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Abstract
W e present a unigue theoretical description of the physics of the spherically trapped N -atom
degenerate Ferm igas O FG ) at zero tem perature based on an ordinary Schrodinger equation w ith a
m icroscopic, two body Interaction potential. W ith a carefiil choice of coordinates and a variational
w avefunction, the m any body Schrodinger equation can be accurately described by a linear, one
din ensionale ective Schrodinger equation in a single collective coordinate, the m s radius of the
gas. C om parisons of the energy, m s radiis and peak density of ground state energy are m ade to
those predicted by HartreeFock HFEF).A Iso the Iowest radial excitation frequency (the breathing

m ode frequency) agrees w ith a sum rule calculation, but deviates from a HF prediction.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The realization of the degenerate ferm i gas O FG) in a dilute gas of ferm ionic atom s
has triggered w idespread Interest in the nature of these systam s. This achievem ent com -
bined with the use ofa Feshbach resonance allow s for a quantum laboratory in which m any
quantum phenom ena can be explored over a w ide range of Interaction strengths. This leads
to a Jarge array of com plex behaviors including the discovery of highly correlated BC S-like
pairing oore ectively attractive interactions [L, 2, 3, 4, 5]. W hile these pairing phenom ena
are extram ely interesting, we believe that the physics of a pure degenerate Fermm i gas, In
which them a prity ofatom s sucoessively 1l single particle states, is worthy of further study
even in the absence of pairing. T his topic is addressed in the present paper, which follow s
a less com plete archived study of the topic.[d]

T he starting point for this study is that of a hypersoherical treatm ent of the problem
In which the gas is described by a st of 3N 1 angular coordinates on the surface of a
3N dimn ensional hypersphere of radius R . Here N is the number of atom s in the system .
This formulation is ngpired by a sin ilar study of the BoseE instein condensate.fl, 18, 9]
Furthem ore these sam e coordinates have been applied to nite nuclei.fl0] T he form ulation
is a rigorous varational treatm ent of a m any-body H am iltonian, aside from the lin iations
of the assum ption of paimw ise, zero-range interactions. In this paper, we consider only

lled energy shells of atom s. T his is done for analytic and calculational sin plicity, but the
treatm ent should apply to any num ber of atom s In open shells w ith m odest extensions that
are discussed brie y.

The m ain goal of this study is to describe the m otion of the gas In a singke collective
coordinate R, which describes the overall extent of the gas. The bene t of this strategy
is that the behavior of the gas is reduced to a single one-din ensional linear Schrodinger
equation w ith an e ective hyperradialpotential. The use of a realpotential then lends itself
to the Intuitive understanding ofnom al Schrodinger quantum m echanics. T hism ethod also
allow s for the calculation of physical quantities such as the energy and m s radius of the
ground state; these ocbservables agree quantitatively with those com puted using H artree—
Fock m ethods. The m ethod also yields a visceral understanding of a Iow energy collective
oscillation of the gas, ie. a breathing m ode.

Beyond the intuitive bene ts of reducing the problem to an e ective one-dim ensional



Schrodinger equation, another m otivation for developing this hypersoherical viewpoint is
that i has proven e ective In other contexts for describing processes mvolving fragm en—
tation or collisions in few -body and m any-body system s.[I], 12] Such processes would be
challenging to form ulate using eld theory or RPA or con guration interaction viewpoints,
but they em erge naturally and intuitively, once the techniques for com puting the hyper-
Soherical potential curves for such system s are adequately developed. To this end we view
it asa rstessential step, in the developm ent of a m ore com prehensive theory, to calculate
the ground-state and low -lying excited state properties w ithin this fram ework. Then we
can ascertain whether the hyperspherical form ulation is capable of reproducing the key re—
suls of other, m ore conventional descriptions, which start Instead from a m ean— eld theory
perspective.

The paper is organized as follows: Section IT develops the formulation that yields a
hyperradial 1D e ective H am iltonian; in Section ITIwe apply this form alian to a zero-range
swave Interaction and nd the e ective Ham iltonian in both the nite N and large N
Iim its. In Sections ITla and ITb we exam ine the nature of the resulting e ective potential
for a w ide range of Interaction strengths and give com parisons w ith other known m ethods,
mahly HartreeFodk HE); Section ITIc is a brief discussion of the sin pli cations that can
bemade n the Imit where N ! 1 ; nally in Section IV we summ arize the results and

discuss future avenues of study.

IT. FORMULATION

The form alisn is sin ilar to that of reference [7,], but we w ill reiterate it for clarty and
to m ake this article selfcontained. Consider a collection of N identical ferm ionic atom s
ofmassm in a spherically symm etric trap w ith oscillator frequency !, distribbuted equally

between two Intemal spin substates. T he governing H am iltonian is

H=— ri+-m!?> £+ Uy @) 1)

=1 =1 >3
where Uj,. (®) is an arbitrary twobody interaction potentialand x; = x; 5. W e ignore
Interaction tem s Involving three or m ore bodies. In general, the Schrodinger equation
that com es from this Ham iltonian is very di cul to solve. Our goal is to sinplify the
system by descrbing its behavior in temm s of a singke collective coordinate. To achieve this



ain we transform this Ham iltonian into a set of collective hyperspherical coordinates; the
hyperradiis, R, of this set is given by the root m ean square distance of the atom s from the

center of the trap.
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So farwe only have one coordinate for the system , but we need to acocount forall 3N spatial
coordinates and also the spin degrees of freedom . This leaves 3N 1 angular coordinates
Eft to de ne. W e have 2N of the angles as the lndependent particle spherical polar coordi-
nate angles (1; 17 27 27%% n7 n)- The ramaining N 1 hyperangles are chosen by the
convention used in [10], which describes correlated m otions in the radial distances of the

atom s from the trap center,

A tematively wem ay w rite this as

r,= NRoos ,; sn | 2 4)

where we de ne cos g 1 and ' sin 1. For the purmposes of this study, the st
of 3N 1 hyperanglks will be rejlz"eljﬂ:ed to collectively as . The particular de nition of
the hyperangles w ill not play a signi cant rok in the actual form alism , but we give the
de nitions here for com pleteness.
A fter carrying out this coordinate transform ation on the sum of Laplacians, the kinetic
energy becom es [13]
2 2
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HereM = Nm and ~ isthe grand angular m om entum operator which is sim ilar to
the conventional angular m om entum operator and is de ned by
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for all cartesian com ponents, x;, of the 3N din ensional space. The isotropic soherical
oscillator potential becom es sin ply
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The sum ofEgs. 2.5 and 2.7 gives a tin e-independent Schrodinger equation, H R; )=
E ®R; ),ofthe form
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where [R; ) has been multiplied by R N Y= to remove st derivative tem s in the
hyperradiis. These m athem atical transform ations have not yet accom plished much. W e
started wih a 3N dim ensional Schrodinger equation to solre, and we still have a 3N di-
m ensional Schrodinger equation. To sim plify, we assum e that is approxin ately separable

into an eigenfiinction of the operator 2, a \hyperspherical ham onic", muliplied by an
unknown hyperradial function. H yperspherical hamm onics HHs, see {[3] for m ore details)

are generally expressed as products of Jacobi polynom ials for any num ber of din ensions.

