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We report a model-independent measurement of the entropy, energy, and crit-
ical temperature of a degenerate, strongly interacting Fermi gas of atoms. The
total energy is determined from the mean square cloud size in the strongly
interacting regime, where the gas exhibits universal behavior. The entropy
is measured by sweeping a bias magnetic field to adiabatically tune the gas
from the strongly interacting regime to a weakly interacting regime, where
the entropy is known from the cloud size after the sweep. The dependence of
the entropy on the total energy quantitatively tests predictions of the finite-

temperature thermodynamics.

Strongly interacting Fermi gases are of great interestheg ¢xhibit universal thermody-
namic behavior, where the properties are independent afdatasls of the microscopic interac-

tions (/,1213)4). These gases provide models for testing nonperturbatare/rbody theories in
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a variety of fields from neutron stars and nuclear maiigf, 2, [7) to quark-gluon plasmas)
and high temperature superconduct@)s (Hence, thermodynamic experiments on strongly
interacting Fermi gases are of great importance.

In studies of the thermodynamics of these systems, wherenthmetry is difficult [{0),
entropy measurement plays a central and fundamental raerelddrt the measurement of the
entropys of a strongly interacting Fermi gas as a function of its tetergye . The results yield
the temperature via the elementary thermodynamic relaticit = @S=QE . Our experiments
quantitatively test recent predictions of the entropy dase microscopic many-body theory,
yield the dependence of the energy on temperature, andhatethe critical temperature for
the superfluid transition without invoking any specific tretecal model.

Strongly-attractive Fermi gases exhibit both fermionid &osonic features, and have been
studied intensely for several years in the@hl{ 2,[73,19) and experiment{[/4,[/5)16,[17,18,19).
Measurements of the heat capacg)(and collective mode damping versus ene2i) feveal
transitions in behavior, which have been interpreted aparfluid transition in this syster2@).
Recently, the observation of vorticéx] has provided a definitive proof of a superfluid phase.
However, there have been no model-independent studies ¢ifighmodynamic properties.

A strongly interacting Fermi gas is prepared using a 50:5¢ume of the two lowest hy-
perfine states ofLi atoms in an ultrastable CQOaser trap with a bias magnetic field of 840
G just above a broad Feshbach resonanae at 834 G (23). The gas is cooled to quantum
degeneracy by lowering the trap depth by a factor afooo (/). Following forced evaporation,
the trap depthy, is recompressed t0,=k; = 10 K, which is large compared to the energy per
particle of the gas. Herk; is the Boltzmann constant. After this procedure, the ihdreergy
is close to that of the ground state, as described below.

At the final trap depth, the measured trap oscillation fregies in the transverse directions

are!, = 2 670 Hz and!, = 2 760 Hz, while the axial frequency is, = 2 30



Hz @ 840 G and!, = 2 32 Hz @ 1200 G. Note that axial frequencies differ due to
the small change in the trapping potential arising from tiaes Imagnetic field curvature. The
total number of atomsl / 1:3(02) 10° is obtained from absorption images of the cloud
using a two-level optical transition at 840 G. The correspog Fermi energyE and Fermi
temperaturer; for an ideal (noninteracting) harmonically trapped gashattrap center are
Er = kgTp ~1 3N ), where! = (1,.!,!,)!. For our trap conditions, we obtain
Tz 7 10 K.

The total energy per particle, of the strongly interacting gas is measured in a model-
independent way from the mean square size in the axial dire¢f). In this strongly interact-
ing regime, the zero energy s-wave scattering lengtis large compared to the interparticle
spacing, which is large compared to the range of the two-tdyaction, so that the gas is uni-
versal @}[7]13). Then, the local pressure®s= 2E=3, wherek is the local energy densit@().
Using force balance for a trapping potentiglr P + nr U = 0, wheren is the local density,

one then obtains the total energy per particle 3m ! 2 hz?ig (1 ) or

E hsz.34o
— = 1 ; 1
B 2 a ) (1)

wherehz?ig,, is the mean square axial cloud size measured at 840 Gnaiscthe °Li mass.
Here,zZ is defined by3m ! 2z  E, and is weakly dependent on the magnetic field through
the trap frequencies. The correction factor arises from anharmoniciti24)) in the shallow
trapping potentiati, * 10E; used in the experiments. We find thawaries from 3% at our
lowest energies to 13% at the highest.

