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W e investigate trapped resonantferm ions with unequalpopulationswithin the localdensity ap-

proxim ation above the super
uid transition tem perature. By tuning the attractive interaction be-

tween ferm ions via Feshbach resonance,the system evolves from weakly interacting ferm igas to

strongly interacting ferm i gas, and �nally becom es bose-ferm i m ixture. The density pro�les of

ferm ions are exam ined and com pared with experim ents. W e also point out the sim ple relation-

ships between the localdensity,the axialdensity,and the gas pressure within the localdensity

approxim ation.

PACS num bers:03.75.Ss,05.30.Fk,34.90.+ q

The experim entalinvestigation ofthe crossover from

the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrie�er(BCS)state to the Bose-

Einstein Condensation (BEC) state induced by Fesh-

bach resonance fortrapped ferm ionic atom ic gaseswith

equal[1, 2, 3, 4, 5]and unequalpopulations [6, 7, 8]

haveattracted lotsofinterestsfrom thephysicscom m u-

nity.Forequalpopulations,the ground stateofthe sys-

tem evolvesfrom weak-coupling BCS to strong-coupling

BEC as the e�ective attraction between two species of

ferm ions becom es strong [9,10,11,12,13,14]. In the

case ofunequalpopulations ofthe two ferm ion species,

the system evolvesfrom a norm alstate,through a spa-

tially inhom ogeneousstate(s)(like Fulde-Ferrell-Larkin-

O vchinnikov (FFLO ) state and/or phase separation)in

theweak-coupling regim eto a bose-ferm im ixturein the

strong-couplingregim e[15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23].

Although m ean-�eld treatm ents can provide a qual-

itative picture,inclusion of
uctuations [9]around the

m ean-�eld solution isnecessary to giveresultswith m ore

quantitative agreem entwith experim ents. Forexam ple,

therm odynam ics[24,25]and density pro�les[13,14]at

�nite tem perature can be properly accounted for only

when pair
uctuationsareincluded.Includingthese
uc-

tuations[26,27]can also givea reasonablevalue forthe

zero-tem peratureuniversal[28,29]param eter� atreso-

nance,though itdoesnotm atch exactly with theQ uan-

tum M onte-Carlo results[12,30,31].

Tillnow,m ostofthe studiesare below the super
uid

transition tem perature. However,above the transition

tem perature,thenorm alferm ion gascan stillbestrongly

interacting and becom es a m ixture of bose and ferm i

gasesin thestrongcouplingregim e.Thesystem provides

agood testinggroundforstronglyinteractingm any-body

theories.

O n the other hand,the therm om etry ofstrongly in-

teracting ferm igasisalso im portantand di�cultin ex-

perim ents [24]. In the case ofnon-interacting ferm ions,

the tem perature can be sim ply m easured by �tting the

density pro�le of trapped ferm ions with the Thom as-

Ferm idistribution. Therm om etry ofstrongly interact-

ing ferm ionswith equalpopulationsrequiresnon-trivial

�tting procedure on the theoretically generated density

pro�les [25]. In the case ofunequalpopulations oftwo

speciesofferm ions,the wing ofthe m ajority com ponent

(excessferm ion)becom esnon-interacting due to the ab-

senceofthem inority com ponent,and thuscan beserved

asa good therm om eter[8].

In this paper,the Nozieres-Schm itt-Rink (NSR) for-

m alism [9]isadopted sinceitisthesim plesttheory that

can continuously bring both the BCS and BEC regim es

respectively forweak and strong coupling lim itstogether

at�nite tem peratures,and also givesa good estim ateof

the universalparam eterin the unitarity lim it as stated

above. The harm onic trapping potentialis considered

within the localdensity approxim ation (LDA).

W e found thatthe Hartree-Fock approxim ation isre-

covered in the weak-coupling regim e,but it is qualita-

tively di�erent from the NSR treatm ent if the system

evolves into a strongly interacting ferm i gas. In the

strong coupling lim it,the system becom es a bose-ferm i

m ixture. An e�ective repulsion between the bosonic

m olecules and ferm ions em erges from the NSR theory.

