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Abstract
W e exam ine the basic m ode structure of atom ic C ooper pairs in an inhom ogeneous Ferm i gas.
Based on the properties of Bogolitbov quasiparticle vacuum , the single particle density m atrix
and the anom alous density m atrix share the sam e set of eigenfunctions. These eigenfunctions
correspond to natural pairing orbits associated w ith the BC S ground state. W e investigate these
orbits for a Fem igas In a spherical hamm onic trap, and construct the wave function of a C ooper
pair In the form of Schm idt decom position. T he issue of spatial quantum entanglem ent between

constituent atom s In a pair is addressed.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Quantum degenerate gas of two-com ponent Fem i atom s provides a wellcontrolled sys—
tam for studying C ooper pairing resoonsible for super uidiy phenom ena in the BCS regim e
o, 1. W ih the advances in ocooling and trapping techniques, recent experin ents have
dem onstrated various consequences of pairing 4, I, 1, [1]. O ne of the m apr tasks for theo-
retical nvestigation is the structure ofC ooper pairs in non-uniform nite system s. Since the
weakly Interacting ultra-cold atom sm ainly Involve two-body s-wave scattering processes, de—
tailed analysis can be perfom ed via the pssudo-potentialm ethod and B ogoliubov-deG ennes
BdG ) equations 1,1]. An In portant quantity that can be obtained selfconsistently by this
approach is the gap function. Sudh a quantity m easures the pairing eld at a given point
In space, but it lacks the Informm ation about correlation between atom s at di erent spatial
points. In order to gain a m ore com plete picture ofpairing, it isussfiilto exam ine properties
of twopoint correlation functions [1].

In thispaperwe exam ne the underlying m ode structures inherent in tw o-point correlation
functions: h Y (r;) @)iandh (r) ®@)i, wih 5 (J= ; ) beingthe eld operator
associated w ith the spin com ponent j. For sym m etric system s, we em ploy the fact that these
correlation functions are built up by the sam e set of orthogonal eigenfunctions [1]. Such
eigenfiinctions can be nterpreted asnaturalpairing orbitsthat form the BC S wave functions
In inhom ogeneous system s. W e note that the standard textbook description of BCS wave
function refers to in nite hom ogeneous systam s such that each pairing orbit corresoonds to
the elgenfunctions of oppositem om enta [1]. H owever, the presence ofa con ning potentialin
Inhom ogeneous system s could drastically alter the pairing oroits. A lthough the tin ereversal
symm etry helpsto x a certain set of quantum num bers In pairs, the exact form ofpairng
orbits are di cult to nd In general. One possbl solution is to treat the pairing oroits
as (unknown) variational functions. W ith the usualBC S ansatz and variation technique, a
set of nonlnearly coupled equations of pairing m odes have been derived [, 1]. H owever,
these nonlinear equations have no sin ple physical Interpretations, and num erical solutions
have only been dem onstrated in nuclear system s [, 1], A s the particke num bers in Fem 1
gases systam s are typically much larger than that in nuclei, num erical m ethod bassd on
variationalm ethod could becom e di cult. To our know ledge, natural orbits of C ooper pairs

In a trapped Fem iatom ic gases have not been fully explored.



O ne of the m ain purposes of our paper is to Indicate an e cient way of detem Ining
pairing oroits, directly from the two-point correlation fiinctions obtained by BAG mean eld
equations. To illustrate ourm ethod, we w ill exam Ine the gas In a soherical hamm onic trap.
Forsudch systam s, Bruun and H eiselberg have provided usefiil insight about the approxin ate
form s of pairing oroits w ith a di erent approach [, [1]. Here, we w ill present num erically
exact exam ples of pair orbits. W ith these pairing orbitswe can fiirther construct and study
the spatial wave function of a Cooper pair. In addition, we will address the quantum
entanglem ent between two constituent atom s In a pair. R ecently, one of us have addressed
the issue of quantum entanglem ent of two atom s due to s-wave scattering [1]. The study

ofa Cooper pair would shed som e light on the in portance ofm any-body e ects.

