and hence a non—zero
polarization M .

There are, however, m a pr di erences between pair-
Ing of farm Jons and pairing of quasiparticles. Since the
spectra of ferm fons () are gapless and those of quasi-
particle (E,) are gapped, pairing has much m ore dra-
m atic e ect on the form er. Furthem ore, n the absence
of pairing, the ground state of ferm ions consists large
num ber of particles (nom alFem i sea) whereas that of
H (le. BCS \vacuum " B C S1i) consists of no quasipar-
ticles. Thus, the reorganization of nom al Fem i sea
caused by ferm ion pairing is m uch m ore dram atic than
that of the B C Si caused by quasiparticle pairing. N ev—
ertheless, such reorganization is su cient to cause the
system a non-zero response to h, a property that does
not exist n the BC S state.

The analogy w ith BC S state also show s that the true
ground state Wih M ath < ) can notbe obtained by
perform ing perturbation of the spin conserving Vg, on
B C Si, which preserves the zero polarization ofthe BC S
state despiteh 6 0. W hat isneeded is to go to the grand
canonical ensem bk In spin space, allow ing uctuations
In soin polarization, and replacing H by themean eld
Ham iltonian

1X h i

H=Hgcs + kO % x J ¥ )+ hc : (6)

2 0 )
p= — W (@E;p)h poi: 7)
pO
Spin symmetry is now broken. It is then possble
for the system to produce m agnetization to gain en—

ergy from h. Eq.('_é) can be diagonalized as H =
o Ep 'AYA_+E'BYB, +Eg,with ground state
Y J— p—
Hi= Tp+% Yy, T+ Y, Y BCsy
p
@®)

xghere T, jV, j0x ;v are coherence factorslfi(]; Eg =
b b |Ep( )+Ep(+)]:2 is the energy of 51 and

E+ESE <0 9

_ = S v _ =
TheoperatorsAp—up o T Y p,Bp—up A

are the new quasiparticles w ith energies

() _ . . —
E )= E,+ hP+ 3 ¥ =



Eq.(:gf) and {_iQ') show that spin uctuations , increase
the energy of the excitations but decrease the energy of
the grounﬁl state. They also lead a \m agnetization"

. :2
mo= 1 Ighoe g i G T,
Z 4 x !
&’k €, + h)
m = 3 P : (11)
@)y _ 2 E.+ h@+3,7
B3. Triplet mean eld and m agnetization m :

Evaluating h poi in eq.(:j), we have

po
(Ep0+ h)2+ jpof

1 X
_ 0 =
p= — W ;p) P
p% =

12)
If _ isthe largestpositive eigenvalue of W ,eq.{_l-g:‘) then
hasasolution , =w _, ©)Q _,wih

x Z
Q.= .
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Tt is useful to com pare eq@-Zi) w ith eq.{_f’.). Since
is gapless, the integral In eq.@) is logarithm ically di-
vergent as !' 0. As a resuk, eqdj can always
be satis ed (for all g) by an appropriate choice of
Eq.@-:’:) is di erent. Due to the gap in E ,, the integral
in eq.{I3 g h = 0 isbounded by the convergent integral
1= ! o , ©)F=E_ . W e then have the fllow ing
possbilities :
(i) For >

. 1=Io,eq.d§‘)inp]jesQ .= C+
Dh?+ :ash ! 0,where C and D are constants. In
other words, for su ciently strong interactions, triplet
uctuations (C ) can exist in the the ground state ofequal
spin population. Eq.{_ﬁ[j) then mpliesm =M= = h+
O h?), where isthe susoceptibility

b5

1 X
B+ IRF1

(i)= 14)

k

and 2= w , k)Q° isthe solition ofeq.{i3) ath = 0.
(i) For _ < ,Q , vanishesat h = 0. However,
since the integral in eq.{3) is logarithm icaly divergent
ash ! andQ _ ! 0,anonzeroQ , can alwaysbe
found by increasing h before it reaches . The critical
h (denoted ash.) when Q , becom es non-zero is given
by '= ' . ¥,&F=E, + h).Ash! h,
from above,wehaveQ ~/ b h)'?,m h)/ G h,).
(iii) At cswehaveQ = handm h’.

At uniarity, where the only energy scale at T = 0
is (or Fem i energy Er ), the system acgquires a uni-
versal them odynam Jcs{_l-]_;] w ith m agnetization given by

m()=n()G h= ), wheren( )/ 32 isthe number
density, and G (= ) is a dim ensionless universal func—
tion. There is no need to consider the -dependence

ofm , since at unitarity we have , Where isa

universalconstant, ( = 1:16 In BC S theory, and 122 ac—
cording to Q uantum M onte Carlo ca]cu]au'onst_l-a']) . For
large quasjparticle interactions, > , m is linear h.
ThismpliessG =)/ h= ,orm () / '2h. In the
presence of a trap V (r) (which vanishes at, say, r = 0),
localdensity approxin ation ( ! V (r)) Inplies

m@E=mn0L VE=) 7 @1s)
In the region where V (r) > 0, a property that can
be tested experim entally. For weak quasiparticle inter—
actions so that G (h= ) isnot linear in h for sam allh, the
full scaling orm m ( ) = n( )G h= ) has to be used to
determ ine the spin density pro le.