The entropy of the strongly interacting gas at 840 G is dategthusing an adiabatic sweep
of the magnetic field to a relatively weakly-interactingiraeg at 1200 G, where a reference
entropy can be estimated from the mean square axial cloechsiz,,,,. At 1200 G,as =

. rp—
2900 bohr 23), andkras = 0:75 for our shallow trap, withky = = 2m kg Tp =~2. At



kra = 0:75, we expect that the dependence of the entropy on the cloadbkizuld be close
to that of an ideal noninteracting Fermi gas with primarilgraall mean-field reduction in
the ground state cloud size. This conjecture is supporteithdypbserved ballistic expansion
of the cloud at 1200 G, even at our lowest temperatures, wstichvs that the gas is nearly
normal. We also find that the calculated ideal gas entrodgrdiffrom a many-body result
for kras = 0:75 (25) by less than 1% over the range of energies we studied, eatepe
point of the lowest energy, where they differ by 10%. For tamparison, we slightly shift the
ground state size of the ideal gas to coincide with that ¢aed fork: as = 0:75. Hence, the
reference entropy at 1200 G is nearly identical in shapeabftr an ideal gas, and provides a
model-independent estimate of the entropy of the stromgéracting gas.

Ideally, a sweep from 840 G to a magnetic field of 528 G, wheeesttattering length van-
ishes, would produce a noninteracting gasa; = 0), where the entropy is precisely known.
Unfortunately, adiabatic formation of molecul@g) and subsequent molecular decay at fields
below resonancé/ ) cause unwanted heating for such a downward sweep.

To measure the entropy as a function of energy, we start witbreergy near the ground
state and controllably increase the energy of the gas bgsielg the cloud for an adjustable
time and then recapturing it, as described previol&y. (After recapture, the gas is allowed to
reach equilibrium for 0.7 s. This thermalization time is &ed for measurement of the ground
state size, where no energy is added.

After equilibrium is established, the magnetic field is eitramped to 1200 G over a period
of 1 s, or the gas is held at 840 G for 1 s. In either case, aftertiiesgas is released from
the trap for a short time to increase the transverse dimemdithe cloud for imaging, without
significantly changing (less than 0.5%) the measured aloabicsize.

We find that the magnetic field sweep is nearly adiabatic,esthe mean square size of

the cloud at 840 G after a round-trip-sweep of 2 s duratiorisél to be within 3% of that



obtained after a hold time of 2 s at 840 G. However, we also fainddir shallow trap that there
is a magnetic field and energy independent heating rate,hwddoses the mean square size
to slowly increase at a rate of2i = 0:024 z2=s, corresponding t@4 nK/s in energy units.
Since we desire the energy and entropy just after equildratve subtractz2i 1 s from the
measured mean square axial dimensions for both the 840 G20{1@ data. The maximum
correction is 5% at the lowest energies.

Fig.[1 shows the ratio of the mean square axial cloud size @ 2 (measured after the
sweep) to that at 840 G (measured prior to the sweep), as adarmnd the energy of the strongly
interacting gas at 840 G. The energy at 840 G is directly nredsuom the axial cloud size at
840 G using Ed.]1. The displayed ratio and energy scale agpamtient of the atom number
and trap parameters. This is accomplished by measuring ¢a@ sguare sizes at each field in
units of zZ for the given field and atom number. The total data compriser@@asurements
which have been averaged in energy bins of width= 004E ;.

The red solid line shows the predictions obtained by eqgdtie entropies calculated at
1200 G and near resonan@). The predicted curve exhibits a rapid drop followed by a
slower decline to unity, in very good agreement with the datdne low and high energy re-
gions. However, the data deviate significantly from the texh in the region centered near
E E,’ 04Eg,wWhere the entropy changes behavior as described below.

We note that potential energy has been measured previou$li i(27) at a Feshbach res-
onance and after an adiabatic sweep to the noninteractijignee In Ref. 27), the resulting
potential energy ratios are given as a function of the teatpes of the noninteracting gas.
In contrast, by exploiting universality, our cloud sizeioatare referred to the total energy in
the strongly interacting regime, which enables a measuneofes & ) andT for the strongly
interacting gas.

For our measurements of& ), the origin fors = 0is determined by the cloud sizes* i,



for the ground states at 840 G and 1200 G. These sizes aratsdifnom the data at the lowest
temperatures. In the harmonic approximation, the grouate sibeysw?i,=zZ = (3=4)p_,
where 1+ isthe ratio of the energy per particle of the strongly intérey gas to that
of a noninteracting gas with the same densi|(2l[/). At our lowest temperatures, including
anharmonicity arising from the gaussian trapping potémtia,, we find .. = 0350 (0:04)

at 840 G. For our trap parameters, this corresponds o  0:54 (0:04) at 834 G, using the

estimate of Ref.[38). Our result is in good agreement with recent measuremeagsdoon

the axial cloud size, where = 0:554(0:02) (29), = 054 005= 0:12) (27) and with
recent calculations, = 056(7), = 0545(30), = 0564 (28). Using our measured
-« = 050, the ground state energy per particle for the strongly aatng gas is/20)

Eo= (3=4)p_ Er, yieldingE, = 053E; andhz?iy=z2 = 055at 840 G.

