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Trapped R esonant Ferm ions above Super uid Transition Tem perature
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W e Investigate trapped resonant ferm ions w ith unequalpopulations w thin the local density ap—
proxin ation above the super uid transition tem perature. By tuning the attractive interaction be—
tween ferm lons via Feshbach resonance, the system evolves from weakly interacting fem i gas to
strongly interacting fem i gas, and nally becom es boseferm i m ixture. The density pro les of
ferm ions are exam ned and com pared w ith experin ents. W e also point out the sim ple relation-
ships between the local density, the axial density, and the gas pressure w ithin the local density

approxin ation .

PACS numbers: 03.75.5s, 0530Fk, 34.90 4+ g

T he experim ental investigation of the crossover from
the B ardeen-C ooperSchrie er BCS) state to the Bose—
Einstein Condensation BEC) state induced by Fesh-
bach resonance for trapped ferm ionic atom ic gases w ith
equal [1, |2, 13, 14, 18] and unequal populations [&, |1, (8]
have attracted lots of interests from the physics com m u—
nity. For equalpopulations, the ground state of the sys—
tem evolves from weak-coupling BC S to strong-coupling
BEC as the e ective attraction between two species of
ferm ions becom es strong [, 110, 111, 112,113, [14]. In the
case of unequal populations of the two ferm ion species,
the system evolves from a nomn al state, through a spa—
tially inhom ogeneous state(s) (lke FuldeferrellH.arkin—
Ovchinnikov EFFLO) state and/or phase separation) in
the weak-coupling regin e to a boseferm im xture in the
strong-coupling regin e [15,16,117,/18,119,120,121,122,123]1.

A Tthough m ean— eld treatm ents can provide a qualk
fative picture, nclision of uctuations [9] around the
m ean— eld solution is necessary to give resultsw ith m ore
quantitative agreem ent w ith experim ents. For exam ple,
them odynam ics [24,125] and density pro les [13,114] at

nite tem perature can be properly accounted for only
when pair uctuationsare included. Including these uc—
tuations 2€,127] can also give a reasonable valie for the
zero-tem perature universal 2§, 29] param eter at reso-
nance, though it does not m atch exactly w ith the Q uan—
tum M onteC arlo resuls [12,130,131].

T ill now , m ost of the studies are below the super uid
transition tem perature. However, above the transition
tem perature, the nom alferm ion gas can stillbe strongly
Interacting and becom es a m ixture of bose and fem i
gases In the strong coupling regim e. T he system provides
a good testing ground for strongly interactingm any-body
theories.

On the other hand, the them om etry of strongly in-—
teracting ferm i gas is also In portant and di cult n ex—
perin ents 24]. In the case of non-interacting fermm ions,
the tem perature can be sim ply m easured by tting the
density pro ke of trapped ferm ions wih the Thom as-
Fem i distrbution. Therm om etry of strongly interact—
Ing ferm jons w ith equal populations requires non-trivial

tting procedure on the theoretically generated density
pro les [25]. In the case of unequal populations of two
species of ferm ions, the w ing of the m a prity com ponent
(excess ferm Jon) becom es non-interacting due to the ab—
sence ofthe m Inority com ponent, and thus can be served
as a good them om eter [E].

In this paper, the NozieresSchm itt-Rink (NSR) for-
m alisn [9] is adopted since it is the sin plest theory that
can continuously bring both the BCS and BEC regim es
respectively forweak and strong coupling lim is together
at nite tem peratures, and also gives a good estin ate of
the universal param eter In the uniarity lin it as stated
above. The ham onic trapping potential is considered
w ithin the localdensiy approxin ation LDA).

W e found that the H artreeFock approxin ation is re—
covered In the weak-coupling regim €, but it is qualita—
tively di erent from the NSR treatm ent if the system
evolves nto a strongly interacting ferm i gas. In the
strong coupling lim i, 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 N SR theory.
N ot so surprisingly, a sin ilar repulsive e ect also exists
In the interm ediate coupling regin e from the N SR theory
although no bound pair is form ed. The density pro les
are obtained, com parison and in plication to the recent
experim ent are then discussed.