T heir eigenvalue equation is
z ()= ¢ +38 1) () 29)

W here = 0;1;2;::and (om ited below forbrevity) stands forthe 3N 2 other quantum
num bers that are needed to distinguish between the (usually quite Jarge) degeneracies for a
given . The ssparability ansatz in plies that

R;)=F R) (): 2.10)

Here we assum e that () isthe HH that corresponds to the lowest value of the hyper-
angular m om entum that is allowed for the given symm etry of the problm, ie. that is
antisym m etric w ith respect to interchange of indistinguishable ferm ions. T his choice oftrdal
wavefunction indicates that we expect the overall energetics of the gas to be described by its
size; as such, xing the hyperangular behavior is equivalent w th xing the con guration of
the atom s In the gas. In nuclar physics this is known as the K ham onicm ethod. A ltema-

tively, thism ay be viewed as choosing a tralwavefunction whose hyperradial behavior w ill



be varationally optin ized, but whose hyperangular behavior is that of a non-interacting
trap dom Inated gas of ferm ions.

To utilize this as a trial wavefinction, we evaliate the expectation valuieh H j i,
w here the integration is taken over all hyperangles at a xed hyperradiis. This approach
givesa new e ective linear 1D Schrodingerequation H ¢¢R N V=2F R)= ER® V=F R)

In tem s of an e ective Ham iltonian H s given by

T & KK+ +1M'2R2+x h P )] 1 211)
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HereK = + 3\ 1)=2.

W enow m ust force ourtrialw avefiinction to obey the antisym m etry condition of fermm ionic
atom s. To antisym m etrize the totalwave function F R) () note that Eq. 2 2iindicates
that R is com pletely symm etric under all particke coordinate exchange, thus the antisym -
m etrization ofthewavefiinction mustonly a ect (). Findinga ocom pltely antisym m etric

() Prany given isgenerally quite di cult and is often done using recursive techniques
like coe cient of fractional parentage expansions (see [{0; 14, 15] orm ore details) or using
a basis of Slater determ inants of independent particle wave fiunctions.[1§, 171,18, 19]1W e use
a sim pli ed version of the second m ethod com bined w ith the follow ing theorem , proved in
reference [1§] and developed in A ppendix B.

Theorem 1 The ground state of any non-interacting set of N particlkes in an isotropic
oscillator is an eigenfiinction of 2 withm inim aleigenvalie ( + 3N 2) where isgiven

by the total num ker of oscillator quanta in the non-interacting system .

E 3N
e a2)
~1 2
where E ; is the total ground state energy of the non-interacting N Joody system .
W ith Theorem 1 in hand wemay nd () In tem s of the ndependent particle coor-

dinates. T he non-interacting ground state is given by a Slater determ inant of single particle
solutions.
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Here ; is the soin coordiate for the ith atom, R, . (i) is the radial solution to
the Independent particle ham onic oscilhtor for the ith particke given by rR,. (x) =



“ (=) where L, (r) is an associated Laguerre polynom ial

No.exp ( 2=2P) @=1) 'L, "
P

wihl= ~=m!.y.,, (!)isan ordinary 3D sphericalham onicw ih !; asthe spatialsolid

angle for the ith particle, jn 5,1 is a spin ket that will allow for two soin species of atom s,

J'i and F#i. The sum i Eq. 2.13 runs over all possbl pem utations P of the N spatial

and spin coordinates In the product wavefunction. W e now apply Theorem 1 which directly

leadsto a 1 that is ssparable into a hyperangular piece and a hyperradial piece
NI EiBingre i 15 27 n) =G R) (5 17 27iy) @14)

HereG R) isa the nodelss hyperradialwave finction describing the ground state ofN non-
Interacting atom s in an isotropic oscillator trap. A derivation of G R ) is given In A ppendix

A
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here A is a nom alization constant and L = ~=M ! = = N :Combining Eq. 2.14 with
Eg. 2.153 now gives us ()
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where we must m ake the variable substitutions in the num erator usihg Egs. 24 and 2.3. In

r
1
L

the follow ing, for breviy, the soin coordinates ( 1;::5 y ) willbe suppressed, ie. ()=

(7 15 2520y ). Interestingly, thism ust be a fiinction only of the hyperangles and thus
all of the hyperradial dependence must cancel out in the right hand side of 2.16. W e are
now ready to start calculating the interaction m atrix element h 7,3 i.

ITT. ZERORANGE SWAVE INTERACTION .

Herewe soecify Uy () asa zero-range two body interaction w ith an interaction strength

given by a constant param eter g.

Upe ©) = g ° @) 3d)

2

~

Fora amn alltwo body, swave scattering length a we know thatg= .p0] For stronger

Interactions, ie. kraj> 1, this approxin ation no longer holds and g m ust be renom alized.