ITI. THEORY

A . Themodeland BdG equations

To begih wih, we wrte down the m odel H am iltonian describing an interacting two—

com ponent Ferm igas in a trapping potential Uy (r),

Z h i
H= Jd&r Y@H, @©+ "@H, ©
V4
+g J&r Y@ YO © @ 1)
where H, = %r2+U0(r) , with m and being the particle mass and chem ical

potential respectively. The coupling strength g is related to the s-wave scattering length a
viag= 4 ~?a=m . In this paper we assum e that a is negative and the number of atom s in
each com ponent is the sam e.

Under themean eld approxin ation, the Ham iltonian can be diagonalized through the
B ogoliubov transform ation : (x) = F u (¥) v ) ¥ ,and x) = F u (@) +
v (¥) ¥ , such that the ground state is the vacuum state of the quasiparticle operators

’s, ie., Bogolubov vacuum . T he quasiparticke wave functionsu (r) and v (r) are solved
selfconsistently by the B ogoliibov-deG ennes BdG ) equations 1]z
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withW ()=g B4 (r)f,and ) = g u (r)v (r). &k is In portant to note that (v)
has a 1=r divergence [, [l1]. Such a divergence can be elin inated by replacing g with a
reqularized e ective coupling constant as described in Ref. [0, 0]

B. Twopoint correlation functions

G ven that the ground state of the system is described by the B ogolibov quasiparticle
vacuum , the nom al density matrix (g;5) = Yr) @) = h?@®m) ©)iand the
anom alousdensity matrix (g;r)=h (1) (r)itake the om :

X
Gir) = v o)V () 3)
Bir) = i u (o)v (2): @)
In this paper we assum e that (g;r;) and (5;r) are real symm etric m atrices. Such a
symm etric property can be shown explicitly In spherically trapped system s that we will
discussed later in the paper.
From the properties of quasiparticle wave functions, it can be shown that and com -

mute (see Appendix), ie.,
Z
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This In plies that the nom al density m atrix and the anom alous density m atrix share a

comm on set of eigenfiinctions de ned by the integral equations:
Z

Pr, @in) fa @)= .f, @) 6)
Pr, @in) f,@) = .f @) (7)

where , and , are realeigenvalues, and ff, g is a com plkte and orthogonal set of eigen—
functions. Furthemore, (5;r) and (G;1;) can be expressed as the follow ing bilinear
expansion :

X
() @) = nfh ) E, () 8)
X n
h () (p)i= . nfn (rl)fn (r2): ©)

H ere the convergence is ensured by the squared integrable property of the kemels, according
to the theory of ntegral equations.



C. N aturalorbits

The eigenfunctions f, are called natural orbits. To Interpret such orbits, ket us write
P
()

down a generalm ode expansion of operators and such that: (x) = non (@® ny

(x) = r(1 ) (r) nywheref r(l )gand b r(1 )garetwo sets of com plete orthogonal finctions

n

tobedetem Ined, and , and , arethe corresoonding ferm ion annihilation operators. N ext
we construct the BC S ground state In the standard fom :

Y
ji= tn + va o J)P1 (10)

n n

n

w ith the nom alized coe cientsw , and v, satisfying jinj2+ jo’njz= 1.From the fact that

X
hi V@) @)ji= Oy O ) S (11)
xn
hi @) @ji= i D) O e, v, 12)

we inm ediately see that the constructed BC S ground state [ll) is consistent w ith the BAG
resuktsEq. W) and B if

= £ @ (13)
L= £ @ (14)
and ¥, = _n and &, = = _n Appendix). In other words, f, and its conjugate are

Indeed the pairing m odes needed for the construction of the BCS ground state. This is
shown by m atching the correlation functions cbtained from BdG m ean— eld equations. In
fact, w ith the help of W ick’s theoram , the choice ofm ode functions (13) and (14) alsom atch
higher order correlation functions. H ence the equivalence between B ogoliubov vacuum and
the BC S ground state In a trapped system can be established explicitly.

H istorically, the concept of natural orbits were applied to pairing problem s of nuckons
and one can nd som e early references in Ref. [1]. Herewe em ploy such an idea to analyze
the structure of Cooper pairs In atom ic system s. W e should em phasize that the key to
the existence of f, is the symm etric property of , which makes and ocommute. In
the appendix we indicate this point n a simpl derivation of Eq. ). For asymm etric
system s, such as the system s w ith inbalance populations of the two com ponents, and
do not com m ute In general. Thiswould then forbid the ground state to be n the BC S fom ,
although the BAG equations could still be used to describe asym m etric system s.