W e adopted the in plem entation ofthe N SR form alisn
by the functional integralm ethod [LO]. T he action ofour
system is w ritten as

z X
S = ddef @ r’=m +V @)
+g W 4 4 "9 @
w ith attractive coupling constant g < 0. runs over
up and down spin species, and (®; ) are the
ferm ionic elds. Two chem ical potentials x the

ferm ion num ber densities nside the trapping potential
V (®).

By introducing the H ubbard-Stratonovich eld (; )
coupled to the pairing eld _.._#, and then integrating
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out the ferm ion elds , we get the e ective action in
term s of (®; ). Above the super uid transition tem —
perature w ith vanishing saddke point o = 0, we expand
the e ective action around the saddle point up to the
Gaussian kvelin (g;Pp ), which gives

Se = So+ Y@ibn)d @b a)F @)
9iPn
w here
1 X 1w (pyxm) T (o)
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wih , = k“=Zm, . x + V (), and ny is

the Fem i distrbution finction. The s-wave scattering
length a de ned by l;wo—body low -energy scattering via
m=4 a= 1=g+L > _1=2 isto requlate the ulravio-
ket divergence. Follow Ing N ozieres and Schm itt—R ink [B],
we can rew rite the free energy

F F 1 X co dt (M)
= — —ng (!
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In tem s of the phase shift (g;!) de ned by (g;! +
0") = j @!)jexp@ @!)). Fo is the free energy of
free fermm ions and ny is the Bose distrdbution function.
T he num ber equations are given by

o 1 x 2 g e
n @®=n @+ — —ng (1)>— @!) ©)
o @
w ith the bare occupation n® @) = L R 0E (g, )

O ur density pro les are calculated from Eq.{3). To
clarify the physics, we rst exam ne two lin iting cases.
In the extreme weak coupling lmit with a < 0 and
ke B 1, <e 7 m=4 a, with the rst temm i
Eq.[d) contrbuting a sm all in aginary part. Hence
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and the second term in Eqg.[8) becom es
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w here the bose distribbution function is elin nated by the
dentity,ng k+y)1 1mr &) 1r ()= nr ®)ng y). The
occupation in Eq.[H) reduces to
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T he expression is equivalent to the rst-order Hartree—
Fock HF') approxim ation to the originalH am iltonian in
Eq.[) wih the e ective coupling constant 4 a=m in—
stead of the bare g.

In Fig.[d, we plot both the density pro les ofthe N SR
and HF theories. At extrem ely sm allky B as shown In
Fig.[d(c), two theories coincide w ith each other. A s the
interaction param eter increases, <e ' > m=4 a due
to the contrioution from the rst term i Eq.{3). The
HF approxim ation overestin ates the e ective attractive
interaction. As shown in Fig. [[®), the HF resulks for
the m inority com ponent lies above our uctuation the-
ory results near the trap center. T he deviationsbetween
these two theories are larger for the m inority than the
m aprity com ponent, since the m inority com ponent ac-
tually feels a larger change In e ective particle energy
(see the argum ent of the fiinction ny in Eq.[)).

Upon further increase in kr 23 Fig. d@)), the NSR
theory show s even qualitative disagreem ent w ith the HF
results. It can be seen that the m aprity pro e from
N SR theory liesabove the HF resultsnearthe trap center.
T he reason of the disagreem ent w illbe discussed further
below .

In the strong coupling lin it where a > 0, the two—
particle vertex function (g;!) acquires a discrete pole
! = !y (@) representing the bound state of ferm ion-pair.
A round the pole, we can w rite