We can predict the ground state cloud size at 1200 G usingdghatien of state at zero
temperature. An approximate equation of state for the cbarpotential versus local density,

@), is given in Ref.28). Very good agreement with quantum Monte Carlo calculatirsn

obtained for negative scattering lengths, which is theargif interest to us. We invert the
equation of state to finel ( ), and then using = , Uy, We determine the density for
a gaussian potentiat.., to include anharmonicity. Normalization to the number afnas
yields the global chemical potential, and the mean square cloud size. At 1200 G, where
kras = 0:75, we findhz?iy=22 = 0:69. Our measurements at the lowest temperatures yield
hz*iy=7Z = 0:72(0:02) at 1200 G, in agreement with the calculated value. Hencentat1200
G and 840 G, we obtain clouds nearly in the ground state ancbiinesponding cloud size ratio
0:72=0:55 = 1:31 shown in Fig[l.

To convert the data of Figl 1 into an entropy measurementaleilate the entropy at 1200
G as a function of the ratigz*i hz?iy)=z2, which is determined from the axial cloud size data

at 1200 G. This method automatically assures that 0 corresponds to the measured ground



statehz?i, at 1200 G, and compensates for small shifts between thela@duand measured
ground state sizes. Thes,[(z®i hz?iy)=z% ]is obtained from a many-body calculation at
kras = 0:75,assuming an isotropic gaussian trapping potential, wéitbmatically corrects
for anharmonicity 25 37). As discussed above, nearly identical results are oldaiinee
assume that the entropy at 1200 G is that of an ideal Fermingagisame potential.

Fig.[2 shows the entropy (blue dots) of the strongly inténgagas at 840 G as a function of
its energy intherangé E E,)=Ery 1:4. The maximum energy is restricted to avoid
evaporation in the shallow trap, which can reduce the enanglythe atom number during the
time of the magnetic field sweep. The entropy of the stronglracting gas differs significantly
from that of an ideal gas (lower orange dot-dash line), wiiak a larger ground state energy
E;o = 05Er, SOthatE;;, E, = 022E;. To compare the curve shape for the measured
entropy to that of an ideal gas, the ideal gas entropy is aéttep with its energy origin shifted,
sothats = 0atE E, = 0(upper orange dot-dashed line). In addition, the data argpeoed
to predictions in the resonant regime based on pseudogepyt{®,3/) (dotted red line) and
quantum Monte Carlo methods (dashed green |i5i&)303).

The temperature is determined in a model-independent mémme 1=T = @S=QRE. This
requires parameterizing the ® ) data to obtain a smooth curve. The simplest assumption
consistentwitts £ = E,) = 0is to approximate the data by a power lavEin E,. However,
one expects that below and above the superfluid transitiamc@tical energye ., the power law

exponents will be different. This suggests the simple form,

E E,
ScE) = kga —— for 0 E Eq E¢
Eg
d
E E
Ss€) = S.E.) ° for E E, Eg 2)
Ec EO

where the fit parameters aseb;d andEk .. A fit with this parametrization yields a* per degree

of freedom’ 1, a factor of 2 smaller than that obtained by fitting a single@odaw to all of the
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data. However, Eq.J2 ignores the smooth transition in sl@aem,., as required for continuity
of the temperature, since the detailed critical behaviar Be is not resolvable in our data.

Fitting the data of Fig.12 with Ed.]2, the critical energy isifal to be €. E()=Er =
0:41 005, with a corresponding critical entropy per partide= 2:7( 02)kz. BelowE,
the entropy varies withenergy as € ) = ks @6 02)[E E )=E; * °% Abovek,,
weobtains, )=k 40 02)[E Ey)=E* %% We find that the variances afand
b have a positive correlation, so thate ) is determined more precisely than the independent
variation ofa andbwould imply. The change in behavior negyg is shown clearly in the inset
of Fig.[2 and in the log-log plot of Fid.l 3.

The power law exponent below,, b= 0:61, falls between that of an ideal harmonically-
trapped Fermi gas, where a Sommerfeld expansion at lowggelgiss / & E, )™ and
that of an ideal harmonically-trapped Bose-Einstein cosdee, wheres / & E,)*™*. By
contrast, above ., the exponenti = 0:45, is close to the result we obtain by fitting a power
law to the entropy of an ideal gas, i.8; & E:) / E E1)® Inthis casep= 0485
forE E;, below0:41E; andb= 0:452 above. This is consistent with the cloud size ratios
shown in Fig[l, which converge to unity at higher energies.