Notso surprisingly,a sim ilarrepulsive e�ectalso exists

in theinterm ediatecouplingregim efrom theNSR theory

although no bound pairis form ed. The density pro�les

are obtained,com parison and im plication to the recent

experim entarethen discussed.

W eadopted theim plem entation oftheNSR form alism

by thefunctionalintegralm ethod [10].Theaction ofour

system iswritten as

S =

Z

d�d~rf
X

�

 �(@� � r
2
=2m � �� + V (~r)) �

+ g 
"
 
#
 # "g (1)

with attractive coupling constant g < 0. � runs over

up and down spin species,and  � �  �(~r;�) are the

ferm ionic �elds. Two chem ical potentials �� �x the

ferm ion num ber densities inside the trapping potential

V (~r).

By introducingtheHubbard-Stratonovich �eld �(~r;�)

coupled to the pairing �eld  " #,and then integrating
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outthe ferm ion �elds  �,we getthe e�ective action in

term s of�(~r;�). Above the super
uid transition tem -

peraturewith vanishing saddlepoint� 0 = 0,weexpand

the e�ective action around the saddle point up to the

G aussian levelin �(~q;ip n),which gives

Se� = S0 +
X

~q;ipn

�� 1(~q;ipn)j�(~q;ip n)j
2 (2)

where

�� 1(~q;ipn) =
1

L3

X

~k

 
1� nF(�~q=2+ ~k;")� nF(�~q=2� ~k;#)

ipn � �
~q=2+ ~k;"

� �
~q=2� ~k;#

+
1

2�~k

�

�
m

4�a
(3)

with �~k = k2=2m , �~k;� � �~k � �� + V (~r), and nF is

the Ferm idistribution function. The s-wave scattering

length a de�ned by two-body low-energy scattering via

m =4�a = 1=g+ L� 3
P

~k
1=2�~k isto regulatetheultravio-

letdivergence.Following Nozi�eresand Schm itt-Rink [9],

wecan rewritethe free energy

F = F0 �
1

L3

X

~q

Z + 1

� 1

d!

�
nB (!)�(~q;!) (4)

in term s ofthe phase shift �(~q;!) de�ned by �(~q;! +

i0+ ) = j�(~q;!)jexp(i�(~q;!)). F0 is the free energy of

free ferm ions and nB is the Bose distribution function.

The num berequationsaregiven by

n�(~r)= n
0

�(~r)+
1

L3

X

~q

Z + 1

� 1

d!

�
nB (!)

@

@��
�(~q;!) (5)

with the bareoccupation n0�(~r)= L� 3
P

~k
nF(�~k;�).

O ur density pro�les are calculated from Eq.(5). To

clarify the physics,we �rst exam ine two lim iting cases.

In the extrem e weak coupling lim it with a < 0 and

kFjaj � 1, <e�� 1 ’ � m =4�a,with the �rst term in

Eq.(3)contributing a sm allim aginary part.Hence

�(~q;!) ’
4�a

m
=m �� 1(~q;!) (6)

and the second term in Eq.(5)becom es

4�a

m

@

@��

1

L3

X

~q

Z + 1

� 1

d!

�
nB (!)=m �

� 1(~q;!)

= �
4�a

m

@

@��

1

L6

X

~q;~k

nB (�~q=2+ ~k;" + �
~q=2� ~k;#

)

� (1� nF(�~q=2+ ~k;")� nF(�~q=2� ~k;#))

= �
4�a

m

@

@��

1

L6

X

~q;~k

nF(�~q=2+ ~k;")nF(�~q=2� ~k;#)

= �
4�a

m
n
0

� �(~r)
@

@��
n
0

�(~r) (7)

wherethebosedistribution function iselim inated by the

identity,nB (x+ y)(1� nF(x)� nF(y))= nF(x)nF(y).The

occupation in Eq.(5)reducesto

n�(~r) ’ n
0

�(~r)�
4�a

m
n
0

� �(~r)
@

@��
n
0

�(~r)

’
1

L3

X

~k

nF(�~k;� +
4�a

m
n
0

� �(~r)) (8)

The expression is equivalent to the �rst-order Hartree-

Fock (HF)approxim ation to theoriginalHam iltonian in

Eq.(1) with the e�ective coupling constant 4�a=m in-

stead ofthe bareg.