Now wemust calculate the e ective nteraction m atrix elem ent given by

X
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D egenerate ground states cause som e com plications for this form ulation which we avoid
by restricting ourselves to the non-degenerate ground states that corresoond to  lled energy
shells of the oscillator, ie. \m agic numbers" of particles. W ith m oderate extensions the
degeneracies can be taken into account by creating an interaction m atrix, but the m agic
num ber restriction should still give a good description of the general behavior of system s
w ith Jarge num bers of atom s. T he totalnum ber of atom s and the hyperangular m om entum
quantum number are most conveniently expressed in temn s of the number n of sihgle
particle orbital energies lled:

nn+ 1) h+ 2)

N = 3 (33a)
_ @0 Dn@+1) 0+2) (3 3b)
s 4
2m ! 1
kf = N n+ 5 H (3.3C)

where k¢ is the peak non-interacting Fem iwave number. In the lim it where N 1, we

write and ks In tem s ofthe totalnumber of partickesN ;

(3N )4=3
_— (34a)
r 4
2m ! 1-3
ke ! 3N ) (3.4b)
Next we combine34awih () from 2J16and calculate the interaction m atrix elem ent.
Since () is antisym m etric under particlke exchange we m ay do a coordinate trangoo—

sition in thesum x; ! = and 5 ! = . Each transposition pulls out a negative sign from
and we are kft wih
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Appendix C details the calculation ofthem atrix elementh 3 @;)j i. The resul is

Cy
N 3=2R3

Ueere R)=g 35)



where Cy is a constant that is dependent only on the number of atom s In the system .
W hile Cy has som e com plex behavior for sm aller num bers of particlkes, we have seen that
forN & 100, Cy quickly converges to

r
2 32N 772 0049 0277
Cy 5? 1+ N 23 N =3 + (3.6)
_ 002 . 0049 0277

w here the higher order term s in 1=N were found by tting a curve to num erically calculated
data. Values of Cy =N "~ n Fig. 1 show sboth the
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FIG.1: Values of Cy divided by the large N lin i, Cy ! 0:02408N =2, versus 1=N are shown.

T he circles are the calculated value while the curve isthe t stated in Eq. 3.4

calculated values of Cyy and the values from the t in Eq. 3.6 versus 1=N : Tn both the table
and the plot we can clearly see the convergence to the large N valie of Cy 0:02408N"=2,
W e now may wrie the e ective one din ensional, hyperradial Schrodinger equation,

HeRON D2F R)=ER® V2 F R) where H .¢¢ is given by
2P

M aRZ + Verer R) 3.7)

Here =

where Vers R) is an e ective hyperradial potential given by

~2 K K+1) 1 Cy
Veff (R): oM R2 + EM !2R2+ gw (3.8)

W e reinforce the idea that thise ective H am iltonian describes the fiilly correlated m otion of
all of the atom s In the trap albeit w thin the aforem entioned approxin ations. A s expected,
forN = 1,with C; = 0,Eq. 3.8 reduces to a singlk partick in a trap wih K asthe angular



n| N Cy =N 772

1 2 0 8—12 0:0127
2 8 6 00637

3 20 30 00251

4 | 40 90 0:0244

5| 70 210 0:02435
15| 1360 | 14280 00241

30| 9920 | 215760 0:02409
100/343400{25497450, 002408

TABLE I: N, and Cy=N " for the several Ikd shells. W e can see that Cy =N "2 quickly

P
converges to the T hom asFem i lin ting value of 32 2=3=35 3  0:02408 to several digits.

mom entum quantum number ‘. Note that the form of Ve is very sin ilar to the e ective
potential ound for bosons by the authors of [}]. W hat may be surprising is the extra
term of 3 N 1) =2 contained in K . The kinetic energy term in V¢¢ is controlled by the
hyperangular m om entum , which in tum re ects the totalnodal structure of the N —-farm ion
wavefiinction. T his added piece of hyperangular m om entum sum m arizes the energy cost of
con ning N fem ions in the trap. T his repulsive barrier stabilizes the gas against collapse
for attractive Interactions, ie. g< 0.
A nal transfom ation sim pli es the radial Schrodinger equation, nam ely sstting E =

r
Ey:E°andR = MR?i R°where

Il
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ENI +

3N (3.9a)
= ; Sa
2

R2 =P —42 3.9b)
N I N 2 -
are the non-interacting expectation values of the energy and squared hyperradiis in the
ground state. In the ©llow ing any hyperradius w ith a prin e, R ° denotes the hyperradius in
pP— —— - ——
units of MR?i ;. Under this transform ation, w ith the use of Egs. 3.4a and 3.4b, and in

the limitwhereN ! 1 , the hyperradial Schrodinger equation becom es

1 & 4 Vers RY)

2m dR@ - EO R0(3N l):ZF CRO) — O (3.10)
NI
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wherem = ( + 3N =2)2. The e ective potential takes on the sim ple form

Veff (RO) | 1 + }R(E+ kf .
Eyr  2RE® 2 RE® °

(311)

where = 1024=2835 ®and = g=~!Zf.W e note that the only param eter that rem ains in
this potential is the dim ensionless quantity k; and that in oscilator units = g.
InthelimitwhereN ! 1 thee ectivemassm beocomes

)83

1
!' — (N 312
m 16( 312)

For large num bers of particles, the second derivative tem s in Eq. 3.10 becom es negligble,

a fact used later In Section ITIc.

T he behavior of Veer R°) versus R is illustrated in Fig. 4 for various values of ks . For

6
5
-4
T}
=3
x
=2
(0]
>1
0
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
R/V < R2 >NI
FIG . 2: The e ective potential as a function of the hyperradius or k¢ = 0 (solid), ke = 15
(dashed) and kf = 5: (dotdash)
ke = 0 (solid curve), the non-interacting lim it, the curve is exact and the ground state

solution is given by equation 2.I5. For non-—zero values of g; Verr acquires an attractive
ks < 0) or repulsive ke > 0) 1=R® contrbution as indicated by the dot-dashed and
dashed lnes respectively. For ks < 0 the DFG ismetastabl in a region which has a
repulsive barrier which it m ay tunnel through and em erges in the region of an allR ° where
the interaction term isdom inant. It should be noted, though, that an allR °m eans the overall
size of the gas is am all. Thus the region of collapse corresponds to a very high density in
the gas. In this region several of the assum ptions m ade can fall apart, m ost notably the
assum ption dealing w ith the validity of the two-body, zerorange potential.p1] Forks > 0

the positive 1=R & serves to strengthens the repulsive barrier and pushes the gas fiirther out.
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A . Repulsive interactions (g> 0)

For positive values of the Interaction param eter g we expect the predicted energy for this
K ham onicm ethod to deviate from experim ental values, since the trial wavefunction does
not allow any ferm ions to com bine into m olecular pairs ashasbeen seen in experin ents.[l, 2,
4, 8] 0urm ethod only can describbe the nom aldegenerate ferm i gas. The strong repulsive
barrier ©or repulsive interactions shown in Fig. 4 arises as the gas pushes against itself

which increases the 3 and 4 com pare

[N

1.15-}

1.2 ke n "

EIE,,

1.05

FIG . 3: The ground state energy in unis of the non-interacting energy versus ks for 240 atom s
calculated using the K ham onic m ethod (curve) and using Hartree¥Fock (circkes). Inset: the
di erence in the ground state energies predicted be the K ham onic E ¢ ) and HartreeFodk Egxr ).