R
@)= ——/——— )
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w ith am allg, and the dispersion !, () = o+ ad? . Eq.[9)
can also be w ritten as
'@ !'=R ‘@!) 10)
T he coe cient ¢ ¢ can be determm ined from putting g= 0,
| = ¢ into Eq.[I0), which gives ! (0;) = 0, ie.,
!
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W e rew rite this form ula as
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W ith equal population, the chem ical potential of the
bound state » = 4 < 0, the second tem ofthe L H S.
of Eq.[I2) vanishes at tem perature kg T j w43 There
wecan obtain g = " #+ 2V (), with the bind-
ing energy , = 1=m& < 0. In our case of unequal
populations, the chem ical potential of excess (unpaired)
ferm ions « > 0 and that ofthe bound state 4 < 0. For
tem peratures kg T JpJ we can substitute the above
o ofequalpopulation into the second term ofthe L H S.
ofEq.[12), ignore x I the denom inator, ang obtain for
thisterm m& rf @), where @) L ° ,np(g.)
can be Interpreted as the occupation due to bare excess
ferm don. Eq.[I2) then gives
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Sin flarly, R can be determ ned by putting g = 0 and
taking the Imit ! ! ¢ in Eq.[I0),
1
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By noticing that, in the denom inator ofthe rst tem
nEq.[), the?+em canbe combined w ith p, , we Hund

Teil)= 10;! d=4m)+ O (). Therehre g =
1=4m .

In the strong coupling regim g, the low -energy e ective
action can then be w ritten as
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with ne@) = L 3F g DF (g0 T Gosnp (®)) and nyp, (¢) =

L 3 ¢0e (' @) . Egs.0D-20) are the number equa-
tions in strong coupling Im i. The e ective Interaction

characterized by g, ¢ betw een the bound pairs and residue
ferm Jons are already captured in the G aussian level. T he
sam e results were also obtained by a low densiy zero-—
tem perature expansion by one of the authors [BZ2] and
self-consistent B ogoliibov-de-G ennes equations by P iferi
and Strinati [L9], but this Interaction wasm issing in the
treatm ent of L1u and Hu [20]. Note also that, ln N SR

form alism , nyp ¢) and nf@®) are not detemm ined self-
consistently. Instead, np (®) relies (via !y () only on
the bare n% (), and n¢ () depends then on ny, ).

W ith the LDA, the density pro ke of an anisotropic
ham onic trap can be mapped to a corresponding
isotropic one by rescaling the radial distances for the
di erent axes. In the follow ing, we consider only the
isotropic case.

T he density pro les of ferm ions of up and down-soin
for di erent interaction param eter 1=k a are shown In
Fig. [2. T he total populations of the m a prity species is
15 10 with the population inbalances 50% , T=Tp =
02 in the weak-coupling regin es of Fig. [ (©)-() . These
param eters are chosen to be close to those in an experi-
ment of M IT [g]. A s the Interaction param eter becom es
stronger, the two species of ferm ions are strongly inter—
acting w ith each other and the localdensity at the trap
centerrises. T he excess ferm ionsde ned by thedi erence
betw een the localdensities ofup and dow n-spin ferm ions
are repelled from the trap center. ThomasFem i t to
the w ing of the m a prity pro J are insensitive to the in—
teraction param eter although the ferm ionsdensity pro le



can be strongly deform ed. It isan evidence to the reliabil-
ity ofthe them om etry from the excess ferm ions. Because
ofthe attractive interaction from down-spin ferm ion, the
pro ke ofthe Thom asFem i talways liesbelow that of
up-spin ferm ion. W hen we Increase kr a further close to
theunitarity lim it Eig.[2@)), there is a dram atic change
In density pro les. The bound pairs are close to being
bose-condensed. It explains why both species strongly
peak near the trap center and the density pro lesbehave
qualitatively di erently from that of the HF resuls, as
discussed above. The case of strong coupling regin e is
shown in Fig. [d@) where a Jarge population inbalance
was chosen to avoid the bose-condensation of the bound
pairs.

N ear the resonance, the NSR theory m ay break down
due to the unphysical (hon-positive de nite) susceptibil-
ity matrix @n =@ o R3]. W e checked that the susoepti-
bility m atrix ispositive de nitew ith the sam eparam eters
used in Fig.[d. The NSR theory does not break down at
this point in our problem .