In Fig.1,weplotboth thedensity pro�lesoftheNSR

and HF theories. Atextrem ely sm allkFjaj,asshown in

Fig.1(c),two theoriescoincide with each other.Asthe

interaction param eterincreases,<e�� 1 > � m =4�a due

to the contribution from the �rst term in Eq.(3). The

HF approxim ation overestim atesthe e�ective attractive

interaction. As shown in Fig. 1(b),the HF results for

the m inority com ponent lies above our 
uctuation the-

ory resultsnearthetrap center.Thedeviationsbetween

these two theories are larger for the m inority than the

m ajority com ponent,since the m inority com ponent ac-

tually feels a larger change in e�ective particle energy

(seethe argum entofthe function nF in Eq.(8)).

Upon further increase in kFjaj(Fig. 1(a)),the NSR

theory showseven qualitativedisagreem entwith theHF

results. It can be seen that the m ajority pro�le from

NSR theoryliesabovetheHF resultsnearthetrap center.

Thereason ofthedisagreem entwillbediscussed further

below.

In the strong coupling lim it where a > 0, the two-

particle vertex function �(~q;!) acquires a discrete pole

! = !b(~q)representing the bound state offerm ion-pair.

Around the pole,wecan write

�(~q;!)=
R

� ! + !b(~q)
(9)

with sm all~q,and thedispersion !b(~q)= c0+ c1q
2.Eq.(9)

can also be written as

!b(~q)� ! = R�� 1(~q;!) (10)

Thecoe�cientc 0 can bedeterm ined from putting ~q= 0,

! = c0 into Eq.(10),which gives�
� 1(0;c0)= 0,i.e.,

1

L3

X

~k

 
1� nF(�~k;")� nF(�~k;#)

c0 � �~k;" � �~k;#

+
1

2�~k

!

=
m

4�a
(11)

W e rewritethisform ula as
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1

L3

X

~k

�
1

(c0 + �" + �# � 2V (~r))� 2�~k
+

1

2�~k

�

�
1

L3

X

~k

nF(�~k;")+ nF(�~k;#)

(c0 + �" + �# � 2V (~r))� 2�~k
=

m

4�a
(12)

W ith equal population, the chem ical potential of the

bound state �" = �# < 0,the second term ofthe L.H.S.

ofEq.(12)vanishesattem peraturekB T � j�";#j.There

wecan obtain c0 = �b � �" � �# + 2V (~r),with thebind-

ing energy �b = � 1=m a2 < 0. In our case ofunequal

populations,the chem icalpotentialofexcess(unpaired)

ferm ions�" > 0 and thatofthebound state�# < 0.For

tem peratures kB T � j�bj,we can substitute the above

c0 ofequalpopulation into thesecond term oftheL.H.S.

ofEq.(12),ignore�~k in the denom inator,and obtain for

thisterm � m a2�n0
f
(~r),where �n0

f
(~r)� L� 3

P
~k
nF(�~k;")

can be interpreted asthe occupation due to bare excess

ferm ion.Eq.(12)then gives

1

L3

X

~k

�
1

(c0 + �" + �# � 2V (~r))� 2�~k
+

1

2�~k

�

=
m

4�a
� m a

2
�n

0

f(~r) (13)

hence weget

c0 = �
1

m a2
(1� 4�a3�n0f(~r))

2
� �" � �# + 2V (~r)

’ �b + gbf�n
0
f(~r)� �" � �# + 2V (~r) (14)

with gbf � 8�a=m .

Sim ilarly,R can be determ ined by putting ~q = 0 and

taking the lim it! ! c0 in Eq.(10),

R
� 1 = lim

!! c0

�� 1(0;!)

c0 � !

=
1

L3

X

~k

1� nF(�~k;")� nF(�~k;#)

(�b + gbf�n
0
f
(~r)� 2�~k)

2

’
m 2a

8�

�
1� 4�a3�n0f(~r)

�
(15)

By noticing that,in the denom inatorofthe �rstterm

in Eq.(3),theq2-term canbecom bined with ipn,wefound

�� 1(~q;!)= �� 1(0;! � q2=4m )+ O (q4).Thereforec1 =

1=4m .