C learly the K ham onic energies are slightly higher than H artreeFodk.

the ground state energy and average radius squared respectively of 240 trapped atom s,
pltted as a function of k¢ with a HartreeFock HF) calulation. The inset in Fig. i3
show s that the K ham onic energies are slightly above the HF energies; since both m ethods
are variational upper bounds, we can conclude that the H artreeFock solution is a slightly
better representation of the true solution to the fiill Schrodinger equation with —fiinction
Interactions.

An added bene t of the K ham onic m ethod is that we now have an ntuiively sinpl
way to understand the energy of the lowest radial excitation of the gas, ie. the breathing

m ode frequency. Fig. 2 shows that as ke increases the repulsion Increases the curvature

12



FIG . 4: The ground state average squared radiis of the gas atom s in units of the non-interacting
m s squared radius is plotted versus k¢ . The calculations considered 240 atom s In both the K

ham onic m ethod (curve)

FIG .5: The Iowest breathing m ode excitation (!g) in units ofthe trap frequency is plotted versus
ks for the K ham onic method (solid curve) and for the sum rule (circles). A lso shown as
dashed curves are the lowest eight radial excitation frequencies predicted In the H artreeFock

approxin ation.

at the Jocalm Inin um , w hereby stronger repulsion causes the breathing m ode frequency to
increase. Fig. § com pares the breathing m ode frequency caloulated using the K ham onic
m ethod to the sum rule prediction P2]based on HF orbitals, and also the Iowest elght radial
excitation frequencies predicted by H artreeFock. A s anticipated, the K ham onic m ethod
and the sum rulem ethod agree that the breathing m ode frequency w ill increase w ith added

13



repulsion. Interestingly both the K ham onic and sum rule m ethods disagree qualitatively
w ith all eight of the lowest HF excitations. This di erence is attrbuted to the fact that
H artreeFodk on itsown can only describe singke partick excitationswhilk both the sum rule
and the K ham onicm ethods describe collective excitations In which the entire gas oscillates
coherently.

A s another test of the K ham onic m ethod we calculate the peak density of the gas. To

do thiswe st de ne the density
|

Z oy TR ,
() = & r; o ® 3T (3.13)
=1 =1
R
Tt can be seen that Integration over r using this de nition gives @) Ffr= N .W e recall
that our separable approxin ation takes the orm = F R) (). Use of 3131and the
antisymm etry of  gives
Z Z
@M=N &®’RM™'F R d ‘)3 () : (314)
T he hyperangular integration is carried out in Appendix D . The resukt is
Z
0 RN 1 2
© _ 74 IR 515)
n1 0) R
. . . , P ( + 3N=2)
where 1 (0) is the non-interacting peak density and = . For

N3 (+3@© 1)=2)
the nth lkd energy shell the non-interacting peak density is given by
3=2

n+ 1=2)

|

k; 1 !
n1 0) F:F

~

N ote that the peak density isnot given by R 1 ¥ R)F evaluated atR = 0, this describes
the probability of all of the particls being at the center at once.

F ig.'§ com parestheK ham onicand HF peak densities. C learly the density does decrease
from the non-interacting value. The two m ethods are In good qualitative agreem ent, but
HartreeFock seam s to predict a slightly lower density, presum ably a m anifestation of the
slightly lnferior K ham onic wavefunction, F R) ().

B . A ttractive interactions (g < 0)

In this section we exam ine the behavior ofthe gasunder the In uence of attractive swave

Interactions k¢ < 0) . For attractive Interactions the gas lives In a m etastable region and

14
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0.7

0.65

0.6

peak density (oscillator units)

FIG . 6: The peak density in unis of (~=m !) 32 Versus ks predicted by the K ham onic (solid)

and HF (circles). Both sets of calculations were done fora lled shell of 240 atom s.

Vet (R)/Eni
Ok, N W A O

FIG.7: Vere vVersus RO for several values of ke . ke = k¢ ¢ (dashed) and from top to bottom

ke = 53; 83; 113; 193 (all solid)

can tunnel through the barrier shown in Fig. 2. Fig. 7 shows the behavior of Vos for
several values of k¢ . The location of the localm ininum gets pulled down w ith stronger
attraction as the gas pulls n on itself and desper Into the center of the trap. Further, as
the strength of the Interaction increases, the height of the barrier decreases. In fact beyond
a crtical interaction strength . the interaction becom es so strong that it always dom inates
over the repulsive kinetic termm . At this crtical point the local extrem a disappear entirely
and the gas is free to 21l into the inner \collapse" region. The value of . can be calculated
approxin ately by nding the point where Vs loses its Jocalm inin um and becom es entirely
attractive. This is not exact as the gas will have som e an all zero point energy that will
allow i to tunnel through or soill over the barrier before the m ininum entirely disappears.
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0.951-F

0.9F

E/E,,

0.85

0.8

FIG . 8: The ground state energy (In units of the non-interacting energy) versus ks for 240 atom s
calculated using the K ham onic (curve) and H artreeFock (circles) m ethods. Inset: The di erence
n the ground state energies predicted be the K hamm onic Ek ) and HartreeFock Egxr ). Clearly

the K ham onic prediction is slightly higher.