D . Cooper pair wave function and quantum entanglem ent

T he description ofa C ooperpair is inherited from them ean eld description, where every
pair n the system is assum ed to be identical. Let us now construct the wave function of

a Cooper pair based on the pairing orbits. This is achieved by noting that the BCS state

takes the form :
X ® Ayk
Ji/ exp( 53 )Pi= P (15)
3 k=0 "~
p
where ;= wy=u;, A¥= | 5 I J, and j stands for quantum numbers collectively. The

wave fiinction corresponding to the pair creation operator AY is given by

X
F (rn;)=C 35 @)y () 16)

j

where C isa nom alization constant. Such a function is interpreted asthe wave function ofa
C ooper pair. O ne reasoning isbasad on the fact that the BC S state is dom inated by particle
num bers near them ean value N when the particle number is large, ie, k N temmsih Eqg.
(15) contrlbbute m ost. This allow s us to have an approxin ate picture of N pairs described
by AY™ Pi. & is worth noting that each tem in expansion (16) is weighted by the factor 5,
which isdi erent from Eq. (8) and (9). Since 5 is lJarger for themore lled orbits, orbits
below the Fem i level could have m ore contributions individually.

Eqg. (16) is precisely a form of Schm idt decom position of a bipartite system [1]. This
is observed by the fact that f;5 are orthogonal basis functions, and ; are corresponding
Schm idt eigenvalues. Schm idt decom position provides a ussfulway to characterize quantum
entanglem ent between two subsystam s In pure states. In particular the degree of quantum
entanglem ent can be lamed by the von N eum ann entropy according to the distrioution of
Schm idt eigenvalues. Here we apply thism ethod to address the entanglem ent between two
atom s in a C ooper pair. A transparent and direct m easure of entanglem ent is the average’
num ber of Schm idt m odes nvolved. The e ective Schm idt number K provides this average

(0]

X 0
K =1= j55; 17
j

w here 3 = C 4. Such a quantity is also the inverse of the purity function. The larger the

valie of K , the higher the entanglem ent. Note that the entanglm ent here refers to the
goatial degrees of freedom , which should be distinguished from the soin entanglem ent 0]



ITT. FERM IGASES IN A SPHERICALHARMONIC POTENTIAL

H aving describbed the fom alisn , we now proceed to study natural ordbits of a Fem igas
con ned in a spherical ham onic potential: Ug (r) = sm ! *r?, with ! being the trapping fre-
quency. F irst, we detemm ine the quasiparticlke m ode functionsu ’‘sand v ‘snum erically from
the BdG equations. The soherical symm etry ofthe system gives: ru 1, @)= U 1@)Y¥w ( 5 ),
WV = vi0)Y¥n ( ; ), with %, beng the spherical ham onic functions. Tt should be
noted that in order to ram ove the ultraviolkt divergence, we employ an e ective coupling
constant g. (r), such that the whole st of equations is independent on cuto . The form u-—
Jation of renom alization schem e hasbeen discussed extensively in [0, 0], and we w ill skip
the details in this paper.

O nce num erical solutions of u ’s and v ’s are found, the correlation fiinctions ;1)
and (g;1;) are cbtained from Egs. ) and W). A signi cant sin pli cation can be m ade
by using the addition formula: @1+ 1)P;(cos ) = 4 i Y. (17 1)Ym (25 2), where
P, (cos ) is the Legendre polynom ial, and  is the ang]Ien ;eﬁcﬂeen between 3 and r,. This
gives

X
T) () = lPl(COS ) 1) (18)

X
h (@) @)i= lPl(COS ) 1) 19)

where

21+ 1% vi@m)v ()
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4 nr
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21
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T herefore the correlation finctions M) and M) depends only on three variables: ry, r, and

T he Integral eigenvalue equations ) and W), can be solved conveniently by expressing the
eigenfunctionsas f, 1, () = %hnl(r)Y]m ( ; ),wih h; (r) being the radial function associated
w ith the radialquantum numbern and oroitalangularm om entum 1. Equations (6) and (7)

then becom e,

nr 1;n)hy @)dr = Faafha (@) 22)
Z

nr 1 (;n)hy @)de = v (Waha () 23)
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FIG.1l: (Colr online) The g= -115 (solid line) and the non-interacting (dashed line) radial
R
density distrdoution fiunction, nom alized to N = 4 r? (r)dr. Inset show s the pairhg eld (r)

wih g= -1.15.

which are one-din ensional integral equations, as only the radial coordinates are involved.