To com pare our result m ore directly w ith experin ents
(see Fig. 1 In Ref. [{]), the colum n densities are shown
in Fig. 3. The colum n density ne,1( ) can be obtained
from the localdensity n (r) by

Z Z

dxn (r) =
1

2r

Neo1( ) dr?ﬁn ) @1)

W e also plot the Thom asFem 1 t to the wing of the
up-spin ferm ions, and the non-interacting fermm ions pro—
Je w ith the the sam e total population and tem perature
as that ofthe down-spoin ferm ions . B ecause of strong at—
traction around the trap center, the Interacting pro les
alw ays lie above the non-interacting one near the center.
Com pared w ith a recent experin ent [8], we found only
som e qualitative sin ilarities but also rather signi cant
disagreaem ents. The cloud sizes are found to be an aller
than their non-interacting counterparts, as in the experi-
m ents. H ow ever, experin entally the density pro lesdevi-
ate from the non-interacting onesm ainly forthem a prity
cloud but not so much for the m inority cloud, whereas
we found signi cant e ects of the attractive interaction
on both. Experim entally, the density pro ke of them a—
prity particles actually liesbelow the nite tem perature
non-interacting t of the wings at where the m noriy
com ponent appears, though this de cit decreases when
1=kra Increases. Our calculated results give a density
pro I above this t, asexpected from attractive interac—
tion between the particles. W ith increasing 1=ky a, there
is a larger and larger enhancem ent of the actual den-
sity pro ke overthe ttothewings. A possible source of
disagreem ent is that our current understanding ofthe ex—
pansion dynam ics isnot su ciently quantitative, so that
the scaling factors for the interacting gas near the center
versus that ofthe non-interacting particles near the w ing
are di erent from what wasused In Ref. [8].

Forthe m nority com ponent, our densiy pro l shows
strong e ects of the e ective attractive interaction, so
that it peaks much m ore strongly near the trap center
than a corresponding non-interacting distribution as seen
inFig.[d. whercasexperim entally it canbe tted wellby
the non-interacting pro k). W e found that, even above
the transition tem perature as it is here, the di erence
betw een them a prity and m nority com ponents (ie., the
excess ferm ion density) seem s to decrease when 1=kra
Increases. Thistrend already exists in the HF resuls (see
Fig.[d and discussions above) . Tt can also be understood
as an e ective repulsive interaction between the bosons
on the excess ferm ions, so that the latter are pushed out
from the trap center (c.f. Fig.[2, especially[2 (@) and (b)),
though thise ect isnot so evident in the colum n density
pro le due to the Integration.

In the follow ing, we want to point out that, for a har-
monic trap wihin the local density approxin ation, the
axial density (from integration of the local density) di-
rectly provides us the localgas pressure P , and the orig-
nal local density can be easily read out from the slope
of axial density pro k. Thus the axial density directly
gives us the equation of state P as a function ofn) at
the given tem perature.

At a given tem perature, general them odynam ic re—
lation gives dP (r) = n (r)d (r) where (v) (n(x) +

4 (£))=2 Note that -~ (r) # (r) Is ndependent of r).
W ithin the LDA, we can view the posiion r as a pa—

ram eter and thus write dP (r) = n (x)d (r). Since the
the e ective chem icalpotentialis (r) = o V (r), we
obtain

dP (r) = n(@©)dV (r) 22)

T his relation can also be obtained by balancing the forces
due to the pressure and trap potential acting on a shell
of atom s between r and r+ dr. For a ham onic trap,

V (r) = (=2)r?, we thereore get dP (r) = n () rdr
and by integration
Z 1
P ()= ar’*n @3)

r

O n the other hand, the axialdensity at z isde ned by

2
Naxi(2) = 2 dn (24)
0
where 2= x?+ y?=1r> #.Thiscan be rewritten as
2
Naxi(2) = 2 drrmn (r) 25)
C om paring E gs.[23)-23) gives
P (2) = 2_naxi(z) (26)

The axial density is thus a direct m easure of the gas
pressure. A Iso, by taking the derivative of Eq.[25) with



respect to z, we get

4@ = 2 m@ @7)
dz
Hence (see also Ref. [L8])
n@ = — e ©28)
2= 2 zdz axi®

The axial density thus also gives us the original local
density pro ke [33].

T hus the axial density alone gives us the relation be-
tween the gas pressure and density at a given tem pera—
ture. For com pleteness, we show also the corresponding
axialdensity pro les in Fig. [4.