T his critical Interaction strength is given by
189 ° 1

ke o= —oTm 1531:

Just before them inin um disappears, its ocation isgiven by R? ;. = 5 , with an energy
of Vees (Rroﬂjn) = P EEN =3 0:{75Ey 1. This means that if the gas is m echanically stable
for all values of the two body scattering length, ie. a ! 1 , in this approxin ation, there
must be a renom alization cuto in the strength ofthe -function such thatks > 1531
foralla. W ith this n m Ind, we begin to exam ine the behavior ofthe DFG for the allowed
values of k¢

Figs. § and § show a com parison of the ground state energy and m s radius of the gas
versus kg down to the ke . as calculated in the K ham onic and H artreeFock m ethods.
Agaln Hartreetock does just slightly better In energy, which we interpret as H artree Fock
giving a slightly better representation of the actual ground state wavefunction. T he energy
di erence beocom es largest as the Interaction strength approaches the critical value. This
Increase is due to the fact that HartreeFock predicts that collapse occurs slightly earlier
wih ks . 1431 . As the interaction strength increases, the energy and m s radius of
the gas decrease. Asks approaches ks . the overall size of the gas decreases sharply and

from Eq. 3.15 we expect to see a very sharp rise in the peak density. This behavior is
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FIG . 9: The average squared radius of the Fermm i gas ground state in unis of the non-interacting
value is plotted versus ks . The calculations are for 240 atom s in both the K ham onic m ethod

(curve) and H artree¥tock
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FIG.10: The peak density In units of (~=m !) versus kg  predicted by the K ham onic (solid

lne) and HF (circles). Both calculations were carried out fora lled shell of 240 atom s.

apparent in Fig. IQ, which displays the peak density versus k¢ for both the K ham onic
and H artreeFock.

W hile the local m ninum present in Vs only supports metastable states, it is still
Inform ative to exam ine the behavior of the energy soectrum versus ke , begihning w ith
the breathing m ode frequency. A s the interaction strength becom es m ore negative Fig. ]
show s that the curvature about the Jocalm inin um in V. decreases. T his \softening" ofthe
hyperradial potential keads to a decrease in the breathing m ode frequency In the outer well.
Fig. il1 shows the breathing m ode vs. ks predicted by the K ham onic (curve) m ethod
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FIG .11: The frequency of the lowest energy radial transition In units of the trap frequency versus
k¢ predicted by the K ham onic m ethod (solid line) and by the sum rul (circks). A lso shown

are the lowest eight radial transitions predicted by H artreeFodk.

and also using the sum rule w ith HartreeFock orbitals (circkes). A lso shown In Fig. 1] are
the Iowest eight H artreeFock excitation frequencies fora lled shell of 240 atom s. A gain,
the K ham onic m ethod agrees quite wellw ith the sum rule, whik both di er qualitatively
from the HF prediction. T he sharp decrease in the breathing m ode frequency that occurs as
ki ! ke . isa resul ofthe excited m ode \falling" over the barrier nto the collapse region
as the barrier is pulled down by the interaction. F igure12 displays som e energy kvels in the
m etastable region as filnctions of ks neark: ..Because ofthe singular nature of the 1=R
behavior in the inner region we have added an inner repulsive 1=R? barrer to truncate
the In nitely m any nodes of the wavefunction in the inner region. The behavior of the
wavefliinction is not correct w thin this region anyway because recom bination would becom e
dom inant, and in any case the zerorange Interaction is suspect beyond kraj 1 and it
m ust be renom alized. F igure 12 show s three distinct types of energy level. Levels that are
contained in the localm nimum (shown in blue) are decreasing, but not as quickly as the
others; levels that are In the collapse region (hown In red) have a very stesp slope as they
are drawn further nto toward R = 0; and energy levels that are above the barrier in Veee
(shown in purple) have wavefunctions are in both the collapse region and the localm inin um .
Asks decreases, the higherenergy levels fallover the barrier into the collapse region earlier,
until nally just before k¢ . is reached the lowest m etastable level falls below the \ground

state". This corresponds to the breathing m ode behavior seen in Fig. 11. O f course all
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0.75

FIG.12: (colbr online) A portion of the energy spectrum vs ks close to the crtical point ke =
ke . Levels In them etastabl region (plue) decrease slow Iy whilk levels in the collapse region (red)
decrease very quickly. Energy levels above the barrier in V5, (ourple) live both in the collapse

region and the m etastable region.

of this applies only if there is no further hyperradial dependence of g. If the interaction
becom es density dependent, as is the case In som e types of renom alization, a change in
the hyperradiis w ill change the density and thus the interaction coupling param eter, ie.

g! gR).

C. The large N 1m it

In Sections ITla and ITlb the ground state energy and expectation values discussed were
found by solving the hyperradial e ective Schrodinger equation 8.7 for a nite number of
particles. Here we discuss the behavior of the N ferm ion system in the lin it where N is
large. To do this we exploit the fact that the @°=@R? temm in the e ective Ham iltonian,
the \hyperradial kinetic energy", becom es negligbl. In this lim it we see that the total
energy of the system ismerely given by E = Verr Ruw), @s is the case n dim ensional
perturbation theory.P3]1 To nd the ground state energy wemust merely nd them inin um

dVef f

(localm niImum forg < 0) value 0ofVeer . A coordingly, we nd the roots of RO = 0.Using
Eq. 3.11 we sin plify this to
1 0 [¢)
ke =3—ijn Royn 1 (3106)

where R? . is the hyperradial value that m inin izes V¢ . The solutions to Eq. 306 are

m in

ilustrated graphically in Fig. 13; orany given k¢ we need only look for the value ofR?
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FIG . 13: P Iot of the potential curve extrem a which obey (3.18). Exam ination of this plot tells us
the behavior ofRﬁ o orallallowed values of ks including the existence of the critical point ke ¢

located at them Ininum ofthe plot where them axinum and m Ininum coincide.

that gives that value. The exact solution of Eq. 3.16 cannot be detem ined analytically
for allvalues of k¢ ; but Fig.'13 shows that forks > 0 there is aWways only one positive,
real RY ;. that satis es Eq. 316. This corresponds to the globalm ninum discussed for
repulsive Interactions. Forks < 0 things are a bit m ore com plicated. Fi. 13 show s that
forks o< k¢ < 0 there are two solutions to:3.16. The inner solution is a Jocalm axin um
and oorresponds to the peak of the barrier seen In Fig. f}; the outer solution corresponds
to the bcalm ninum where the DFG lives. The Iocalm inimum is the state that we are
concemed w ith here as this w ill give the energy and hyperradial expectation values of the
m etastable Fem igas. The value ofks where these two branches m erge is the place where
the Iocalm axmum merges with the localm nimum nam ely the crtical value k¢ .. Any
valie of k¢ Jess than k: . hasno solution to3.16 and thus we cannot say that there is a
region of stability. Forks = 0, the non-interacting lim it, we see that there are two solutions
R),. =0andR2, = 1. The solution R ; = 0 must be discounted as there is a singularity
in Veer @t R = 0. Thus in the non-interacting lm £ R%, ! 1 and Verr Run) ! Ey:1,as
expected.