In thestrong coupling regim e,thelow-energy e�ective

action can then be written as

Se� = S0 +
X

~q;ipn

(� ipn + !b(~q))�(~q;ipn)�(~q;ipn) (16)

where we identify the boson �eld �(~q;ipn) �

R � 1=2�(~q;ip n),and !b(~q)� �b + gbf�n
0
f
(~r)� �" � �# +

2V (~r)+ q2=4m .Thephaseshiftacrossthepole! = !b(~q)

jum psfrom 0to�,i.e.,�(~q;!)= ��(!b(~q)� !).Noticing

that

@

@�"
�(~q;!) = ��(! � !b(~q))

�

1� gbf
@

@�"
�n

0

f(~r)

�

(17)

@

@�#
�(~q;!) = ��(! � !b(~q)); (18)

and then the num berequation in Eq.(5)gives

n"(~r) = �n
0

f(~r)+

�

nb(~r)� gbfnb
@

@�"
�n

0

f(~r)

�

’ �nf(~r)+ nb(~r) (19)

and

n#(~r)= nb(~r) (20)

with �nf(~r)= L� 3
P

~k
nF(�~k;" + gbfnb(~r)) and nb(~r) =

L� 3
P

~q
nB (!b(~q)). Eqs.(19)-(20) are the num ber equa-

tions in strong coupling lim it. The e�ective interaction

characterized by gbf between thebound pairsand residue

ferm ionsarealready captured in theG aussian level.The

sam e results were also obtained by a low density zero-

tem perature expansion by one ofthe authors [32]and

self-consistentBogoliubov-de-G ennesequationsby Pieri

and Strinati[19],butthisinteraction wasm issing in the

treatm ent ofLiu and Hu [20]. Note also that,in NSR

form alism , nb(~r) and �nf(~r) are not determ ined self-

consistently. Instead, nb(~r) relies (via !b(~q)) only on

the bare�n0
f
(~r),and �nf(~r)dependsthen on nb(~r).

W ith the LDA,the density pro�le ofan anisotropic

harm onic trap can be m apped to a corresponding

isotropic one by rescaling the radialdistances for the

di�erent axes. In the following, we consider only the

isotropiccase.

The density pro�les offerm ions ofup and down-spin

fordi�erentinteraction param eter� 1=kFa are shown in

Fig. 2. The totalpopulationsofthe m ajority speciesis

1:5� 107 with the population im balances50% ,T=TF =

0:2 in the weak-coupling regim esofFig.2(b)-(e).These

param etersare chosen to be close to those in an experi-

m entofM IT [8].Asthe interaction param eterbecom es

stronger,the two species offerm ions are strongly inter-

acting with each otherand the localdensity atthe trap

centerrises.Theexcessferm ionsde�ned bythedi�erence

between thelocaldensitiesofup and down-spin ferm ions

are repelled from the trap center. Thom as-Ferm i�t to

thewing ofthem ajority pro�leareinsensitiveto thein-

teraction param eteralthough theferm ionsdensity pro�le
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canbestronglydeform ed.Itisanevidencetothereliabil-

ityofthetherm om etryfrom theexcessferm ions.Because

oftheattractiveinteraction from down-spin ferm ion,the

pro�leofthe Thom as-Ferm i�talwaysliesbelow thatof

up-spin ferm ion. W hen we increase kFa furtherclose to

theunitarity lim it(Fig.2(b)),thereisadram aticchange

in density pro�les. The bound pairs are close to being

bose-condensed. It explains why both species strongly

peak nearthetrap centerand thedensity pro�lesbehave

qualitatively di�erently from that ofthe HF results,as

discussed above. The case ofstrong coupling regim e is

shown in Fig. 2(a)where a large population im balance

waschosen to avoid the bose-condensation ofthe bound

pairs.

Nearthe resonance,the NSR theory m ay break down

dueto theunphysical(non-positivede�nite)susceptibil-

ity m atrix @n�=@��0 [23].W echecked thatthe suscepti-

bilitym atrixispositivede�nitewith thesam eparam eters

used in Fig.2.TheNSR theory doesnotbreak down at

thispointin ourproblem .