The fit parameters from the data can be compared to thosenetitiiom fits to the theo-
retical curves shown in Figl 2. The pseudogap the@syJI) predictsE, E, = 036Ey,
ands. = 2:16N k. Using Eq[2 to fit the theoretical curve below the prediatedwe find
S< E) = kg 4244 0003) [E E,)=Ep ** 99 For the quantum Monte Carlo treat-
ment 32,133), which predictse . E, = 032Ey, we finds, = 217N kg, ands. ) =
ks @35 005) [E E,)=Ep *3 9997 Here the error estimates do not include the error in
the theoretical curves. The small variances indicate tleapower law fit closely approximates
the theory, showing that EQl 2 is a reasonable parametizati

The energy versus temperatiEeT ) is determined from the derivative of the fit function



SE). ForE E
E E, abr t»®

- = €

Er Tr

From the best fit to the entropy data, where= 46, b = 061, E. = 041E;, we obtain
€ Eo)=Er = 14 (I=Tr)**"

We estimate the critical temperature using the measured value Bf. E, = (041
0:05)Er. Here, we interprek . as the critical energy for the superfluid transition. We note
that usinge, = 053Ey YieldsE. = (094 0:205)Er. This value is consistent with our
previous measurements based on the heat capacity, wherbsees/e a change in behavior at
E = 0:85Ey (20), and in collective mode dampin@X), where a plot of the damping rate versus
energy (rather than empirical temperature) shows a chamigehavior neak = 101E¢.

Ideally, to obtainT,, the fits & ) should have a continuous slope n@ar Since our fit
function has different slopes above and betoywwe approximate the true slope by the average,

as expected for the tangent to a smooth curve. Invertind Bdelds T=T;

036 [E
Eo)=Er P?° and T..=Tr = 025. Similarly, forE (r) > E., we findT=T; = 056 [E
Eo)=Er ®°> andT. =T = 0:34. Assuming that=T. * 1=T.. + 1=T., we findT =Ty =
029 (002). Here, the error estimate includes the cross correlatiotisal variances o, b, E .,
andd.

The measured critical temperature=T; = 029 (0:02) can be compared to our previous
estimate ofT.=Tr = 027 from an experiment with a model dependent temperaturerealib
tion (20). Moreover, the resulo 29 is in good agreement with predictions for trapped atoms,
0.29 20), 0.30 34), 0.31 30), 0.30 B5), 0.26 {70) and 0.27182/33).

Transition temperatures also have been predicted for ammifjlas ks T.= , = 0:152 (36)
andks T.=, = 0:160 (37). These also can be compared to our measuredere , is the
Fermi energy corresponding to the uniform density. By astirwe determine the ratin=Ty ,

whereTr is the Fermi temperature for a noninteracting gas at theecefia harmonic trap. If
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we assume that, corresponds to the central density of the strongly intérgaas in our trap,
then . = P- k Tr (20). From this, we estimateé =Ty = kg T.=( Fp ). For Ref.36),
we assume = 0:44 [/), and obtainT =Ty = 023. Ref. (37) calculates = 0:36 yielding

T =Ty = 027.
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Figure 1: Ratio of the mean square cloud size at 120&:G; ., to that at 840 Ghz?ig,,. The
data is obtained by adiabatically sweeping a bias magnetit fiom 840 G, where the Fermi
gas is strongly interacting, to 1200 G where it is weaklynatting.E ¢4, is the total energy of
the strongly interacting gas at 840 G prior to the sweaejis the ground state energy at 840 G,
ande ; the Fermi energy of a noninteracting gas. The solid line shtbe theoretical prediction
based on the calculated entropi2§)( The ratio converges to unity at high energy, as expected
(dashed green horizontal line).
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Figure 2: Measured entropy of a strongly interacting Feras gt 840 G versus its total energy
(blue dots). The entropy is estimated from the measuredidme at 1200 G after an adiabatic
sweep of the magnetic field from 840 G. Lower orange dot-dhsheve— ideal gas entropy;
Upper orange dot-dashed curve— ideal gas entropy with iengrstate energy shifted m,;
Red dots— pseudogap theo®s); Green dashes— quantum Monte Carlo prediciZ).(Inset—
entropy versus energy data showing kneeat E, = 041Eg.
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Figure 3: Power law fits for the measured entropy (blue ddtf)estrongly interacting Fermi
gas at 840 G versus its total energy, showing a transitioelrabior. Red solid lines show the
fitted power laws below and abo¥e. E, = 0:41E;. Dotted black lines show the extended
fits. Note that the fit function does not model the smooth itemsin slope near the critical

energyk ., as required for continuity of the temperature.
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