For an axially symm etric trap w ith potentialV (¢) =
% ( ,z°+ ?), the corresponding relations are: P (z) =

1 dnaxi(z)
7 Naxi(2z) and n (0;0;z) = — 2 —5— ]

To conclude, we have studied a two-com ponent inter—
acting Ferm igasw ih interaction induced by a Feshbach
resonance above the transition tem perature. T he density
pro lesshow strongm odi cationsdue to thee ect ofthis
Interaction.
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FIG .1: (Coloronline) Com parison between density pro lesofN SR uctuation theory and that ofH artreeFock approxin ation
at weak coupling regin e. Labels of horizontal and vertical axes are respectively dinm ensionless r=" and n (r) e Up-soin and
down-spin pro ls calculated from uctuation theory are represented by up-triangle and down-triangle, respectively. The

dashed and dotted lines show the HartreeFock approxin ation to the up-soin and down-spin ferm ion pro les, respectively.
T he param eter range is chosen as N« = 1:5 107, Ny =5 10°, and T=Tr = 02. The interaction param eters 1=kra are
respectively @) 05 ©) 1.0 (c) 100
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din ensionless trap length kr ‘= 28, and the tem perature T=Tr = 02. T he totalpopulations ofup-spin ferm ionsN« = 1:5 107.
1=kp a=
10° with the population Inbalance =
20,N;y=5 10°with = 50%.
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FIG .2: (Coloronline) D ensity pro s of ferm ions of spin up and down. Labels of horizontal and vertical axes are respectively
93% . In weak coupling regin e,

din ensionless r="and n (r) . Up-soin, down-spin, and excess ferm ion are represented by up-triangle, dow n-triangle, and solid
line, respectively. T he dashed lines show s the trapped non-interacting ferm ion t to the w ing of up—spin ferm ion pro le. The
In strong coupling regin e (@), the interaction param eters

2:0, the total population of down-spin ferm ions N 4

1=kr a are respectively ) 01 (c) 05 d) 1.0 (e)
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FIG . 3: (Color online) Colum n densiy pro ls of fem ions of spin up and down. Labels of horizontal and vertical axes are

Up-soin, down-spin, and excess ferm ion are represented by up-triangle, down-—
triangle, and solid line (lower panels) respectively. T he dashed line show s the trapped non-interacting ferm ion t to the wing
of spin-up ferm ion pro k. The dotted line is the non-interacting down-soin ferm ion pro l at the sam e tem perature, total

respectively din ensionless =" and nee () ¥.
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ferm jon num bers and trap length. Param eters are the sam e as in Fig[2.

10 20 30 400

10 20 30 40



L L L L N L L L LN U L L L DL O BN L DL LA B L L LA L
4
. @ 3 (b) A (c) (d) (e .
1x10° 4 -] —Tx — %5 — 1x10
R\ 4 A %; 2
Q A A A A
: : iC < T
A A N oA \
¥ N \ A
8x10° _\% A __\\A 4 __\\A — 8x10°
‘\\ \ A A \A \A
\ \ \
LA 1 4 1 la n i
\a \
}\; \ \a @ \(;
\ \
o0’ [~ | — \a - © . —+ * —{ 6x10°
A \ \a & '\
% ¥ \ W \
1+ \ +o\e : T\
A V% \ w e h
5| }; _V \A _< \ N 1 ¥ ] 5
4x10 \ ~ ¢ —*% \ 1 4x10
4 v FARIN h ﬁ% »
A v (3 v \e VV 9 k
R v T3 T% %\ !
A v h 0 v L v ’\;
2x10° [— 3 - % \i - v “; -— %\ T v & — 2x10°
A YA vy v o\ Vo
v v v\ v ol
b& K % 4 1 i;
0 10 20 30 400 10 20 30 400 10 20 30 400 10 20 30 400
FIG. 4:

(Color online) A xial density pro les of ferm ions of spin up and down. Labels of horizontal and vertical axes are
respectively din 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 show s the trapped non-interacting ferm ion t to the wing of spin-up
ferm don pro le. Param eters are the sam e as in F igs[2 and [3.