C .A speci cm odelofquasiparticle interaction
at unitarity: In principl, the quasiparticle interac-
tion is determ ined by the vertex function (o1;p2;P37P4) -
As In studying fem ion pairing, one needs to rst
dentify the relevant interactions. Since spin uctua-
tions are equivalent to quasiparticle pairing (see Sec.
A), we ook for temm s In the interactions that gen-
erate triplet pairs wih zero total momentum in the
particlke-hole channeli_l-j], which are of the form qu =

b ppo ¥ (p;po)cgo..c;#cpo#cp.., where F (p;p?) an in-
teraction fiinction symm etric in p and p°. E xpressing the
c’sintemsof , and g,we nd@= Vg t Ugp where
V, is precissly eq.8) with W ©;p% = F o;p?) Iy
with = u,v,.TheUg are tem s that do not produce
triplet uctuations and w illbe ignored [L4].

Still, there is the problem of nding the expression of
F (o;p%. Once again, sin pli cations can be obtaih at
unjtaﬁity, since the only momentum scak at T = 0 is

k,= 2M =h®. Ifwe further assum e that the existence
of an e ective eld theory for the fermn ions where the
Interaction coe cients can be expanded In powers ofp,

then In the lowest order in m om entum , we have

anwp P
W)= F ©ip) o o= —— 5 p pot 16)
(o}

where is dim ensionless. Eq.{iz_i) then has a solution
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FIG.1l: Thetrpplt uctuationA (in eq.il]7)) as a function of
h= .For > = . and < ,wehaveA / constant,
A/ handA / h h. respectively.
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FIG .2: Thepolarization m =n asa function ofh= according
toeq.@l).For > ., = .and < ., wehavem / h,
m/ h’andm / @0 he) respectively.

k = P A=k, with
4 w1 X (2k)k A)
= — P — = an
M k2 ki = 2 CE‘.k h)+jkk A=

A s discussed in SecB 2, the solution ofe%.c_Ij) depends

1 _ 4 n? (Zk)k A)

cr Where = = o = X E, .

Taking the BCS result = 1:16 at uniariy, we have

o= 214.Weako nd that thegolution ofeq.({#) with
Iowest energy isA = A R ip)= 2.

T he behavior of triplet uctuation A and polarization
m=n as a function of h= for di erent are shown In
Figd and d, which illustrate the behaviors discussed in
(1) to (iil) m entioned in SecB 3. Note thatA / Q o)
Fjga'_ﬂ show s the di erence between m om entum distri-
butions of di erent spin gom ponents, averaged over all
angks, nk) = @ )! dkh.k) n,k)] ordier
ent quasiparticle interaction and di erent polarization
m =n-= Tt ishteresting-to-note that-the-di-erence-expands

on whether >

over-a W ™e-range “ofm omenta arourrt k5 - M orsover,” -

the di erence is not very sensitive to whether > . or
< <. Form=n = 0, the di erence at k, can be as
large are 0.14. M easurem ent of m om entum distrbution
can therefore be used to detect the existence of this new
state eq.él_é). In addition to the pro ke for m agnetiza—
tion (eq.{_l§')) and n (k),thenew state eq:@) can also be
detected by noise m easurem ents. Since eq.('_é) contains
"" and ## pairs, detection of correlations between lke
soin ferm jons w ith opposite m om enta at an all polariza—
tion willm ake a strong case for the new state eq.@'_d) .
Concluding rem arks: W e have shown that quasi-
particle interactions can introduce triplt uctuations in
the BC S state. The resulting state eq.{:g) w ill have non—
zero \gpin susceptibility" even at very low \m agnetic
elds" h. A lthough our calculations are based on a spe—
cicmodel on the quasiparticle interaction, m any con—
sequences of these Interactions can be deduced on gen-
eralgrounds. To com pare energies w ith phase separation
state requires a better understanding of the vertex finc—
tion (p1;p25P37P4) at unitarity, which is an intriguing
and challenging problm in itselfand w illbe studied else—
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FIG.3: Thedi erence of angular averaged m om entum dis—
tribbution between di erent spin populations, n (k).

w here. In any case, the new stateeq.zg) hasm any unique
features in the density pro e (eq.C_L-g)), in the m om en—
tum distrdbution ( gure 3), and noise correlation betw een
like spins. A 1l these properties can be m easured experi-
m entally.
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