To provide a concrete exam ple, we consider a system of N = N + N = 2N = 10912
particles w ith the interaction strength g=  1:15 In trap units, (ie., energy in ~!, length in

~=m !). The choice of such a particle num ber correspondsto theFem ienergy r = 31:5~!
in the non-interacting lin it. Eq.l) was solved in a truncated ham onic oscillator states
basis, wih a cuto energy 180~! . To achieve convergent resuls, we em ployed the
reqularization schem e according to Ref. [1]. The particle density (r) and pairing potential

(r)are consistently solved and shown in Fig.ll. In thisexampl, (0) = 72~! represents
a m odest strong coupling. Com paring w ith the non-interacting system (dashed line), we
see that the particles are signi cantly dragged towards the center of the trap due to the
attractive interaction.

A fter solving the integral eigenvaluie equations for h,;, we cbtain the distrdbutions of
eigenvalues ¥,,F and w, V1 for various angular m om entum cquantum number 1. W e note
that In the case of non-interacting system s at zero tem perature, jvznljjs a step function, ie.,
FarF = ( g 1 2n). This coresoonds to the fact that non-interacting atom s 1lup
all the trap energy states up to the Fem i level. For the interacting system oconsidered here,
the sharp edge of the step function is an eared out as shown In Fig. 2a. Such a an earing

e ect is sin ilar to what appears in uniform BCS system s [1]. However, the di erence here
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FIG.2: (Colronlne) O ccupation number . F Upper panel) and the pairing am plitude w, vy

(lower panel) wih =0 (diam ond), 5 (trdianglk), 20 (circlke). Sam e param etersas in Fig. 1.

is that f,,; are now the pairing basis instead ofplane waves.

In Fig. 2b, we show the quantity w, .1, which m easures the coherence between occupied
and un-occupied states. W e see that u ¥, reaches a peak at a certain values of radial
quantum number n. These n’s correspond to orbits f,; that have average energies close to
the cham ical potential, and hence for higher 1, the peak appears at lowern. T he orbits near
the peak contribute m ost signi cantly to the gap function. The shapes of som e of these
orbits are plotted in Fig. Ml where the radial part $,, @) F at various quantum numbers
1 is shown. Comparing w ith bare eigenfunctions of the trap (dashed line) with the same
quantum num bersn and 1, we cbserve sin ilar oscillatory pattemsbut the envelopes arem ore
concentrated towards the trap center. T his indicates that the trap’s eigenfiinctions do not
provide a good approxin ation to the actual pairing orbits, at lkeast for the m oderate strong
coupling considered here. However, for a m uch weaker coupling (0) ~! (not shown),
we do nd a good agreem ent between pairing orbits and the bare trap’s eigenfunctions near
the Fem i surface, which is expected according to the argum ent In Ref. [0].

In Fig. W, we illustrate the shape of the Cooper pair wave function by pltting the

quantity P = InnF (;1; )J at varousangular ssparation . NotethatP isproportional
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FIG.3: (Colr online) Some radial m ode functions jhnl(r)j2 of natural orbits, nom alized to
R

o) Fdr= 1, with g= -1.15 (solid line). These fiinctions correspond to those pairing orbits
w ith a peak value of w,1%%,; 035 at a given 1. T he dashed lines correspond to the bare hamm onic

trap radialwave fiinctions having the respective quantum num bers.

to probability density of sinultaneocusly nding the two particles at r; and r,, and the
weighting factor rjr, is lncluded for spherical system s. In both Fig. 4a and F ig. 4b, we see
som e Interesting fiinges pattems, but the m ain feature is that the function P appears to
be localized near the diagonalr; = 1, indicating that both atom s are lkely to be found in
the sam e radial distance from the trap center. In addition, by com paring Fig. 4a and 4b,
P drops signi cantly when angular ssparation  Increases. This suggests that F (g;1m; )
m ainly concentrates at r; = 1y, not jist the sam e radial distance. For the exam pl shown
In Fig. 4a, the width of P near the peak is about 12 which is com parable to the bare trap
ground state.