To com pareourresultm oredirectly with experim ents

(see Fig. 1 in Ref. [8]),the colum n densitiesare shown

in Fig. 3. The colum n density ncol(�) can be obtained

from the localdensity n(r)by

ncol(�)�

Z 1

� 1

dxn(r)=

Z 1

�

dr
2r

p
r2 � �2

n(r) (21)

W e also plotthe Thom as-Ferm i�tto the wing ofthe

up-spin ferm ions,and the non-interacting ferm ionspro-

�le with the the sam e totalpopulation and tem perature

asthatofthedown-spin ferm ions.Becauseofstrong at-

traction around the trap center,the interacting pro�les

alwayslieabovethenon-interacting onenearthecenter.

Com pared with a recentexperim ent[8],wefound only

som e qualitative sim ilarities but also rather signi�cant

disagreem ents. The cloud sizes are found to be sm aller

than theirnon-interactingcounterparts,asin theexperi-

m ents.However,experim entallythedensitypro�lesdevi-

atefrom thenon-interactingonesm ainly forthem ajority

cloud but not so m uch for the m inority cloud,whereas

we found signi�cante�ects ofthe attractive interaction

on both. Experim entally,the density pro�le ofthe m a-

jority particlesactually liesbelow the �nite tem perature

non-interacting �t ofthe wings at where the m inority

com ponent appears,though this de�cit decreases when

1=kFa increases. O ur calculated results give a density

pro�leabovethis�t,asexpected from attractiveinterac-

tion between theparticles.W ith increasing 1=kFa,there

is a larger and larger enhancem ent of the actualden-

sity pro�leoverthe�tto thewings.A possiblesourceof

disagreem entisthatourcurrentunderstandingoftheex-

pansion dynam icsisnotsu�ciently quantitative,so that

thescaling factorsfortheinteracting gasnearthecenter

versusthatofthenon-interactingparticlesnearthewing

aredi�erentfrom whatwasused in Ref.[8].

Forthem inority com ponent,ourdensity pro�leshows

strong e�ects of the e�ective attractive interaction,so

that it peaks m uch m ore strongly near the trap center

than acorrespondingnon-interactingdistribution asseen

in Fig.3.(whereasexperim entallyitcan be�tted wellby

the non-interacting pro�le). W e found that,even above

the transition tem perature as it is here,the di�erence

between them ajority and m inority com ponents(i.e.,the

excess ferm ion density) seem s to decrease when 1=kFa

increases.Thistrend alreadyexistsin theHF results(see

Fig.1 and discussionsabove).Itcan also beunderstood

as an e�ective repulsive interaction between the bosons

on theexcessferm ions,so thatthelatterarepushed out

from thetrap center(c.f.Fig.2,especially2(a)and (b)),

though thise�ectisnotso evidentin thecolum n density

pro�ledue to the integration.

In the following,we wantto pointoutthat,fora har-

m onic trap within the localdensity approxim ation,the

axialdensity (from integration ofthe localdensity) di-

rectly providesusthelocalgaspressureP ,and theorig-

inallocaldensity can be easily read outfrom the slope

ofaxialdensity pro�le. Thus the axialdensity directly

givesus the equation ofstate (P asa function ofn)at

the given tem perature.

At a given tem perature, generaltherm odynam ic re-

lation gives dP (r) = n(r)d�(r) where �(r) � (�"(r)+

�#(r))=2 (Note that�"(r)� �#(r) is independent ofr).

W ithin the LDA,we can view the position r as a pa-

ram eter and thus write dP (r) = n(r)d�(r). Since the

the e�ective chem icalpotentialis�(r)= �0 � V (r),we

obtain

dP (r)= � n(r)dV (r) (22)

Thisrelation can alsobeobtained by balancingtheforces

due to the pressure and trap potentialacting on a shell

ofatom s between r and r+ dr. For a harm onic trap,

V (r) = (�=2)r2,we therefore get dP (r) = � n(r)�rdr

and by integration

P (r)= �

Z 1

r

dr
0
r
0
n(r0) (23)