Substitution of3.16 into 3.11 gives the energy of the ground state in the large N Iin i,
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Energy difference (%)

FIG . 1l4: The percentage di erence between the energy found by m inim izing V¢r¢ and the energy

found by explicitly solving the hyperradial Schrodinger equation for 240 atom s.

as a function of the size of the gas.

Vers Rum) 1+ 5Rr(r)14jn_

Ey: 6REZ

These solutions to Eq. 3.16 inm ediately give the ground state energy of the gas versus
ke :Fig. iI4 shows the percentage di erence of the ground state energy found by this
m inin ization procedure and that of 240 particles found by diagonalizing H .¢¢ In Eq. 3.7.
We see in Fig. 14 that or k¢ j< 10 the energy di erence is less than 05% . As k¢ J
gets larger the di erence increases, but in the range shown the di erence is always less than

15% .

Another result from 310 isthe fact that in the largeN lin it the comm utator H cee;R ]!
0. Thus for any operator that is sokly a function of the hyperradiis S R) the ground

stateDexpect%tjon valie ;n the large N lin it is given by the operator evaluated at R?

min’/
ie. O RY = & RY,). This tells us that the Jarge N lin i wavefunction is given by
RO 125 R)° = ® Ry4). We can pertutb this slightly and say that the ground

state hyperradial wavefiinction can be approxin ated by a very narrow G aussian centered
atRuin- To nd the width of this gaussian we approxin ate Vs about Ry, 1, as a hamm onic
oscillator with massm and frequency !o. Wemay nd !, by ocomparing the oscillator
potentialw ith the second order Taylor series about Ry, i, I Verr , 1e.

1 @%Vees
En: @R®

317)

0—RrO
R™=Rpin
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P
Thee ective hyperradialoscillator length of R N D=2 G R) isthengivenby Iy = ~=m !,.

The breathing m ode frequency isnow sinply found to be !: The frequency in Eq.3.17
is In units of the non-interacting energy, so to get back to conventionalunitswe m uliply by

Eyr=~. From Eq. 310 we know thatm = mEy:N lR?i,  =~*. Noting that N IR?i , =
PEy=~! this keads to

\4
noq Q%v,
13-tC et : (3.18)
Exi: @R ™ R%=R?

for !'§, the breathing m ode frequency In units of the trap frequency. Using Eq. 3.11 and

substituting in Eq. 3.16 to evaluate at them nimum gives that

S
1

a .
ijn

12 = 5

W enote that this isnow dependent only on thevalue ofks ,ie. fora xed ks thepredicted
breathing m ode is lndependent of the num ber of atom s In the system In the arge N lim it.

T his prediction can be com pared w ith that predicted by the sum rule using the form ula
found by the authors of Ref. P2]:

g = 4+ §Ejnt:
2Ep,

(319)

Here E ;,+ and Ey, are the expectation values of the interaction potential and the oscillator
potential In the ground state respectively. If we Insert the expectation values predicted here

by the K ham onicm ethod we nd

s
k
o= 4+ 3 O;f :
Substiuting 316 orks gives
s
1
B _
'v= 5 RO

which agrees exactly w ith the frequency predicted in Eq. 3.19. F ig. 15 show s the breathing
m ode frequency predicted by Eq. 319 versusk; . W e see the sam e behavior in thisplot as

was seen in Fig. 11 where the breathing m ode frequency dives to zero asks ! ke .-
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FIG .15: The breathing m ode (in oscillator units) in the large N lin i versus k¢ . Note that as

ke ! ke o the frequency drops to zero as the localm inin um disappears.
IVv. SUMMARY AND PROSPECTS

W e have dem onstrated an altemative approach to describbing the physics of a trapped
degenerate Fem i gas from the point of view of an ordinary linear Schrodinger equation
w ith two body, m icroscopic Interactions. T he use of a hypersoherical varational trial wave
function whose hyperangular behavior is frozen to be that of the K ham onic yields a one—
dim ensional e ective potential B.8) in a collective coordinate, the hyperradius R . This
approach yields an intuitive understanding ofthe energy and size ofthe DFG in term sof fa—
m iliar Schrodinger quantum m echanics. P erhaps surprisingly, this approxin ation gives good
results for the ground state energy, m s radius and peak num ber density of the gas. These
are all in quantitative agreem ent with HF , whilk the breathing m ode frequency com pares
well w ith that found using the sum rul m ethod, but gives a qualitative in provem ent over
the lowest calculated HF radial excitation frequencies.

T he work presented here hasbeen lim ited to the case of lled energy shells, ie. \m agic
num bers" of atom s, and it should be readably generalizable, w ith m inor extensions, to open
shellsaswell. T he present resultsare 1in ited to a soherically sym m etric trap . G eneralization
to an cylindrically symm etric \cigar" trap should be possble with a Judicious choice of
coordinates, and w ill be presented elsew here.

For strongly attractive Interactions, this picture predicts an instability in the DFG 1In

a m anner qualitatively sin ilar to the physics of the \Bosenova".f}] For the gas to rem ain
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stable across the BEC-BC S crossover regin e the strength of Interaction potentialm ust be

bounded from below, ks >  1531. Prelin inary results from another study!P4] indicate
that renom alization ofthe singular -function interaction accom plishes precisely that, and
apparently prevents collapse. T he full interrelation between this picture and that ofpairing

In the BECBCS crossover region is beyond the scope of this study and is a sub gct that

w illbe relegated to future publications.
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APPENDIX A:HYPERRADIAL SOLUTION TO THE NON-INTERACTING

OSCILLATOR

W ew ish to derive Eq. 215, the nodeless hyperradial solution to the Schrodinger equation
forN non-interacting particles in an isotropic oscillator. T he Schrodinger equation for this

system is given by
" #

pal 2 1
ri+§m!212i E =0 Al

i=1
where ¥ ;%,; i1 are the cartesian coordinates for each atom from the trap center.
To begin we exam ine the radial Schrodinger equation for a single particle in an isotropic
trap