The e ective Schm idt number K de ned in Eq. (17) is found to be K 1749, which
is roughly the sam e order of particle number in the trap of this exampl. It is ussfil to
com pare this num ber w ith the value of K of a twoatom system w ith the sam e scattering
length. A coording to the calculation In Ref. 1], a twoatom system in the ground state has
a very weak entanglem ent if the scattering length is an all com pared w ith the trap length
uni. For the param eters used in Fig. 4, the scattering length isa = 009 which gives

K 1 In thetwoatom system . T herefore a C ooper pair, which isdue tom any-body e ects,

10



FIG. 4: Colr online) An ilustration of the spatial pro k of a Cooper pair, where

P=1inF @m;rn; )f,with @ = 0and o) = =20.Same parametersasin Fig. 1.

processes a much stronger entanglem ent.

Asa nalremark, we note In Ref. l] that the mtio K=N; (wWwhereN = N isparticke
num ber ofa com ponent) is suggested to be an Indicator of determ ining whether a com posite
two-particle system behave as a boson or not. Speci cally, K =N 1 is the regin e where
com posite particles can be describbed by creation and annihilation operators obeying bosonic
comm utation relations. Here in our exampl, we have K =N 1749=5456 which is still
an aller than one. T herefore the entanglem ent is not strong enough to hold the C ooper pair
together as a boson.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

To sum m arize, eigen-m ode expansion of correlation finctions provides a pow erflil toolto
reveal the underlying coherent structures. Such a strategy is also known usefiil in various
areas of physics, such as nuclkar physics and optics [1]. In this paper, we have exam ined
the eigenfiinctions of tw o-point correlation fiinctions (3) and (4) that can be obtained from
the solutions 0of BAG equations. T hese eigenfiinctions correspond to naturalpairing ordoits in
the BC S state (10), and they serve as Schm idt basis vectors for the construction of C ooper

pair wave functions. Hence, one can further analyze the quantum entanglem ent associated

11



w ith the spatial degree of freedom . W e have dem onstrated the m ethod In a soherically
trapped system , n which the natural orbits are caloulated explicitly. In particular, our
num erical resuls Indicate features that re ect the strong quantum entanglem ent between
two oonstituent atom s In a pair. It is useful to point out that the method could also
be extended to BEC-BCS crossover problem s, where BAG equations are m odi ed by the
molkcular eld and a hybrid form ofBC S-m olecule statem ay be constructed. T he structure

of natural orbits in this regin e is a very interesting topic for fiture nvestigations.
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APPEND IX

T he vanishing com m utator given in Eq. M) can be derived under a rather general con—
sideration (see forexam ple, in Ref. []) . Here we rederive the resul in a m ore transparent
way. W e start w ith the orthogonality and com plteness relations of the quasiparticle wave

finctions ]

&r iy, @u, @)+ v, @OV, ©]= 24)

Vo)V @) +u @mu @)= @ B): 25)

Togetherwith Egs. M) and ), we can show

z

P (@) @ir)
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= (p)+ Frou, (m)u, ©u, (0)v, @)
= @n)t+ U OV, ) an P v, @)V, (1)

Z an
= Frn un @V, @)V, @), @)

Z mn

= &n @n) @in): 26)
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Now we see that Eq. ) holds ifthe symm etric condition: (5;r) = (g;r;) is satis ed.
W ith Egs. ) and M) and the symmetric (5 ;r;), we also have the relation:

Z
o) @in)+ (@Gn) @Gin) dn= @n): @7)
P roecting both sides of Eq. [l) onto £, (), we obtain a relation of the eigenvalues,

nt 2= a= L 28)

which is consistent w ith the nom alization condition i, ¥+ . F = 1 of BCS wave finction.
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