O n theotherhand,theaxialdensity atz isde�ned by

naxi(z)=

Z
1

0

2��d�n(r) (24)

where�2 = x2 + y2 = r2 � z2.Thiscan be re-written as

naxi(z)= 2�

Z
1

z

drrn(r) (25)

Com paring Eqs.(23)-(25)gives

P (z)=
�

2�
naxi(z) (26)

The axialdensity is thus a direct m easure of the gas

pressure. Also,by taking the derivative ofEq.(25)with
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respectto z,weget

d

dz
naxi(z) = � 2�zn(z): (27)

Hence (seealso Ref.[18])

n(z)= �
1

2�z

d

dz
naxi(z) (28)

The axialdensity thus also gives us the originallocal

density pro�le[33].

Thusthe axialdensity alone givesusthe relation be-

tween the gaspressure and density ata given tem pera-

ture. Forcom pleteness,we show also the corresponding

axialdensity pro�lesin Fig.4.

[Foran axially sym m etric trap with potentialV (~r)=
1

2
(�zz

2 + ��2),the corresponding relationsare:P (z)=
�

2�
naxi(z)and n(0;0;z)= � �

2�� z

1

z

dnaxi(z)

dz
.]

To conclude,we have studied a two-com ponentinter-

acting Ferm igaswith interaction induced by a Feshbach

resonanceabovethetransition tem perature.Thedensity

pro�lesshow strongm odi�cationsduetothee�ectofthis

interaction.
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FIG .1:(Coloronline)Com parison between density pro�lesofNSR 
uctuation theory and thatofHartree-Fock approxim ation

at weak coupling regim e. Labels ofhorizontaland verticalaxes are respectively dim ensionless r=‘ and n(r)‘
3
. Up-spin and

down-spin pro�les calculated from 
uctuation theory are represented by up-triangle and down-triangle, respectively. The

dashed and dotted lines show the Hartree-Fock approxim ation to the up-spin and down-spin ferm ion pro�les,respectively.

The param eter range is chosen as N " = 1:5 � 10
7
,N # = 5� 10

6
,and T=TF = 0:2. The interaction param eters � 1=kF a are

respectively (a)0.5 (b)1.0 (c)10.0
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FIG .2:(Coloronline)D ensity pro�lesofferm ionsofspin up and down.Labelsofhorizontaland verticalaxesare respectively

dim ensionlessr=‘and n(r)‘
3
.Up-spin,down-spin,and excessferm ion are represented by up-triangle,down-triangle,and solid

line,respectively. The dashed linesshows the trapped non-interacting ferm ion �tto the wing ofup-spin ferm ion pro�le. The

dim ensionlesstrap length kF‘= 28,and thetem peratureT=TF = 0:2.Thetotalpopulationsofup-spin ferm ionsN " = 1:5� 107.
In strong coupling regim e (a),the interaction param eters � 1=kF a = � 2:0,the totalpopulation ofdown-spin ferm ions N # =

5� 10
5
with the population im balance � = 93% . In weak coupling regim e,� 1=kF a are respectively (b)0.1 (c)0.5 (d)1.0 (e)

2.0 ,N # = 5� 10
6
with � = 50% .
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FIG .3: (Color online) Colum n density pro�les offerm ions ofspin up and down. Labels ofhorizontaland verticalaxes are

respectively dim ensionless �=‘ and ncol(�)‘
2
. Up-spin,down-spin,and excess ferm ion are represented by up-triangle,down-

triangle,and solid line (lowerpanels)respectively. The dashed line showsthe trapped non-interacting ferm ion �tto the wing

ofspin-up ferm ion pro�le. The dotted line is the non-interacting down-spin ferm ion pro�le at the sam e tem perature,total

ferm ion num bersand trap length.Param etersare the sam e asin Fig 2.
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FIG .4: (Color online) Axialdensity pro�les offerm ions ofspin up and down. Labels ofhorizontaland verticalaxes are

respectively dim ensionless z=‘ and naxi(z)‘. Up-spin,down-spin,and excess ferm ion are represented by up-triangle,down-

triangle,and solid line,respectively. The dashed line shows the trapped non-interacting ferm ion �t to the wing ofspin-up

ferm ion pro�le.Param etersare the sam e asin Figs 2 and 3.