_Nziz L-'-]')+}|22 £\ ()= 0: @2)
om  dr? r? S A A

T he solution to this iswell known and is given by

1
1, +1=2 ﬁ @ 3)

rf. (r)= A, exp =21 n 7

IR

p
wihenergy E, = ~! @n+ ‘+ 3=2)wherel=  ~=m ! and n isthenumber ofradialnodes

in the wavefiinction.
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2.} yields a Schrodinger equation that separates into hyperradial and hyperangular pieces.
T he hyperangular solution is a hyperspherical harm onic that diagonalizes 2:The resulting
hyperradial Schrodinger equation is given by

4 # K K+ 1) 1
+-M !’R* E R V7p = 0: 4
2R dR 2 R? 2 ®) ®d
where K = + 3@ 1)=2. Comparing this with Eq. 1A2 we see that if we m ake the
substitutions ! K,n! ,m ! M,r ! R andrf, @) ! R® Y2pF . R) the

single particle radial Schrodinger equation becom es the N particle hyperradial Schrodinger
equation. W ith these replacem ents the solution is evidently

K+1
R2

K+ 1=2
L Tz

. R
ROV D25 . R)=1A 4 exp R=2L T ; A5@))

jo
where L, = = N and is the number of hyperradial nodes n the N body system . For
= 0 this is the sam e hyperradial wavefinction written in Eq. 2.15. The total energy is

given by
3N
2

3
EK=~!2+K+5 =~ 2 + + A5D))

Now that we have a hyperspherical solution we can com pare it wih the solution to Eq.

=

written In tem s of Independent particle coordinates @ ;% ; 5% ). This equation is

it

clearly ssparabl In each coordinate #;, and its solution is a product of N singlke particke

waveflinctions

bal
= f @y, (1)

=1
W here f,,., () isgiven by Eq. & 3, ! ; are the spherical polar angular coordinates of the ith
particlke and yy, (!) isa nom al 3D spherical ham onic. The energy for this lndependent

particle solution is given by
" #
an X
E = ~! 74‘ (an_+ ‘i) : (A6)
=1
Now that we have seen that Eq. Al is ssparable in both hyperspherical and independent

2 4+ = @Cni+ Y): AT



W e should note that this does not m ean that the lndependent particle solution and the hy—
persoherical solution are the exact sam g, only that the hyperspherical solution F R ) ()

m ust be a linear com bination of independent particle soluitions of the sam e energy.

APPENDIX B:PROOF OF THEOREM :_]-.:

Here we will use the results from Appendix A to prove theorem 1. W e proceed by
assum Ing that there exists a fully antisym m etric, ground state, hypersoherical solution to
the Schrodinger equation for N non-interacting fermm ions in an isotropic trap w ith energy
given by Eq. A5b) with > 0. Ifwe can show that this kads to a contradiction then we
have, from equation A}, that there isonly one for all of the ground state con gurations.
From Appendix A we know that this hyperspherical solution must be a linear com bination
of antisym m etric, degenerate, ground state solutions in independent particle coordinates

X
Fx R) (7 17 270 n)= D @;®;us®; 17 273 n)

whereeach D isofthe o ofEqg.2.13, isused to distinguish between degenerate states

soin coordinates ( 1; 27y ) In . W e now note that the hyperradius R is com pltely
symm etric under all transpositions of particle coordinates, thus all of the transposition

symm etry must be contaned in the function (). From () we oconstruct a new
com pltely antisym m etrized hypersoherical solution Fox R ) ( ) which has energy
3N
E = ~! + —
2

Use of Egs. A5 () and A} gives

)
i

_Ey: 3N
o2 ey
h P i
whereEy = ~! 3N=2+ Bill (2n;+ YY) isthe ground state energy as de ned by any of
the functions D frigliil . Thusournew function Fox R) ( ) has energy
E = ENI 2

which would lie below the ground state energy, a contradiction unless = 0.
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In the above analysiswe assum ed a degenerate set of solutions at the ground state energy.
For non-degenerate solutions the proofbecom es trivial, as any nondegenerate solution must
be the sam e no m atter w hat coordinate system it is expressed in. From this the rest of the

proof ollow s in the sam e way, and the nal, unique for this system isgiven by Eq. B,

= — B2)

APPENDIX C:CALCULATION OF THE SWAVE INTERACTION M ATRIX

ELEM ENT

To caloulate Cy it is usefill to start with a m ore general Interaction. W e assum e that
the Interaction term in the totalN body Ham iltonian is such that at a xed hyperradius

Uine (®35) is separable into a hyperradial function tim es a hyperangular integral, ie.
Uine @5) Vi, R)Vy () Cc1

From properties ofthe -fiinction and Eq.'24 it iseasy to sethatthe Uy, ) = g ° ®) ts

this criteria. W hile Vi () m ight have som e very com plex form , it w illbe seen shortly that
only the form ofV,;, R) and Uy, (&) willm atter.
* +
X
Uerr R) = Uine (e53)
>3

wemay again use the antisymm etry of  toexchangex; ! = and ;! = and arrive at

N 1
Ueer R) = (Nf)h Uine 1) 1:

From Eq.C1 we can write that
Uetr R)= % R) c2)

Where =h ¥ ()j 1iisthe analogue ofgCy=N>? in Eq. 35. To nd wemay

substitute in thede nition () from Eq. 216 muliplyingby R ® G R)* on both sides,

integrating over R and using Eq. C1 to replace V,;, R)V, () gives a sin pk equation
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that m ay be solve for

- C3@)
Z
= R™ G R)’V,, R)AR C30))
Z
¥
=w) d&’rD friglii 1 C3(@)

=1

Upne @1)D ffiglj: 1

whereD frg) , isthe Slter detem inant de ned n Eq. 213 and G R) isde ned as in

o -
Eg.2.05.W ehave also used that fact that R* ' drd = d’r; 13]. can now be found

=1
as a ratio of two integrals.

The integral, , on the LHS of Eq. C3 (@) can be calculated directly. The integral, ,

on the RHS of Eq. C3(a) is now a diagonal, determ inantal m atrix elem ent. may be
drastically sin pli ed by using the orthogonality of the singk partick basis functions (for
details see 5], x6-1).
1 ¥ 7
= 5 d3r1d3r2 (C 4)
i3=1
i @) 5 @) Uine @21) 5 @) 5 @) .
1
mems, 1 @) 5 @)Une @) 1 @) 5 @)

W here ; () isthe ith sihglk particle spatial wave function that appears in the product in
Eq. 213 ie.

ri@=Ny exp F=2F @=L @=)? vy, (1) C5)

W ith this resul we can now specify to the swave Interaction. Following Eq. C1 we
may dentify Uy @1) ! g ° @) and Vo;, R) ! 1=R3. W ih this and Eq. 2.15, the

Integral in C3 ) is found to be

= : Co)
L3 +

Evaliatihng Eq. €4 begins by integrating the -finction over . This is sinple and we
can clkarly see that the two tem s in the integral n Eq. C4 have a common factor of
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i )T 35 )T . Factoring this out gives

1 nam,, Fnis@)Tise)d: (o)
i3=1

This sum runs over all spatial and spIn quantum numbers in a lled energy shell, we m ay

break this up Into to factors, a spin sum and a space sum

=2
_g
2 ms,m 55
Mgy M sy= 1=2 | |
g 3 X 2 X 2
Fr j o @)] j @)]
| |
g 3 X 2 X 2
=g dn J @)] J @) C8)

where the G reek ketters and stand forthe set of spatialquantum num bers fn; Y;m g. The
P
soin sum is trivial and is given by = 1 mema, = 2.Wemay now calculate

ms; m sj: 1=
Cy Prany given Ikd energy shellusing Eq. €§ and plugging into the relationship
N 3=2

CN = — (C9)
9

Thishasbeen done forthe rst 100 Iled shells the results ofwhich are summ arized by F ig.
1. Cy fora selection of shells is given In tablk 1.

Toextract Cy mthelmitasN ! 1 wemay exam ine the expression for i Eq. C8.
W e m ay note that the sum ®) = F 3 (r)j2 is the de nition of the density of a spin
polarized degenerate ferm igas of non-interacting particles in an isotropic oscillator. In the
ImitwhereN ! 1 the trap energy of the non-interacting gas dom inates the total energy.
This m eans that the Thom asFem i approxin ation becom es exact In this Im it. Thus we
m ay w rite that

om  ? m 122 77

1
52 L —

®) = C10@))

N, = J&r @ C10(®))

s

the num ber of particles w ith the sam e spIn proction m ;. The system we are considering is
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an equalspin m xture so that N« = N4 = N=2. Thuswe ndthat = ~! (3N )l=3.PJuggjng

this into Eq. C 8 gives

z
=g [ Ofdr
r
_ 2256N 77 ot
9 3315 B
W e insert this into Eq. C3wih Eq.C6 to nd that
3N
r + —
2 256 .., 2
Cy = = N C12)
3315 3 L3801
2
Using Eq.3.4a forthe large N behaviorof ,inthelmiN ! 1
r
C 232 g C13)
Y7 3353

which is the quoted large N behavior in Eq.3.6.
It should be said that the sam e form alisn that ispresented in thispaper can be applied to
this system in center ofm ass coordinates. This isdone by st choosing an appropriate sst

p— P,
of Jacobicoordinates. x; = = @3+ 1) ; 1 B=1 5, fori= 1; N 1 w ith the center
P p—
ofm ass vector de ned as %4, = EI: 1 %= N . Hyperangular coordinates are now used to
P
describe the 3N 3 degrees of freedom in the Jaccbicoordinates where R? = IJL 11
P

Ij:lrﬁ ¥, =N .The3N 4 hyperanglks needed are now de ned with respect to the

XN =

lengths of the Jacobi vectors in the sam e way as in Egs. 2.3 and 2.4. Under this coordinate

transfomm ation we nd the Ham iltonian to be given by
H = HCM + HR,‘

W hereH .y istheham iltonian forthe center ofm ass coordiatez,, andHy,; isan operator

entirely de ned by hypersoherical coordates, ie.

< 2 1 2.2
H = —r1r +-m!“x
o T g an
2 2 X
~ l @ 3N 4 @ l 2 2
Hg, = — —R — — + -M !“R°+ Uine (3
i oM R 4 Q@R QR R2 2 .. ne G53)
J
W ith this Ham itonian we m ake the ansatz that forH = E , = ® @)G R) ()

where isa wave function descrbing the center ofmassmotion, G R) is a nodeless hy—

perradial function and () is the lowest hyperspherical ham onic in the 3N 4 angular
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coordinates. W e are then looking forthem atrixelementh H g, J 1iwherethe ntegralis
taken over allhyperangles at xed R . Theoram 1 still applies w ith the added idea that is
given by the lowest swave state ofthe center ofm ass in an oscillator. From here the analysis
presented In this section for trap centered coordinates stillholdsw ith the added change that
the din ension of the hyperradial integral n Eq. C3 b) is three din ensions an aller. This
Jeads to a factor in the interaction m atrix elem ent given by

L3N D ?

2

For an aller N this factor changes the Interaction considerably, but for larger N i quickly
goesto 1. Thus, In the arge N from lin it, besides extracting the center of m ass \sloshing"
m odes, there is very little di erence from the trap center coordinate system s in this Jacobi
coordinate form aliam .

VI. APPENDIX D:CALCULATING )

W e start from Eq. 314

Z Z
=N d&RR™'F R)F d )3 ()F:
R )
Ifwecan nd d °@g)j ()3 then wehave the solution. From Eqg. 2.4 and properties
ofthe -function wem ay say that
Z
N d @) (Of-=

; :
W e multiply this on both sides by the non-nteracting hyperradial finction R® ! G R))°

and integrate overR .
Z 7

2
N @) OF 6 R)'RY TaRd = %R“ "R O1)
Tnserting G R) from Eq. 2.3 to the right hand side is gives
GRN 5 .. [ 30 1)=2]
n=rsn o BT T3 =z bz@)
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From the de nition of  in Eq. 2.06 we see that the kft hand side of D 1 is a detemm i
nantalm atrix elem ent of a singlke particle operator ntegrated over all independent particle

coordinates.

A Z W
N *m)i ()7 6 R)'RYM 'dRd =N drD frog., @)

O 2[))

W here D frigljzl is the Slater determ inant wave fiinction de ned in Eq. 2.13. Referring
to the de nition ofthe density in Eq.'3.13 we see that this is m erely the peak density of
the non-interacting system 1 (0). Thus

B 3N =2] )
[ 3N 1)=2]

= NI (0)N3:2

T he peak density is then given by

R™ ' F ®R)J
R3

©) = dr

which iswhat we were seeking to show .
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